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Summary

An archaeological evaluation at Stoke College, Stoke-by-Clare, investigated an area 
containing a pronounced earthwork, a North-West to South-East running bank. This 
was presumed to be part of the grounds of the Benedictine Priory and college for 
priests, later occupied by the present college.  

Trial trenching across the earthwork demonstrated that the ‘bank’ was caused by the 
presence of two large ditches forming hollows either side of a ridge of undisturbed 
ground. Presumed later levelling and dumping of hardcore had obscured the extent of 
these features. One of the ditches, that running along the North-East, was of 
particularly large dimensions, over 5m wide and 2m deep. The upcaste bank from the 
excavated spoil appeared to be on the outside of the ditch, e.g. away from the priory 
buildings. Documentary evidence suggests that such ditches and banks might have 
been part of a rabbit warren, although the massiveness of the large ditch might also 
indicate the presence of a deer park. Tile and brick recovered from the ditch and 
presumed to be part of the backfill of this feature have been dated to the late medieval 
and early post-medieval periods (15th to 17th centuries). 

Despite the site’s proximity to the church of St John the Baptist, possibly on the site of 
a Saxon minster, no evidence for Saxon or medieval occupation was uncovered, 
although not all areas of the site could be investigated due to obstructions. Several 
prehistoric flint flakes, their quality suggesting a Neolithic date, were recovered as 
unstratified and residual finds. 

1. Introduction

The area investigated is a plot of land to the north of the college, fronting Ashen Lane 
and adjacent to the church of St John the Baptist (figure 1). The site is located at 
National Grid Reference TL 7416 4330 and is c.55m above sea level, with a very 
gentle fall in slope from North to South. Suffolk County Council Archaeological 
Service (S.C.C.A.S.) had been asked to investigate the site in advance of a planning 
application being made.  

The college, c.100m to the South, incorporates parts of the Benedictine Priory dating 
to the 12th Century. The present standing building retains a considerable part of the 
rebuild of the 15th Century when it became a college for secular priests. The church of 
St John the Baptist is a 15th Century structure with a 14th Century tower from an 
earlier church. There is a suggestion that the church could be on the site of a 
Domesday minster (Scarfe 1999, p53). A brick built dovecote, on the other side of the 
church, could be as early as the 15th Century (McCann 1998). 

A previous visit by Robert Carr, of the S.C.C.A.S Conservation Team, identified a 
North-West to South-East running bank and the potential of other earthworks in the 
area. For this to survive was an indication that ploughing and other major earth 
moving and eroding events had probably not taken place and that below ground level 
archaeology was intact. The area had high potential for the remains of the Saxon, 
medieval and post medieval periods. Its location on a raised terrace above the river 
Stour also raised the potential of prehistoric occupation. 
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2. Method

An initial investigation of the area to be evaluated led to the survey of surviving 
earthworks. The banks and hollows noted were recorded on a plan at a scale of 1:500 
(figure 2). Heights above sea level were calculated across key areas of the earthworks 
using a dumpy level.  

Trenching, using a JCB digger with a 1.5m wide, toothless ditching bucket, was 
carried out to investigate a representative sample of the site. Areas that could be 
trenched were limited by standing buildings, overhead power lines, trees, areas of 
dumped rubble and the presence of a games pitch. With these obstacles to negotiate, 
six trenches were positioned across the site, in total representing c.125m of trenching.  

The machining was supervised at all times by a trained archaeologist. Topsoil was 
kept separate from other overburden, and this material was checked visually and with 
a metal detector for finds. Soil was removed by the digger to the top of the underlying 
sandy clay natural or until archaeological features were revealed.  

The deposits encountered were described and measured for each trench. Small 
archaeological features observed in the base of the trench were cleaned and then hand 
excavated. All archaeological features were sampled for finds.  

The very larger ditch, [0005], was excavated by machine and recorded before 
backfilling. This ditch was too deep to enter safely so measured sketches were made 
from the top. The ditch fills removed by machine were carefully examined for finds. 

