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Summary 
An archaeological evaluation to assess the archaeological potential of former open 

farmland at Rougham, Suffolk was carried out to assess the impact of a proposed 

substation development on heritage assets. The four trenches of the evaluation 

revealed four pits, three of which were Iron Age and clustered in one trench. A large 

modern pit was also recorded in one trench, truncating some of the southern part of the 

site, which is believed to the sites location within the former WW2 Rougham airfield. 

The pits were generally well preserved under an intact subsoil deposit and the finds and 

environmental material recovered suggest they represent localised agricultural activity 

and domestic occupation. The features are further evidence of a widespread phase of 

Iron Age activity seen in recent fieldwork projects in the immediate vicinity, although 

there was no indication of a previously identified substantial Iron Age boundary ditch 

which was previously thought likely to cross the site. However the relatively small nature 

of the site and the curvilinear nature of this boundary means it may simply be located to 

the north-east of the site. 
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1. Introduction
An evaluation to assess the archaeological potential of the site of a proposed electrical 

substation and associated tree planting for heritage assets at Rougham, Suffolk (Fig. 1) 

was carried out on 22 August 2017 by Suffolk Archaeology CIC (SACIC). The work was 

required by a condition on planning application DC/16/2556/ FUL, in accordance with 

paragraph 141 of the National Planning Policy Framework.  

The work required was detailed in a Brief (dated 05/07/2017), produced by the 

archaeological adviser to the Local Planning Authority (LPA), Rachael Abraham of 

Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service (SCCAS) and the project was carried out 

in accordance with an approved SACIC Written Scheme of Investigation (Appendix 5). 

The project was commissioned by CgMs on behalf of the developer Taylor Wimpey 

East Anglia. 

The site lies within what was, until very recently, open arable farmland on the eastern 

outskirts of modern Bury St Edmunds, on a level plateau c.3km east of the River Lark. 

The trenches were located within the footprint of the proposed development, in an area 

of unmanaged field margin, at grid reference TL 8891 6411, adjacent to the newly 

constructed Eastern Relief Road and a new school complex. 

2. Geology and topography
The site lies in the approximate area of two geological areas as recorded by the British 

Geological Survey. To the west, superficial geology of Cover Sand overlies bedrock 

deposits of Lewes Nodular Chalk, Seaford Chalk, Newhaven Chalk and Culver Chalk 

Formations, whilst to the east the same bedrock deposits are recorded beneath 

superficial deposits or Lowestoft Diamicton (BGS, 2017). On site, the geology presented 

itself as a mixture of patchy loose yellow and orange sand, with orange clayey-sand and 

small flints.  

The area of the trenching was relatively level, with a slight slope from north to south. 

Ground levels at the northern edge of the site were recorded at up to 62.94m above the 

Ordnance Datum to 62.49m at the southern edge. 
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3. Archaeological and historical background 
The site lies in an area of archaeological potential as defined in the County Historic 

Environment Record (HER) and which has been seen in a series of prior archaeological 

investigations by SACIC (in part during its former role as the SCCAS Field Team). 

These investigations revealed dispersed areas of prehistoric, Roman and medieval 

activity (Appendix 5, Fig. 2) and the following summary is based upon SACIC’s 

knowledge and experience of the immediate area, in lieu of a HER search. 

 
Previous evaluation on former arable land c.600m to the west and northwest of the site, 

prior to recent housing and industrial development extending east from Bury St 

Edmunds (BRG 024, Finch 1999), highlighted several areas of archaeological potential 

which were later investigation in a series of targeted excavations (unpublished). These 

included an area of Roman occupation (RGH 031, investigated by areas RGH 037 and 

RGH 038), low density prehistoric evidence at RGH 035 and RGH 039 and Early-Mid 

Iron Age deposits at RGH 036. 

 
Three phases of evaluation and excavation in 2012 and 2015 on the Moreton Hall High 

School site (RGH 066), 150m to the west, identified evidence of Early/Middle Iron Age 

occupation. The evaluations (Beverton 2012, Craven 2015) showed dispersed pits and 

ditches across the school site, with the subsequent excavation of three separate areas 

(Lichtenstein 2016) identifying the supposed outskirts of a small farmstead represented 

by the remains of four smaller square or rectangular four-post structures (possible 

granaries), some pits, some external firepits (possible temporary hearths) and a 

substantial boundary ditch on the eastern side of the site. 

 
This Iron Age boundary is suspected to extend well beyond RGH 066 to north-west and 

south-east. It clearly corresponds to a linear anomaly identified in a geophysical survey 

to the north of the school (Schofield 2014) and appears to align with a series of ditches 

and Iron Age occupation evidence seen to the south-east in evaluation trial trenching 

and excavation which was carried out in advance of the recent construction of the 

Eastern Relief Road (RGH 086, Lichtenstein 2015 and Sommers in prep). 

 
The site also lies within the centre of the former WW2 Rougham airfield (RGH 046), 

close to a secondary runway, as shown on an annotated map of the airfield (Appendix 

5, Fig. 3). 
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4. Methodology
The trenches were excavated using a machine equipped with a 1.8m wide toothless 

bucket, with the work being constantly monitored and directed by an experienced 

archaeologist. Between 0.3m and 0.4m of topsoil was removed, followed by a 0.1m-

0.2m thick subsoil deposit, after which the cut features and natural were clearly visible. 

All of the upcast spoil was monitored for finds and metal-detected. The trenches were 

positioned across the site to sample the footprint of the proposed development, 

including the surrounding tree planting that will encircle the substation. The two northern 

trenches were angled in an attempt to catch the Iron Age boundary as recorded in Area 

2 of RGH 086. In total they measured 1.8m wide x 20m long (Trenches 1-3) and 1.8m x 

22.6m long (Trench 4), covering 148.48m2, the final trench being extended to clarify the 

presence of a pit. The Brief originally called for 200m2, but this was reduced as some of 

the site had already been sampled by the RGH 086 evaluation/excavation. 

When the machine excavation was finished, soil profiles were cleaned and recorded in 

conjunction with the digging and recording of the cut features. All of the pits and other 

potential features were excavated. A minimum of 50%-100% was sampled from all of 

the features. Three environmental bulk samples were taken from two of the pits and 

colour digital photographs were taken of the contexts and trenches. 1:20 plans of the 

trenches were hand drawn and geo-referenced using an RTK GPS, working within 

tolerances of >0.03m. Sections were drawn at 1:10 or 1:20. A single continuous 

numbering system was used to record all contexts (Appendix 1). 

Site data has been input onto an MS Access database and recorded using the County 

HER code RGH 097. An OASIS form has been completed for the project (reference no. 

suffolkc1-293299 – Appendix 4) and a digital copy of the report submitted for inclusion 

on the Archaeology Data Service database (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/library/ 

greylit). 

On acceptance of the report by SCCAS a hard copy will be submitted to SCCAS, with 

the complete archive to be transferred to the main store after the completion of any 

subsequent phases of work, under HER code RGH 097 and event number ESF 25787. 