Excavated features were recorded on plan and in section at a scale of 1:50 (figure 3). 
A photographic record was made of features digitally and using colour slide and black 
and white film.  

Different deposits encountered, archaeological or otherwise, were described and given 
separate context numbers (see appendix 2). These are expressed as four-digit 
numbers, e.g. 0001 to 0025. 

Finds recovered from the excavation were assigned to their archaeological context 
and recorded using the appropriate context number. All finds were inspected, cleaned 
and analysed at the County Council Archaeological Service office in Bury St 
Edmunds. 

The site archive is deposited with the Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service 
at Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds. The site archive has been assigned the County Sites 
and Monuments Record (S.M.R.) number SBC 031. 
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3. Results (see figure 2 for trench locations)

Trench 1 

This was a North-West to South-East running trench, 15m long and parallel to Ashen 
Lane. The topsoil, 0002, consisted of a thin spread of turf and loam, c.200mm, 
containing frequent brick rubble. Under this was c.300mm of brick and mortar rubble, 
0003, then c.600mm of mid brown clay sand, 0004, probably representing a subsoil 
layer. No archaeological features were present cutting the yellow brown sand and 
gravel natural with pockets of sandy clay. 

Trench 2 

This was the continuation of Trench 1 to the South-East on the other side of an 
existing fence line and was of 11m length. All the deposits found in trench 1 were 
also seen in trench 2 and were at a similar depth. No archaeological features were 
present. 

Trench 3 

The most southerly trench, this was also North-West to South-East running, within the 
fenced area adjacent to the football pitch. The trench was 26m long and up to 1.1m 
deep. This trench was positioned within a slight hollow. Here the topsoil 0002 was 
300mm thick, and the clay sand subsoil, 0004, was 700mm to the base of the trench.  

The large ditch [0005] was seen cutting the Western corner and partly along the 
South-Western edge. The sides of the trench were too unstable to excavate here, but 
the same feature was investigated more fully in trenches 4 and 6. The ditch clearly cut 
the subsoil layer 0004, with the top 500mm containing mainly brick and mortar 
rubble, 0006. The next 300mm to the base of the trench, consisted of mid brown, 
sandy clay with frequent small, rounded stones, 0007. 

Trench 4 (see figure 3) 

This was a South-West to North-East running trench, positioned to investigate the 
linear earthwork recorded in figure 2. Trench 4 was 19m long and was up to 1m in 
depth at its North-East end and 600mm at its other end. Topsoil 0002 was c.250mm 
thick, under which, towards the North-East end was over a thin spread, up to 150mm 
thickness, of loamy rubble with frequent small stones, 0008. The subsoil, 0004, was 
cut by both ditches encountered. 

The first ditch to be revealed was the large feature [0005], first seen in Trench 3. This 
was North-West to South-East running and was half excavated by machine. It 
appeared to have convex sides and a rounded base and at this point was in excess of 
5m wide and 2.2m deep. The top fill consisted of a capping fill of rubble of c.300mm 
thickness maximum, 0009. Under this was c800mm of mid brown, stony clay, 0010. 
At the base of the ditch was 0011, c.600mm deep and consisting of mid brown clay.   

4



Ditch [0012] was smaller than [0005], running parallel with the larger ditch but to the 
South-West. In Trench 6 this feature clearly cuts the subsoil 0004, but this 
relationship was more difficult to see in this trench. This feature was c.3m wide, over 
1m in depth, with an open U-profile but with a pronounced ledge or ‘step’ along its 
South-Western edge. Its fill, 0013, consisted of mid brown stony clay. 

Trench 5 (see figure 3) 

Trench 5 was North-West to South-East running and positioned towards the Northern 
corner of the site. This trench was 16.5m long and c.1m in depth. At its North-
Western end, a wall, [0016], crossed the trench. This was built over the fill of a pit, 
[0014], that contained debris of 19th or 20th Century date. The pit cut the fill of a 
North-East to South-West running ditch, [0017]. This feature had an open V-profile, 
appeared to cut the subsoil, 0004, and contained a fill of mid brown sandy clay with 
frequent small to medium stones, 0018. 