Tr.1

Tr.2

Tr.3
Tr.4

Approximate existing development

0010

0006

0011

0008

0016

S.1

S.3

S.5

S.4

N

Plan Scale 1:500

0 25m

Archaeological feature

Natural feature

Modern pit

5

Figure 2.  Trench location plan



6 

5. Results

5.1. Introduction 

Prehistoric pits, a pit/posthole, a natural feature and a modern pit were present in three 

trenches (Figs. 2-4 and Pls. 1-3). The trenches were excavated to c.0.5m below ground 

level, with subsoil encountered from 0.3m-0.4m below ground level. The uppermost 

feature cuts were recorded at c.0.45m below ground level. The natural was loose 

yellow-orange sand, with slightly cohesive orange clay-sand patches, with frequent 

small flints. Overlying the natural subsoil layer 0005/0018-0020 was a pale to mid brown 

loose sandy-silt, which often appeared to seal/infill the top of the features, though this 

was not particularly in places due to root disturbance.  

A deposit of dark grey-brown sandy-silt was recorded in the north-eastern end of Trench 

3, but this was very irregular in plan and section, produced no finds and was interpreted 

as a natural phenomenon. Its position was plotted, but no further records were made. 

Much of Trench 1 was made up of a large modern pit. This was initially identified on the 

surface only as a 0.1m wide band of grey silty-sand running across the trench, with the 

majority of the pit having been backfilled with redeposited compacted orange sand and 

flint natural. Excavation of the pit was continued to 1.2m below ground level, where 

large concrete blocks were uncovered. The feature continued beyond the western end 

of Trench 1, finishing before Trench 2. 

The following table summarises the trench profiles, relative to records from the trench 

sheets and the individually recorded feature profiles. Photographs of the individual 

trenches are included as Plates 4-7. 

Trench Features Profile 
1 Modern pit 0.3m-0.35m of topsoil 

0.1m-0.2m of subsoil 
Total depth to natural = 0.45m-0.5m 

2 None 0.34m of topsoil 
0.2m of subsoil 
Total depth to natural = 0.54m 

3 Pit 0006 and natural 
deposit 

0.28m-0.4m of topsoil 
0.12m-0.2m of subsoil 
Total depth to natural = 0.48m-0.6m 

4 Pits 0008, 0011 and 
0016, charcoal 
deposit 0010 

0.4m-0.42 of topsoil 
0.09m-0.2m of subsoil 
Total depth to natural = 0.52m-0.6m 

Table 1. Trench summaries 
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5.2. Prehistoric contexts 

Trench 4 

Pit 0008 

Pit 0008 was located between pits 0011 and 0016, but was only partially exposed, with 

a curving south-east edge in plan and c.50° slightly concave sides and a flat base, 

measuring 1.4m x >1m x 0.48m deep. The single fill, 0009, was loose brown silty-sand, 

mottled with orange clay-sand patches, with occasional flints and flecks of charcoal. It 

produced four pottery sherds of Early Bronze Age/Middle-Late Iron Age date and 

Sample 3 contained a small quantity of charred cereal grains. 

Plate 1. Pit 0008, Trench 4 

Pit 0011 

Located to the north-east of pit 0008 was pit 0011, which was sub-circular in plan, with a 

flat base and concave sides of about 50°-75°, measuring 1.62m x 1.6m x 0.42m deep. 

The cut contained four fills, 0012-0015. Basal fill 0012 was very dark grey, slightly 

compacted charcoal-rich silt with four sherds of Middle-Late Iron Age pottery.  A small 
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quantity of charred cereal grains was recovered from Sample 2. Overlying this was fill 

0013, a light brownish-grey, loose, silty-sand with occasional flecks of charcoal and 

small flints and then 0014, a mid yellowish-brown loose silty-sand, with occasional 

flecks of charcoal, small flints and some flecks of possible CBM/fired clay. The upper fill, 

0015, was a light to mid brownish-grey loose and fine silty-sand with frequent charcoal 

and moderate small flints, as well as three sherds of Iron Age pottery and a small 

quantity of charred cereal grains from Sample 1. 

Plate 2. Pit 0011, Trench 4

Pit 0016 

Pit 0016 was not fully exposed in plan and was to the south-west of pit 0008. The visible 

part measured 1.4m+ x >0.5m x 0.26m deep and had a curving south-east edge with 

straight/concave edges sloped at c.80° and a concave base. Its single fill, 0017, was a 

moderately loose, mottled brown silty-sand, with occasional small flints and a sherd of 

Middle Iron Age pottery. 
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Plate 3. Pit 0016, Trench 4 
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5.3. Undated contexts 

Trench 3 

Pit/posthole 0006 

Cut 0006 was only partially exposed, with a curving south-eastern edge in plan, steep 

concave sides and a concave base. It appeared to be sealed and partially infilled by the 

subsoil, with a single fill of pale greyish-brown moderately loose sandy-silt, with rare 

small to medium flints and no finds. The feature was interpreted as a small pit or 

possible posthole, measuring 0.62m x >0.33m x 0.18m deep. 

 

Trench 4 

Deposit 0010 

A very irregular deposit of charcoal, orange-grey sand and occasional small flints was 

recorded in the north-eastern end of Trench 4. It was recorded whilst the trench profile 

was being investigated for the presence of the Iron Age boundary ditches from RGH 

086, but is very unlikely to relate to these features. It had an unclear relationship with 

subsoil 0020, being located in an area highly disturbed by tree roots. Whilst this is likely 

a deliberate charcoal dump (there was no in-situ burning), it had no clear cut to relate it 

to, or assign a function. It was most likely part of the subsoil, which seems to seal 

features, suggesting this to have been a more recent (relative to the pits), mixed 

deposit. 

 
 
 
 
  



Tr.3

Natural feature

0006

S.1

N

Plan Scale 1:100

0 5m 0 1.00m

Section Scale 1:20

S.1

NW SE

Topsoil

Subsoil

0003

0019

0007

62.22m OD

0006

Tr.3

0 25m

N

11

Figure 3.  Trench 3, plan and section
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Plate 4. Trench 1, facing west Plate 5. Trench 2, facing north 

Plate 6. Trench 3, facing northeast Plate 7. Trench 4, facing northeast 
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6. Finds and environmental evidence 
Ioannis Smyrnaios 

6.1. Introduction 

The hand-collected bulk finds from the evaluation are presented in Table 2. The 

material on the table does not include finds recovered from soil samples. These are 

discussed further below, together with the bulk finds from each material category. A full 

catalogue of all bulk finds by context is presented in Appendix 2.  

 
Ctxt Pottery Worked flint Burnt flint Stone 
 No Wt/g No Wt/g No Wt/g No Wt/g 
0001   1 1     
0009 4 38 1 2 1 4   
0012 4 66       
0015 3 22       
0017 1 2 1 9   2 56 
0020 12 9 1 95     

Table 2.  Hand-collected bulk finds quantities 

 

6.2. The Pottery 

6.2.1. Introduction 

The evaluation produced a total of thirty-seven sherds weighing 222 grams. The 

material derived from five contexts including three samples. All the pottery was 

identified as prehistoric, with dates ranging between the Early Bronze Age and the Later 

Iron Age. 