Trench 6 (see figure 3) 

Running parallel with and to the North of Trench 4, and joining Trench 5 to the 
North-East, this trench was positioned to investigate the features encountered in 
Trench 4. Deposits encountered were similar to those seen in Trench 4, including the 
thin spread of rubble, 0008, over the hollow caused by ditch [0005].  

In this trench it was decided to fully excavate the large ditch by machine. The 
excavated feature was too deep to enter to record but measured sketches and a 
photographic record made before the ditch was backfilled. The complete excavation 
of ditch 0005 showed that the original tip line fills of 0020, 21 and 22 all appeared to 
enter the ditch from the North-East, suggesting a probable bank along this side. 

The smaller ditch [0012] was also encountered with a similar profile to that seen in 
Trench 4. Here it could be observed to cut the subsoil layer 004 from nearly under the 
topsoil. 

Recorded on the section drawing (figure 3) were two rises or ‘crests’ in the natural 
sandy gravels on the North-East and the South-West edges of the large ditch [0005]. 
Whether these are natural undulations in the drift geology or areas protected from 
subsequent ploughing by the presence of banks (since flattened) could not be decided 
during excavation. 
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4. Finds by Sue Anderson

Introduction 

Finds were collected from four contexts, as shown in the table below. 

OP Feature CBM Stone Flint Bone Miscellaneous Spotdate 
No. Wt/g No. Wt/g No. Wt/g No. Wt/g 

0001  2 37 U/S (Neo) 
0009 0005 3 2915 
0024 0005 20 2144 2 7353 1 6 28 1574 5 oyster (44g) 17th c.+ 
0025 0012  8 478 
Total 23 5059 2 7353 3 43 36 2052 

Ceramic building material (CBM) 

Twenty-three fragments of CBM were collected from two contexts.   

Two bricks (3 pieces) from 0009 were well-fired red ‘late bricks’ in medium sandy 
fabrics with occasional ferrous inclusions and common small voids.  These measured 
114-116mm wide and 50-60mm thick.  They had buff-coloured coarse sandy lime
mortar adhering to the surfaces.  These are likely to be of 16th-17th century date.

One small fragment of a brick in the same fabric was collected from 0024 (fill of ditch 
[0005]).  Two other brick fragments were also found in this context, a red brick with a 
slightly reduced core in a fine sandy fabric (42mm thick), and a coarse sandy brick 
with thin red margins and a fully reduced core (40mm thick).  The former is probably 
‘Tudor’ (15th-16th centuries) and the latter possibly medieval.  Two fragments of hip 
tile in a fine red fabric similar to pantiles were probably 17th century or later.  
Fourteen fragments of red medium sandy peg tiles are of late medieval or later date, 
and there was a fragment of coarse sandy buff peg tile with a reduced core which may 
be medieval. 

Stone 

Two pieces of worked stone were found in 0024.  There was a corner fragment from a 
coarse shelly limestone block, probably medieval, and a large piece of a very fine 
grained limestone with coarse chiselling on one face, possibly post-medieval. 

Flint 

A retouched flake and a utilised flake of probable Neolithic date (C. Pendleton, pers. 
comm.) were unstratified finds, and a squat flake (?later prehistoric) was found in 
0024. 

Animal bone 

The majority of animal bone was collected from 0024 and is listed below: 
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Species No. Wt/g Notes
Horse 3 925 Near-complete humerus and femur of adult, possibly one individual, and a small 

fragment of long bone. The femoral conyles show evidence of gnawing, probably 
by a dog. 