 

6.2.2. Methodology 

The pottery from the site was quantified by fabrics, which were identified through hand 

specimen examination, supplemented by the use of a x10 binocular microscope. 

Prehistoric fabrics were recorded according to simplified abbreviations of the Guidelines 

for Analysis and Publication of the Prehistoric Ceramic Research Group (2010). 

Prehistoric vessel forms were identified with reference to the typologies by Brudenell & 

Hogan (2012) and Brudenell (2014). Minimum numbers of vessels (ENVs) were 

estimated based on sherds of distinct fabrics noted in the same contexts, and generally 
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rim and base sherds that could relate to distinct pots. For a better quantification of the 

material, estimated vessel equivalents (EVEs) were introduced alongside with minimum 

numbers of estimated vessels (ENVs) when this was possible. The total assemblage 

from the site, including pottery from samples, is presented by context order in Appendix 

3. 

 

6.2.3. Fabrics and chronology 

The pottery from the site consists of five fabrics, which are presented in Table 3. 

According to the quantification, the most prevailing fabric is dense and sandy with 

sparse fine flint (QF), the date of which falls between the Middle and Late Iron Age. This 

fabric is not entirely different to QV and QFQZ, and it is likely for all three fabrics to be 

contemporary; therefore, the most representative period of the ceramic assemblage 

should be placed towards the end of the Middle Iron Age and the 1st century BC. 

Fabrics with common flint (F) dating to the Early Iron Age are represented by few and 

tiny fragments, and therefore, their date must be treated with caution. Finally, a single 

sherd in a grog-tempered fabric (QGF) with distinct combing decoration dates to the 

Early Bronze Age; this is the earliest sherd from the entire assemblage. 

 

Fabric Fabric description 
Fabric 
date No No % Wt/g Wt/g % 

QGF 
Soft sandy fabric with grog and sparse 
flint EBA 1 2.7 3 1.4 

F 
Common to very common fine flint in a 
dense sandy matrix EIA 13 35.1 11 5.0 

QF Dense sandy fabric with sparse fine flint MIA-LIA 19 51.4 165 74.3 

QFQZ 
Dense sandy fabric with moderate fine 
flint and large pieces of coarse quartzite MIA 1 2.7 1 0.5 

QV 
Dense sandy fabric with sparse organic 
temper, most likely grass 

Later 
MIA to 
LIA 3 8.1 42 18.9 

 Totals  37 100.0 222 100.0 

Table 3.  Quantification of pottery by fabrics and chronological periods 
 

6.2.4. Distribution of pottery by trench and feature 

All the pottery from the evaluation derived from Trench 4 and is presented by feature in 

Table 4 below. According to the table, the earliest sherd from the site, dating to the 

Early Bronze Age, derived from pit 0008. It was found together with MIA-LIA sherds and 

it is likely to be residual. Pit 0011 is consistent with a MIA-LIA date and the only EIA 
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sherd from that pit is again likely to be residual; however, as noted in the previous 

section, the exact date of fabric F is unclear as this is represented by tiny fragments. 

Finally, pit 0016 produced a single MIA sherd, which is likely to be the chip from a 

possible rim. 

Trench Feature Description Context(s) Fabrics Period(s) 
4 0008 single pit fill 0009 QF, QV, QGV EBA, MIA-LIA 
4 0011 basal pit fill 0012 QF MIA-LIA 
4 0011 upper pit fill 0015 F, QV, QF EIA, MIA-LIA 
4 0016 single pit fill 0017 QFQZ MIA 
4 0020 subsoil 0020 F EIA 

Table 4.  Distribution of fabrics by trench and feature

6.3. Worked flint 

Ioannis Smyrnaios (with identifications by Michael Green) 

6.3.1. Introduction 

The evaluation produced eleven pieces of worked flint weighing 133 grams. The 

material derived from six contexts including three samples. Each piece of flint was 

examined and recorded in Table 5 below. The material was classified by type and was 

recorded by number and weight, including notes for corticated and patinated pieces. 

Ctxt Samp. Type Patination Cortex Comments Date No. Wt(g) 
0001 small blade moderate none use wear LBA 1 1 

0009 flake none none 
hinge fracture; hard 
hammer struck LBA-IA 1 4 

0009 3 flakes none 50%   3 11 
0012 2 chips none 0-60% tiny chips  3 1 

0015 1 cortical flake moderate 3% 
hinge fracture; hard 
hammer struck LBA-IA 1 12 

0017 flake none 5% 
hinge fracture; hard 
hammer struck LBA-IA 1 9 

0020 core none 30-40%
rough hinge fracture; 
hard hammer struck IA 1 95 

Table 5.  Flint summarised by type 
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6.3.2. Condition and chronology of the flint 

The flint from the site is primarily brownish black without patination, with exception of a 

small blade from the topsoil layer 0001 of Trench 1 and a cortical flake from pit fill 0015, 

which was found in Sample 1. Table 4 shows that the majority of the flint dates to the 

Late Bronze Age and Iron Age periods. These are mainly pieces without patination, 

struck with hard hammers that produced rough hinge fractures. The earliest piece in the 

assemblage is the small blade from topsoil layer 0001 of Trench 1, which dates to the 

Late Bronze Age. In general, the dates the flint are most likely to be contemporary with 

the dates of the pottery, placed towards the end of the Middle Iron Age. 

 

6.3.3. Discussion of the flint by trenches and contexts 

The majority of the flint derived from three pits in Trench 4. More specifically, fill 0009 of 

pit 0008, fills 00012 and 0015 of pit 0011, and fill 0017 of pit 0116 produced nine pieces 

weighing 37 grams. Such pieces are mainly flakes and small chips struck with hard 

hammers, characterising later prehistoric flint knapping techniques. In addition, the 

subsoil layer 0020 of Trench 4 produced a relatively large core, weighing 95 grams, 

dating to the broader Iron Age. The only find from Trench 1 derived from the topsoil 

layer 0001 and is a small and moderately patinated Late Bronze Age blade. 

 

 

6.4. Burnt flint and stone 

The evaluation produced nine pieces of burnt flint weighing 22 grams and two pieces of 

lightly heat-altered sandstone/quartzite weighing 56 grams. The material is presented in 

Table 6. 

 

Ctxt Samp. 

Bt 
Flint 
No 

Bt 
flint 
Wt/g 

H.A. 
SS/QZ 
No 

H.A.  
SS/QZ 
Wt/t Comments 

0009  1 4    
0012 2 6 13    
0015 1 2 5    
0017    2 56 Lightly heat-altered 

Table 6.  Quantification of burnt flint and stone 

 

All the material derived from four pit fills in Trench 4. Samples 1 and 2 from fills 0012 
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and 0015 derived from the same pit 0011. The distribution of the pottery and worked 

flint in these features suggests that the burnt flint and lightly heat-altered stones are 

most likely to be associated with Iron Age activities. 

6.5. Plant macrofossils 

Anna West 

6.5.1. Introduction and Methods 

Three bulk samples were taken from pits 0008 and 0011. The samples were processed 

in order to assess the quality of preservation of plant remains and their potential to 

provide useful data as part of further archaeological investigations. 

The samples were processed using manual water flotation/washover and the flots were 

collected in a 300 µm mesh sieve. The dried flots were scanned using a binocular 

microscope at x10 magnification and the presence of any plant remains or artefacts are 

noted on Table 7. Identification of plant remains is with reference to the New Flora of 

the British Isles (Stace 1997). 

The non-floating residues were collected in a 1 mm mesh and sorted when dry. All 

artefacts/ecofacts were retained for inclusion in the finds total. The non-floating residues 

were also scanned with a magnet in order to retrieve any ferrous material that may be 

present. 

6.5.2. Quantification  

For the purpose of this initial assessment, items such as seeds, cereal grains and small 

animal bones, have been scanned and recorded quantitatively according to the 

following categories: 

 # = 1-10, ## = 11-50, ### = 51+ specimens 

Items that cannot be easily quantified such as charcoal, magnetic residues and 

fragmented bone have been scored for abundance: 
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+ = rare, ++ = moderate, +++ = abundant

6.5.3. Results 
SS 
no 

Context 
no 

Feature/ 
cut no 

Feature 
type 

Approx date of 
deposit 

Flot contents 

1 0015 0011 Pit MIA-LIA charred cereal grains #, charred 
nutshell #, charred seeds #, 
charcoal +++, un-charred seeds #, 
rootlets +, insect remains # 

2 0012 0011 Pit MIA-LIA charred cereal grains #, charred 
seeds #, charcoal +, un-charred 
seeds ##, rootlets + 

3 0009 0008 Pit MIA-LIA charred cereal grains #, chaff #, 
charred nutshell #, charcoal +, un-
charred seeds #, rootlets +, insect 
remains # 

Table 7.  Material recovered from sample flots 

6.5.4. Discussion 

The preservation was through charring and was relatively poor; the flots were relatively 

small in size, being between 20 ml and 100 ml. Wood charcoal made up the majority of 

this volume and was generally highly fragmented and of little use for species 

identification or radiocarbon dating. 

All three samples contained charred cereal grains in low numbers; these were highly 

puffed and fragmented, making positive identification difficult to impossible. Within 

Sample 1, from the upper fill of pit 0011, a few of the grains could possibly be identified

as wheat (Triticum sp.). Within Sample 2, from the basal fill of pit 0011, a small number

appeared to be barley (Hordeum sp.). Chaff remains were sparse, with only a single

barley rachis fragment being recovered from Sample 3, from pit fill 0009. Although rare, 

the presence of chaff suggests the later stages of cereal processing may have been 

taking place in the area. 

Charred hazel (Corylus sp.) nutshell fragments were recovered in small numbers from 

Sample 1 and Sample 3. These may represent either gathered food or material 

incorporated within collected fuel. 
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Charred weed seeds, such as grass family (Poaceae) and knotgrasses (Polygonum L.) 

were rare within the samples, only being present as single specimens within Samples 1 

and 2, both from pit 0011. As with some of the cereal remains, the fragmented and 

distorted nature of these specimens made positive identification difficult to impossible. 

On the whole, charred weed seeds were rare and may again indicate the later stages of 

cereal processing when contaminating seeds were removed from the grain by hand or 

through sieving.  

 

Un-charred seeds of spear thistle (Cirisum vulgare Savi), rush skeletonweed (Chondrilla 

juncea L.) (Cappers et al. 2006), black-bindweed (Fallopia convolvulus L.), campions 

(Silene sp.) and goosefoots (Chenopodium sp.) were all present in low numbers or as 

single specimens. The most common seeds in all the samples were of elder (Sambucus 

sp.). Although these are common weeds of rough or cultivated ground, none of them 

were charred or mineral replaced and it is likely, therefore, that they form part of the 

background soil seedbank and are intrusive within the archaeological deposits sampled. 

 

6.5.5. Conclusions and recommendations for further work 

On the whole, the samples were poor in terms of identifiable material. The cereal grains 

present have been exposed to heat, possibly during the later stages of processing. 

Although the cereal remains are sparse, they are however evidence that agricultural 

and domestic activities took place within the vicinity.  

 

It is not recommended that any further work is carried out on these samples as the 

material present is too sparse to justify quantification, at less than 100+ specimens. 

However, if further interventions are planned on this site, it is recommended that bulk 

samples are taken from well-sealed and dated contexts in order to further investigate 

the nature of this cereal waste. The flots should be retained as part of the site archive. 

 

 

6.6. Discussion of material evidence 

Ioannis Smyrnaios 

The material evidence from the site suggest activities dating between the latest phases 

of the Middle Iron Age and the Late Iron Age. Despite the presence of some Late 
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Bronze Age flint and Middle Bronze Age pottery, such material is most likely to be 

residual. Little pottery from the site bears diagnostic features, suggesting the presence 

of jars, and therefore, possible domestic activities. The flint suggests knapping 

associated with the occasional exploitation of flint resources. Finally, the plant 

macrofossils from the site offer limited information, suggesting that the latest stages of 

cereal processing used to take place in the vicinity. 
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7. Discussion
The evaluation has revealed that prehistoric and undated deposits are present on the 

site, principally indicating occupation in the Iron Age period. The recorded deposits were 

well preserved, as the evaluated area had not been built on before and had sufficient 

overburden to protect the archaeological levels from ploughing. After the partial infilling 

of the features through a combination of deliberate and natural processes, they appear 

to finally have been partially infilled and sealed by the subsoil recorded across all four 

trenches.  

The pits suggest localised agricultural activity and domestic occupation, typical to the 

Iron Age, and are further evidence of the widespread phase of activity seen in the 

adjacent fieldwork projects at RGH 066 and particularly RGH 086 (Fig. 5), c.110m to the 

south-east of Trench 4. The finds material suggests domestic occupation with 

environmental sampling suggesting cereal processing in the vicinity. 

The absence of the Iron Age boundary, as seen on Area 2 of the RGH 086 site, was 

unexpected. Given the slightly curving alignments of most of these ditches however it is 

possible that they could, if existing, simply be located just beyond the RGH 097 site, or 

may cross its very north-eastern edge. The absence of any other linear features may be 

due in part to the relatively small nature of the site within the dispersed, low density, 

archaeological landscape. 

The undated charcoal deposit is very disturbed and not thought to be of great 

significance, given its irregular form and the levels of disturbance. The large modern pit 

in Trench 1 most likely relates to the recent history of the site and its position within the 

20th century military airfield. 

8. Conclusion
The archaeological works have confirmed the presence of Iron Age deposits relating to 

domestic occupation and agricultural activity, adding to the recent excavation evidence 

for the period in the immediate vicinity. The archaeological horizon is well preserved but 

at a depth where it will likely be impacted upon by the proposed development.  
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9. Archive deposition
On approval of this report and any further stages of work, the combined physical, paper 

and digital archive will be deposited with Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service 

at their stores in Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, with a further copy of the digital archive 

retained by SACIC. 
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Appendix 1. Context list 

Context 
Number 

Feature 
Number 

Trench Feature 
Type 

Category Description Interpretation Length 
(m) 

Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Over Under Samples 

0001 1 Topsoil Layer Topsoil for Trench 1. 0.3-0.35 0005 
0002 2 Topsoil Layer Topsoil for Trench 2. 0.34 0018 
0003 3 Topsoil Layer Topsoil for Trench 3. 0.4 0019 
0004 4 Topsoil Layer Topsoil for Trench 4. 