Cow 5 457 Tibia shaft and fragments, femur fragment and complete metatarsal. 
Large mammal 7 68 Rib fragments. 
Sheep/ goat 4 56 One metatarsal, two metacarpals and a metapodial shaft fragment.  The metatarsal 

and one metacarpal have gnawed ends (the condyles have been removed). 
?Sheep 3 5 Fragments of mandible and ?skull of medium mammal, probably sheep/goat. 
Dog 5 60 Two humeri, one ulna, one rib, one femur, at least two individuals. One immature. 
Pheasant 1 3 Complete femur.

Eight fragments, including a distal humerus, radius and metacarpal of one or more 
horses, were collected from 0025. 

The assemblage is likely to belong to various periods of deposition based on the state 
of preservation.  

Shell 

Five fragments of oyster shell were collected from 0024. 

Discussion 

Finds of prehistoric and medieval to post-medieval date were recovered.  The large 
quantity of finds from fill 0024, from ditch [0005], is presumably related to its disuse, 
and deposition of hardcore to fill it.  Bricks and roof tiles from a variety of sources 
and periods were used.  However the large quantity of animal bone is less easily 
explained, and the presence of at least one horse and two dogs is of note.  The horse, 
at least, is likely to be post-medieval based on its size and preservation. 

In summary, there is potential for recovery of a good assemblage of medieval and 
post-medieval finds which may aid interpretation of the buildings, economy and 
environment of the College.  Interpretation of such an assemblage would, however, be 
dependent on establishing a back-filling date for the large date. Prehistoric finds, and 
perhaps features, might also be expected. 
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5. Conclusions

Despite the site’s proximity to standing medieval structures, such as the college itself 
and the church, its nearness to a probable medieval route (Ashen Lane) and the 
suspected Saxon minster and presumed associated settlement of this period, very little 
evidence for these periods were revealed. 

The most significant archaeological features were the very considerable ditch [0005] 
and its slighter companion [0012]. It appears that these two features account for the 
obvious earthworks recorded from the site. The earthworks therefore indicate hollows 
above the ditches, rather than banks as first suspected. Upcast banks probably were 
created but these must have subsequently been flattened. 

Indications of the sequence of filling of the large ditch suggest that the bank was on 
the North-East edge of the ditch. If, as expected, this was an enclosure of the priory or 
subsequent college, then the bank would have been external to the ditch; i.e. it would 
have been for keeping something in rather than keeping something out. 

Breen’s documentary research (Appendix 3) suggests that this area could have been a 
rabbit warren, the embankments necessary for their burrows and safety. The size of 
the large ditch however, and the probability that ditch [0012] was part of a double 
embankment might indicate that something even larger might have been planned. The 
large scale of the earthworks and the references to hunting rights being restricted to 
the dean (see Breen, Appendix 3) all indicate that the area known as ‘Le Parke’ might 
have been a deer park (J. Newman pers. com.). 

6. Recommendations

The paired ditches, [0005] and [0012], were the most significant features encountered 
in the evaluation and these have been recorded to a certain degree already. Trees and a 
considerable amount of dumped material obscured the earthworks and hindered 
adequate trenching along the North-Western edge of the site. Subsequent 
development in this area should be monitored, particularly if it reveals a change in 
direction or a terminal for the ditches.  

None of the area now occupied by the sports pitch (the Southern corner and the 
South-West edge of the site) could be investigated and monitoring here might be 
required, particularly as both ditches appear to run through this area. Similarly, it 
might be beneficial to monitor any ground disturbances along the Ashen Lane 
frontage as this area could not be trenched due to the presence of standing buildings 
and overhead powerlines.  

Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are those of the 
Field Projects Division alone. The need for further work will be determined by the Local Planning 
Authority and its archaeological advisors when a planning application is registered. Suffolk County 
Council’s archaeological contracting service cannot accept responsibility for inconvenience caused to 
clients should the Planning Authority take a different view to that expressed in the report. 
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2. 