 
0.4 0020 

0005 1 Subsoil Layer Subsoil for Trench 1. 
 

0.14 0001 
0006 0006 3 Pit Cut Pit only partially exposed, but has curving 

shape in plan, with steep concave sides and a 
concave base. 

Possible pit, with single fill, most likely 
naturally derived. Reasonably well-
defined cut, despite some root 
disturbance. 

0.62 >0.33 0.18 0007 

0007 0006 3 Pit Fill Single fill of pale greyish-brown moderately 
loose sandy-silt, with rare small to medium 
flints and heavily disturbed by roots. 

 
0.18 0006 0019 

0008 0008 4 Pit Cut Pit only partially exposed, but has curving 
shape in plan, and may be sub-oval. Se side = 
concave, with a flat base. 

Pit cut, probably filled naturally [this is 
possibly unlikely given the mixed and 
sometimes clayey fill and the similarity 
to fills of pit 0015, which are definitely 
not naturally derived]. 

1.4 >1 0.48 0009 

0009 0008 4 Pit Fill Single fill of loose, mottled brown silty-sand, 
with occasional small and medium flints 
(rounded and sub-angular), rare roots and 
flecks of charcoal. 

Pit cut, probably filled naturally [this is 
possibly unlikely given the mixed and 
sometimes clayey fill and the similarity 
to fills of pit 0015, which are definitely 
not naturally derived]. 

0.48 0008 3 

0010 4 Charcoal Layer Very irregular deposit in plan and section of 
orange-grey sand and occasional small flints. 
Unclear relationship with subsoil 0020 - located 
in area highly disturbed by tree roots at north-
east end of trench. Photo'd and drawn in 
section, but not in plan as was not clear. Only 
recorded as may relate to Iron Age ditch 
boundary, but unlikely. 

Deliberate charcoal dump (there was 
no in-situ burning), but no clear cut to 
relate it to/assign function. [Possibly 
just a part of the subsoil, which seems 
to seal features and therefore may be a 
relatively newer, mixed deposit]. 

c.0.23?

0011 0011 4 Pit Cut Sub-circular cut in plan, with a flat base and 
concave sides of about 75° on NW side and 
50° on SE side. 

Pit that may have been used for 
disposal/dumping or ash/charcoal. 

1.62 1.6 0.42 0012 

0012 0011 4 Pit Fill Basal fill of very dark grey, slightly compacted 
charcoal-rich silt. 

Bumping of ash. 0.7 0.16 0011 0013 2 

0013 0011 4 Pit Fill Second fill of light brownish-grey, loose, silty-
sand with occasional flecks of charcoal and 
small flints. 

Possibly natural silting between events 
of intentional deposition. 

1.1 0.16 0012 0014 



 

 

Context 
Number 

Feature 
Number 

Trench Feature 
Type 

Category Description Interpretation Length 
(m) 

Width 
(m) 

Depth 
(m) 

Over Under Samples 

0014 0011 4 Pit Fill Third fill of mid yellowish-brown loose silty-
sand, with occasional flecks of charcoal and 
small flints. Also some flecks of possible CBM 
[fired clay?]. 

Possibly natural silting between events 
of intentional deposition. 

 
1.38 0.12 0013 0015 

 

0015 0011 4 Pit Fill Upper fill of light brownish-grey loose and fine 
silty-sand with frequent charcoal and moderate 
small flints. Moderately clear horizon, slkightly 
mixed with natural sand in places. 

Possible dumping event of ash. 
 

1.42 0.14 0014 
 

1 

0016 0016 4 Pit Cut Cut not fully exposed in plan. Possibly oval in 
plan, with curving edge. Sharp break of slope 
both on top and base [c.80° straight-concave 
sides] and a concave base. 

 
1.4 >0.5 0.26 

 
0017 

 

0017 0016 4 Pit Fill Single fill of moderately loose, mottled brown 
silty-sand, with occasional small flints and a 
piece of heat-altered stone. 

Possibly naturally-derived material. 1.4 >0.5 0.26 0016 0020 
 

0018 
 

2 Subsoil Layer Subsoil from Trench 2. 
   

0.2 
 

0002 
 

0019 
 

3 Subsoil Layer Subsoil from Trench 3. 
   

0.12 0007 0003 
 

0020 
 

4 Subsoil Layer Subsoil from Trench 4. 
   

0.12 0017 0004 
 

  



 

 

Appendix 2. Bulk finds catalogue 
Ctxt Sample Pottery Worked flint Burnt flint Stone Comments 

  No Wt/g No Wt/g No Wt/g No Wt/g  
0001     1 1      
0009   4 38 1 2 1 4    
0009 3         pottery; worked flint, magnetic spheroids 
0012   4 66        
0012 2         pottery; worked flint, burnt flint, magnetic spheroids 
0015   3 22        
0015 1           pottery; worked flint, burnt flint, magnetic spheroids 
0017   1 2 1 9   2 56  
0020   12 9 1 95      

  



 

 

Appendix 3. Prehistoric pottery catalogue 

Ctxt Samp 
Ceramic 
Period Fabric Form Decoration 

Sherd 
type No Wgt/g ENV EVE 

Rim d. 
(cm) State Comments 

Fabric 
date Pottery date 

0009  Preh QF   p 4 38 1     MIA-LIA  
0009 3 Preh QF   p 2 11      MIA-LIA  

0009 3 Preh QV 
Bulbous 
jar  r 1 24 1 0.05 13   MIA-LIA 

later MIA to 
LIA 

0009 3 Preh QGF Beaker? combing p 1 3      LNE-EBA EBA 
0012  Preh QF   p 4 66 2     MIA-LIA  
0012 2 Preh QF   p 1 1    tiny chip  MIA-LIA unclear 
0015  Preh QF   p 2 18 1     MIA-LIA  

0015  Preh QV   r 1 4 1 0.06 14 
small rim 
fragment  MIA-LIA  

0015 1 Preh QV Jar Form A  r 1 14  0.05 14   MIA-LIA 
later MIA to 
LIA 

0015 1 Preh F   p 1 2      EIA  
0015 1 Preh QF   p 6 31      MIA-LIA  

0017  Preh QFQZ   r? 1 1 1 0.09 8 

chip from 
circumferenc
e 

small fragment; 
could also be from 
a base MIA  

0020  Preh F   p 12 9 1   small chips  EIA  
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1. Introduction

• A program of archaeological evaluation is required to assess the site of a

proposed electrical substation on land at Rougham Tower Avenue, Rougham (Fig.

1) for heritage assets, by a condition on planning application DC/16/2556/FUL, in

accordance with paragraph 141 of the National Planning Policy Framework.

• The work required is detailed in a Brief (dated 05/07/2017), produced by the

archaeological adviser to the Local Planning Authority (LPA), Rachael Abraham of 

Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service (SCCAS).  

• Suffolk Archaeology (SACIC) has been contracted to carry out the project.  This

document details how the requirements of the Brief and general SCCAS 

guidelines (SCCAS 2017) will be met, and has been submitted to SCCAS for 

approval on behalf of the LPA.  It provides the basis for measurable standards and 

will be adhered to in full, unless otherwise agreed with SCCAS. 

• It should be noted that the evaluation is only a first stage in a potential program of

works and that this Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) covers this trenched

evaluation only. Any further stages of archaeological work that are required in

relation to the proposed development will be specified by SCCAS, will require new

documentation (Brief and WSI) and estimate of costs. Such works could have

considerable time and cost implications for the development and the client is

advised to consult with SCCAS as to their obligations following receipt of the

evaluation report.  

2. The Site 

• The site lies within what was, until very recently, open arable farmland on the

eastern outskirts of modern Bury St Edmunds, at 65m above Ordnance Datum on 

a level plateau c.3km east of the River Lark.  

• The proposed development, which lies immediately to the north of the newly

constructed Eastern Relief Road and 150m east of the new High School, is for a

new electrical substation. The construction of buildings and associated
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infrastructure and landscaping will involve considerable ground disturbance which 

could affect archaeological deposits. 

• The site geology consists of superficial deposits of Cover Sand which in turn

overlie chalk bedrock of the Lewes Nodular Chalk Formation, Seaford Chalk

Formation, Newhaven Chalk Formation and Culver Chalk Formation (British

Geological Survey website).

Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Licence Number: 100019980 

Figure 1. Location map 
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3. Archaeological and historical background 

• The condition has been placed as the site lies in an area of archaeological 

potential as defined in the County Historic Environment Record (HER) and seen in 

a series of prior archaeological investigations by SACIC (in part during its former 

role as the SCCAS Field Team). These investigations (Fig. 2) have revealed 

dispersed areas of prehistoric, Roman and medieval activity and the following 

summary is based upon SACIC’s knowledge and experience of the immediate 

area, in lieu of a HER search. 

• Previous evaluation on former arable land c.600m to the west and northwest of the 

site, prior to recent housing and industrial development extending east from Bury 

St Edmunds (BRG 024, Finch 1999), highlighted several areas of archaeological 

potential which were later investigation in a series of targeted excavations 

(unpublished). These included an area of Roman occupation (RGH 031, 

investigated by areas RGH 037 and RGH 038), low density prehistoric evidence at 

RGH 035 and RGH 039 and Early-Mid Iron Age deposits at RGH 036. 

• Three phases of evaluation and excavation in 2012 and 2015 on the Moreton Hall 

High School site (RGH 066), 150m to the west, identified evidence of Early/Middle 

Iron Age occupation. The evaluations (Beverton 2012, Craven 2015) showed 

dispersed pits and ditches across the school site, with the subsequent excavation 

of three separate areas (Lichtenstein 2016) identifying the supposed outskirts of a 

small farmstead represented by the remains of four smaller square or rectangular 

four-post structures (possible granaries), some pits, some external firepits 

(possible temporary hearths) and a substantial boundary ditch on the eastern side 

of the site. 

• This Iron Age boundary is suspected to extend well beyond RGH 066 to north-

west and south-east. It clearly corresponds to a linear anomaly identified in a 

geophysical survey to the north of the school (Schofield 2014), while to the south-

east evaluation trial trenching and excavation in advance of the recent 

construction of the proposed Eastern Relief Road (RGH 086, Lichtenstein 2015 

and Sommers in prep) has also identified a series of ditches on its projected 

course immediately to the south-east of the site. This suggests that this boundary 

crosses through the substation site and, as the RGH 086 excavation area was 
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Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Licence Number: 100019980 

Figure 2. Site in relation to previous fieldwork investigations 
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another focus for evidence of Iron Age occupation with sizeable quantities of Iron 

Age pottery and other material, its seems likely that it will contain further evidence 

of this phase of settlement. 

• It should be noted that the RGH 086 evaluation and excavation has partially

overlapped with the southeastern part of the substation site.

• The site also lies within the centre of the former WW2 Rougham airfield (RGH

046), close to a secondary runway, as shown on an annotated map of the airfield

(Fig. 3) acquired from the Rougham Tower Association website in 2015

(http://www.rougham.org – now defunct).

Figure 3. Site in relation to Rougham airfield (taken in 2015 from http://www.rougham.org) 

http://www.rougham.org/
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4. Project Objectives

• The aim of the evaluation is to accurately quantify the quality and extent of the

sites archaeological resource so that an assessment of the developments impact

upon heritage assets can be made.

• The evaluation will:

o Establish whether any archaeological deposits exist in the application area, with

particular regard to any which are of sufficient importance to merit preservation in

situ.

o Identify the date, approximate form and function of any archaeological deposits

within the application area.  

o Establish the extent, depth and quality of preservation of any archaeological

deposits within the application area.  

o Evaluate the likely impact of past land uses and whether masking alluvial or

colluvial deposits are present.

o Establish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence.

o Assess the potential of the site to address research aims defined in the Regional

Research Framework for the Eastern Counties (Brown and Glazebrook 2000,

Medlycott 2011).

o Provide sufficient information for SCCAS to construct an archaeological

conservation strategy dealing with preservation or the further recording of

archaeological deposits. 

o Provide sufficient information for the client to establish time and cost implications

for the development regarding the application areas heritage assets. 
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Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Licence Number: 100019980 

Figure 4. Proposed trench plan in relation to RGH 086 excavation plan and evaluation trenches
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5. Archaeological method statement 

5.1. Management 

• The project will be managed by SACIC Project Manager John Craven in 

accordance with the following local, regional and national standards and guidance: 

o Management of Research in the Historic Environment (MoRPHE, Historic 

England 2015). 

o Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of England (EAA Occasional 

Papers 14).  

o Standard and Guidance for archaeological field evaluation (Chartered 

Institute for Archaeologists, 2014). 

o Requirements for Trenched Archaeological Evaluation (SCCAS, 2017). 

• SCCAS will be given five days notice of the commencement of the fieldwork and 

arrangements made for SCCAS visits to enable the works to be monitored 

effectively. 

• Full details of project staff, including sub-contractors and specialists are given in 

section 6 below. 

 

 

5.2. Project preparation 

• An event number and site code will be obtained from the Suffolk HER Officer and 

will be included on all future project documentation. 

• An OASIS online record will be initiated and key fields in details, location and 

creator forms completed prior to the start of works. 

• An HER search has not been requested from the Suffolk HER Officer in this 

instance due to SACIC’s extensive past and current experience in the immediate 

vicinity which will be used to inform fieldwork and the subsequent report.  

• A pre-site inspection and Risk Assessment for the project has been completed. 
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5.3. Fieldwork 

• The archaeological fieldwork will be carried out by members of SACIC led by a 

Project Officer (TBC). The fieldwork team will be drawn from a pool of suitable 

staff at SACIC and will include an experienced metal detectorist/excavator. 