2.1 

Appendix 1 

SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL . 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SERVICE· CONSERVATION TEAM 

Brief and Specification for an Archaeological Evaluation 

STOKE COLLEGE, STOKE BY CLARE 

Background 

The College is considering making an application to develop a pi~ce of its land 
for housing. It has been advised that in view of the. archaeological potential of 
the site (letter 13 November 2002 attached as Appendix 1) it would be advisable 
to carry out an archaeological evaluation before application is made. The area in 
question is shown at Figure 1. 

All arrangements for the field evaluation of the site, the timing of the work, 
access to the site, the definition of the precise area of landholding and area for 
proposed development are to be defined and negotiated with the commissioning 
body. 

Although the proposed archaeological work is not a requirement of a planning 
condition and is not covered by normal archaeological controls under the 
planning system, it is advised that similar standards should apply in order that a 
satisfactory result, suitable for inclusion in any subsequent planning application, 
will result. The technical clauses which follow are those normally used when 
work is required by a planning condition and are indicative rather than 
mandatory. 

In accordance with the standards and guidance produced by the Institute of Field 
Archaeologists this brief should not·be considered sufficient to enable the total 
execution of the project. A Project Design or Written Scheme of Investigation 
(PD/WSI) based upon this brief and the accompanying outline specification of 
minimum requirements, is an essential requirement. This must be submitted by 
the developers, or their agent, to the Conservation Team of the Archaeological 
Service of Suffolk County Council (Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR; 
telephone/fax: 01284 352443) for approval. The work must not commence until 
this office has approved both the archaeological contractor as suitable to 
undertake the work, and the PDIWSI as satisfactory. The PDIWSI will provide 
the basis for measurable standards and will be used to establish whether the 
requirements of the planning condition will be adequately met· 

Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation 

Establish whether any archaeological deposit exists in the area, with particular 
regard to any which are of sufficient importance to merit preservation in situ. 



2.2 

2.3 

2.4 

2.5 

2.6 

2.7 

2.8 

2.9 

2 

Identify the date, approximate form and purpose of any archaeological deposit 
within the application area, together with its likely extent, localised depth and 
quality of preservation. 

Evaluate the likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of 
masking colluviallalluvial deposits. 

Establish whether waterlogged organic deposits are likely to be present in the 
proposal area. 

Provide sufficient information to · construct an archaeological conservation 
strategy, dealing with preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, 
working practices, timetables and orders of cost. · 

It is expected that the evaluation will proceed sequentially: the desk-based 
evaluation will precede the field evaluation (there is a possibility that some 
aspect of the site's history may indicate that further evaluation is not necessary) 
and any field-walking evaluation will precede trenching; the results of the desk
based work and any field-walking are to be used to inform the trenching design. 

This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistent with English 
Heritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), all stages 
will follow a proce~s of assessment and justification before proceeding to the 
next phase of the project. Field evaluation is to be followed by the preparation of 
a full archive, and an assessment ofpotential. Any further excavation required 
as mitigation is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, and an 
assessment of potential, analysis and final report preparation may follow. Each 
stage will be the subject of a further brief and updated project ·design, this 
document covers only the field evaluation. 

The developer or his archaeologist will give the Conservation Team of the 
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council (address as above) five 
working days notice of the commencement of ground works on the site, in order 
that the work of the archaeological contractor may be monitored. 

An outline specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is set out 
below. 

3. Specification A: Desk-Based Assessment 

3.1 

3.2 

3.3 

Consult the County Sites and Monuments Record (SMR), both the computerised 
record and any backup files. 

-- ---

Examine all the readily available cartographic sources (e.g. those available in the 
County Record Office). Record any evidence for archaeological sites (e.g. 
buildings, settlements, field names) and history of previous land uses. Where 
possible, photocopies or tracings should be included in the report. 

Assess the potential for documentary research that would contribute to the 
archaeological investigation of the site. 
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3.4 Provide a transcription of archaeological features from all available air 
photographs held by Suffolk County Council Environment and Transport 
Department and its SMR, the National Monuments Record and the Cameridge 
University Collection of Air Photographs, at a scale of 1 :2500. 