• The project Brief requires 5% of the c.0.4 ha application area to be evaluated, with 

trenches positioned to samples all areas of the site. This amounts to 111m of 1.8m 

wide trenches, or 200sqm. However the southeastern part of the site has 

previously been included in the recent programs of evaluation and excavation 

along the adjacent  Eastern Relief Road and so only 0.3ha still requires evaluation, 

which amounts to 83m of trenching. A proposed plan of four trenches, the layout of 

which takes into account the results of the previous archaeological work, is 

included above (Fig. 4). If necessary minor modifications to the trench plan may be 

made onsite to respect any previously unknown buried services, areas of 

disturbance/contamination or other obstacles. 

• The trench locations will be marked out using an RTK GPS system. 

• The trenches will be excavated using a machine equipped with a back-acting arm 

and toothless ditching bucket (measuring at least 1.6m wide), under the 

supervision of an archaeologist. This will involve the removal of an estimated 

0.4m-0.6m of ploughsoil and subsoils until the first visible archaeological surface 

or natural surface is reached.  

• Spoilheaps will be created adjacent to each trench and topsoil and subsoil will be 

kept separate if required.  Spoilheaps will be examined and metal-detected for 

archaeological material. 

• The trench sides, base and archaeological surfaces will be cleaned by hand as 

necessary to identify archaeological deposits and artefacts and allow decisions to 

be made on the method of further investigation by the Project Officer. Further use 

of the machine, i.e. to investigate thick sequences of deposits by excavation of test 

pits etc, may be undertaken as necessary after consultation with SCCAS. 

• There will be a presumption that a minimum of disturbance will be caused whilst 

achieving adequate evaluation of the site, i.e. establishing the period, depth and 

nature of archaeological deposits. Typically 50% of discrete features such as pits 

and 1m slots across linear features will be sampled by hand excavation, although 
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in some instances 100% may be removed, with the aim of establishing date and 

function. All identified features will be investigated by excavation unless otherwise 

agreed with SCCAS. Significant archaeological features such as solid or bonded 

structural remains, building slots or postholes will be preserved intact if possible.  

• Sieving of deposits using a 10mm mesh will be undertaken if they clearly appear 

to be occupation deposits or structurally related. Other deposits may be sieved at 

the judgement of the excavation team or if directed by SCCAS. 

• Any fabricated surface (floors, yards etc) will be fully exposed and cleaned.   

• Metal detector searches will take place throughout the excavation by an 

experienced SACIC metal-detectorist. 

• The depth and nature of colluvial or other masking deposits across the site will be 

recorded. 

• An overall site plan showing trench locations, feature positions, sections and levels 

will be made using an RTK GPS or Total Station Theodolite. Individual detailed 

trench or feature plans etc will be recorded by hand at 1:10, 1:20 or 1:50 as 

appropriate to complexity. All excavated sections will be recorded at a scale of 

1:10 or 1:20, also as appropriate to complexity. All such drawings will be in pencil 

on A3 pro forma gridded permatrace sheets. All levels will refer to Ordnance 

Datum. Section and plan drawing registers will be maintained. 

• All trenches, archaeological features and deposits will be recorded using standard 

pro forma SACIC registers and recording sheets and numbering systems.  Record 

keeping will be consistent with the requirements of the Suffolk HER and will be 

compatible with its archive.   

• A photographic record, consisting of high resolution digital images, will be made 

throughout the evaluation.  A number board displaying site code and, if 

appropriate, context number and a metric scale will be clearly visible in all 

photographs. A photographic register will be maintained. 

• All pre-modern finds will be kept and no discard policy will be considered until all 

the finds have been processed and assessed. Finds on site will be treated 

following appropriate guidelines (Watkinson & Neal 2001) and a conservator will 

be available for on-site consultation as required. 



11 

• All finds will be brought back to the SACIC finds department at the end of each

day for processing, quantifying, packing and, where necessary, preliminary

conservation. Finds will be processed and receive an initial assessment during the

fieldwork phase and this information will be fed back to site to inform the on-site

evaluation methodology.

• Environmental sampling of archaeological contexts will, where possible, be carried

out to assess the site for palaeoenvironmental remains and will follow appropriate

guidance (Campbell et al 2011). In order to obtain palaeoenvironmental evidence,

bulk soil samples (of at least 40 litres each, or 100% of the context) will be taken

using a combination of judgement and systematic sampling from selected

archaeological features or natural environmental deposits, particularly those which

are both datable and interpretable. All environmental samples will be retained until

an appropriate specialist has assessed their potential for palaeoenvironmental

remains.  Decisions will be made on the need for further analysis following these

assessments.

• If necessary, for example if waterlogged peat deposits are encountered, then

advice will be sought from the Historic England Science Advisor for the East of

England on the need for specialist environmental techniques such as coring or

column sampling.

• If human remains are encountered guidelines from the Ministry of Justice will be

followed and the Coroner informed. Human remains will be treated at all stages

with care and respect, and will be dealt with in accordance with the law and the

provisons of Section 25 of the Burial Act 1857. The evaluation will attempt to

establish the extent, depth and date of burials whilst leaving remains in situ.  If

human remains are to be lifted, for instance if analysis is required to fully evaluate

the site, then a Ministry of Justice license for their removal will be obtained in

advance. In such cases appropriate guidance (McKinley & Roberts 1993, Brickley

& McKinley 2004) will be followed and, on completion of full recording and

analysis, the remains, where appropriate, will be reburied or kept as part of the

project archive.

• In the event of unexpected or significant deposits being encountered on site, the

client and SCCAS will be informed. Such circumstances may necessitate changes

to the Brief and hence evaluation methodology, in which case a new
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archaeological quotation will have to be agreed with the client, to allow for the 

recording of said unexpected deposits.  If an evaluation is aborted, i.e. because 

unexpected deposits have made development unviable, then all exposed 

archaeological features will be recorded as usual prior to backfilling and a report 

produced.  

• Trenches will not be backfilled without the prior approval of SCCAS. Trenches will

be backfilled, subsoil first then topsoil, and compacted to ground-level, unless

otherwise specified by the client. Original ground surfaces will not be reinstated

but will be left as neat as practicable. 

5.4. Post-excavation  

• The post-excavation finds work will be managed by the SACIC Finds Team

Manager, Richenda Goffin, with the overall post-excavation managed by John

Craven.  Specialist finds staff, whether internal SACIC personnel or external

specialists, are experienced in local and regional types and periods for their field.

• All finds will be processed and marked (HER site code and context number)

following ICON guidelines and the requirements of the Suffolk HER.  For the

duration of the project all finds will be stored according to their material

requirements in the SACIC store at needham Market, Suffolk. Metal finds will be

stored in accordance with ICON guidelines, initially recorded and assessed for

significance before dispatch to a conservation laboratory within 4 weeks of the end

of the evaluation. All pre-modern silver, copper alloy and ferrous metal artefacts

and coins will be x-rayed if necessary for identification. Sensitive finds will be

conserved if necessary and deposited in bags/boxes suitable for long term storage

to ICON standards. All coins will be identified to a standard acceptable to normal

numismatic research.

• All on-site derived site data will be entered onto a digital (Microsoft Access) SACIC

database.

• Bulk finds will be fully quantified and the subsequent data will be added to the

digital site database. Finds quantification will fully cover weights and numbers of

finds by context and will include a clear statement for specialists on the degree of
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apparent residuality observed. 

• Assessment reports for all categories of collected bulk finds will be prepared in-

house or commissioned as necessary and will meet appropriate regional or 

national standards. Specialist reports will include sufficient detail and tabulation by 

context of data to allow assessment of potential for analysis and will include non-

technical summaries. 

• Representative portions of bulk soil samples from archaeological features will be 

processed by wet sieving and flotation in-house in order to recover any 

environmental material which will be assessed by external specialists. The 

assessment will include a clear statement of potential for further analysis either on 

the remaining sample material or in future fieldwork. 

• All hand drawn site plans and sections will be scanned.  

• All raw data from GPS or TST surveys will be uploaded to the project folder, 

suitably labelled and kept as part of the project archive. 

• Selected plan drawings will then be digitised as appropriate for combination with 

the results of digital site survey to produce a full site plan, compatible with MapInfo 

GIS software. 

• All hand-drawn sections will be digitised using autocad software. 

 

 

5.5. Report 

• A full written report on the fieldwork will be produced, consistent with the principles 

of MoRPHE (Historic England 2015), to a scale commensurate with the 

archaeological results. The report will contain a description of the project 

background, location plans, evaluation methodology, a period by period 

description of results, finds assessments and a full inventory of finds and contexts. 

The report will also include scale plans, sections drawings, illustrations and 

photographic plates as required.  

• The objective account of the archaeological evidence will be clearly separated 

from an interpretation of the results, which will include a discussion of the results in 
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relation to relevant known sites in the region that are recorded in the Suffolk HER 

and other readily available documentary or cartographic sources. 

• The report will include a statement as to the value, significance and potential of the 

site and its significance in the context of the Regional Research Framework for the 

East of England (Brown and Glazebrook, 2000, Medlycott 2011). This will include 

an assessment of potential research aims that could be addressed by the site 

evidence. 

• The report will contain sufficient information to stand as an archive report should 

further work not be required. 

• The report may include SACIC’s opinion as to the necessity for further 

archaeological work to mitigate the impact of the sites development. The final 

decision as to whether any recommendations for further work will be made 

however lies solely with SCCAS and the LPA. 

• The report will include a summary in the established format for inclusion in the 

annual ‘Archaeology in Suffolk’ section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute 

of Archaeology and History. 

• A copy of this Written Scheme of Investigation will be included as an appendix in 

the report. 

• The report will include a copy of the completed project OASIS form as an 

appendix. 

• An unbound draft copy of the report will be submitted to SCCAS for approval 

within 4 weeks of completion of fieldwork. 

 

 

5.6. Project archive 

• On approval of the report a printed and bound copy will be lodged with the Suffolk 

HER. A digital .pdf file will also be supplied, together with a digital and fully 

georeferenced vector plan showing the application area and trench locations, 

compatible with MapInfo software. 

• The online OASIS form for the project will be completed and a .pdf version of the 
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report uploaded to the OASIS website for online publication by the Archaeological 

Data Service. A paper copy of the form will be included in the project archive. 

• A second bound copy of the report will be included with the project archive.

• A digital .pdf copy of the approved report will be supplied to the client, together

with our final invoice for outstanding fees. Printed and bound copies will be

supplied to the client on request.

• The project archive, consisting of the complete artefactual assemblage, and all

paper and digital records, will be deposited in the SCCAS Archaeological Store at 

Bury St Edmunds within 6 months of completion of fieldwork. The project archive 

will be consistent with MoRPHE (Historic England 2015) and ICON guidelines. The 

project archive will also meet the requirements of SCCAS (SCCAS 2017). 

• The project costing includes a sum to meet SCCAS archive charges. A form

transferring ownership of the archive to SCCAS will be completed and included in 

the project archive. 

• If the client, on completion of the project, does not agree to deposit the archive

with, and transfer to, SCCAS, they will be expected to either nominate another

suitable depository approved by SCCAS or provide as necessary  for additional

recording of the finds archive (such as photography and illustration) and analysis.

A duplicate copy of the written archive in such circumstances would be deposited

with the Suffolk HER.

• Exceptions from the deposition of the archive described above include:

o Objects that qualify as Treasure, as detailed by the Treasure Act 1996.  The client

will be informed as soon as possible of any such objects are discovered/identified 

and the find will be reported to SCCAS and the Suffolk Finds Liaison Officer and 

hence the Coroner within 14 days of discovery or identification. Treasure objects 

will immediately be moved to secure storage at SCCAS and appropriate security 

measures will be taken on site if required. Any material which is eventually 

declared as Treasure by a Coroners Inquest will, if not acquired by a museum, be 

returned to the client and/or landowner. Employees of SCCAS, or volunteers etc 

present on site, will not eligible for any share of a treasure reward. 

o Other items of monetary value in which the landowner or client has expressed an

interest. In these circumstances individual arrangements as to the curation and
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ownership of specific items will be negotiated. 

o Human skeletal remains. The client/landowner by law will have no claim to

ownership of human remains and any such will be stored by SCCAS, in

accordance with a Ministry of Justice licence, until a decision is reached upon their

long term future, i.e. reburial or permanent storage.
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6. Project Staffing

6.1. Management
SACIC Manager  Dr Rhodri Gardner 

SACIC Project Manager John Craven 

SACIC Finds Dept Richenda Goffin 

6.2. Fieldwork 

The fieldwork will be directed by a Project Officer from the following pool of SACIC staff. 

Staff Name Job Title CIfA  First Aid  Other skills/qualifications 
Robert Brooks Project Officer MCIfA Yes Surveyor 

Simon Cass Project Officer 
 

Yes Surveyor 

Catherine Douglas Project Officer ACIfA Yes Surveyor 

Linzi Everett Project Officer Yes 

Jezz Meredith Project Officer MCIfA Yes 

Tim Schofield Project Officer MCIfA Yes Surveyor/Geophysics 

Mark Sommers Project Officer Yes 

6.3. Post-excavation and report production 

The production of the site report and submission of the project archive will be carried 

out by the fieldwork project officer. The post-excavation finds analysis will be managed 

by Richenda Goffin. The following SACIC specialist staff will contribute to the report as 

required. 

Graphics and illustration Ellie Cox, Gemma Bowen 

Post Roman pottery and CBM Richenda Goffin  

Finds Supervisor Dr Ruth Beveridge 

Roman Pottery Ioannis Smyrnaios 

Environmental sample processing/assessment Anna West 

Finds Processing Jonathan Van Jennians 

Finds quantification Matt Thompson 

Archiving Dr Ruth Beveridge 

SACIC also uses a range of external consultants for post-excavation analysis who will 
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be sub-contracted as required. The most commonly used of these are listed below. 

 
Sue Anderson Human skeletal remains Freelance 
Sarah Bates  Lithics  Freelance 
Julie Curl Animal bone  Freelance 
Anna Doherty Prehistoric pottery Archaeology South-East 
Val Fryer Plant macrofossils  Freelance 
SUERC Radiocarbon dating Scottish Universities 

Environmental Research Centre 
Donna Wreathall Illustration Suffolk CC Archaeological Service 
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