3.5 . Ascertain whether there are other constraints on the site (e.g. Site of Special 
Scientific Int~rest, County Wildlife Site, Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, 
Tree Preservation Order, etc). 

4 Specification B: Field Evaluation · 

4.1 Examine the area for earthworks e.g. banks, ponds, ditches. If present these are 
to be recorded in plan at 1 :2500, with appropriate sections. A record should be 
made of the topographic setting of the site (e.g. slope, plateau etc ). The 
Conservation Team of SCC Archaeological Service must be consulted if 
earthworks are present and before proceeding to the excavation of any trial 
trenches. 

4.2 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a minimum 5% by area of the entire 
site and shall be positioned to sample all parts of the site. Linear trenches are 
thought to be the most appropriate sampling method. Trenches are to be a 
minimum of 1.8m wide unless special circumstances can be demonstrated. If 
excavation is mechanised a toothless 'ditching bucket' at least 1.2m wide must 
be used. The trench design must be approved by the Conservation Team of the 
Archaeological Service before field work begins. 

4.3 The topsoil may be mechanically removed using an appropriate machine fitted 
with toothless bucket and other equipment. All machine excavation is to be 
under the direct control and supervision of an archaeologist. The topsoil should 
be examined for archaeological material. 

4.4 The top of the first archaeological deposit may be cleared by machine, but must 
then be cleaned off by hand. There is a presumption that excavation of all 
archaeological deposits will be done by hand unless it can be shown there will 
not be a loss of evidence by using a machine. The decision as to the proper 
method of further excavation will be made by the senior project archaeologist 
with regard to the nature of the deposit. 

4.5 

4.6 

In all evaluation excavation there is a presumption of the need to cause the 
minimum disturbance to the site consistent with adequate evaluation; that 
significant archaeological features, e.g. solid or bonded structural remains, 
building slots or post-holes, should be preserved intact even if fills are sampled. 

There must be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the period, depth 
and nature of an archaeological deposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or 
other masking deposits must be established across the site. · 

·. 
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4.7 The contractor shall provide detail~ of the sampling strategies for retrieving 
artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and palaeoeconomic 
investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for micromorphological 
and other pedologicaVsedimentological analyses. Advice on the appropriateness 
of the proposed strategies will be sought from P Murphy, English Heritage 
Regional Adviser for Archaeological Science (East of England). A guide to 
sampling archaeological deposits (Murphy and Wiltshire 1994) is available. 

4.8 Any natural subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleaned and examined for 
archaeological deposits and artefacts. Sample excavation of any archaeological 
features revealed may be necessary in order to gauge their date and character. 

4.9 Metal detector searches must take p~~ce at all stage~ of the excavation by an 
experienced detector user. 

4.10 All finds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are 
agreed with the Conservation Team of SCC Archaeological Service during the 
course of the evaluation). 

4.11 Human remains must be left in situ except in those cases where damage or 
desecration are to be expected, or in the event that analysis of the remains is 
shown to be a requirement of satisfactory evaluation of the site. However, the 
excavator should be aware of, and comply with, the provisions of Section 25 of 
the Burial Act 1857. 

4.12 Plans of the archaeological features on the site are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, 
depending on the complexity of the data to be recorded. Sections should be 
drawn at 1: 10 or 1 :20 again depending on the complexity to be recorded. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with the Conservation Team. 

4.13 A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both 
monochrome photographs and colour transparencies. 

4.14 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during 
excavation to allow sequential backfilling of excavations. 

5. General Management 

5.1 A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of 
work commences, including monitoring by the Conservation Team of SCC 
Archaeological Service. 

' 5.2 The composition of the project staff must be detailed and agreed (this is to 
include any subcontractors) 

5.3 A general Health and Safety Policy must be provided, with detailed risk 
assessment and management strategy for this particular site. 

5.4 No initial survey to detect public utility or other services has taken place. The 
responsibility for this rests with the archaeological contractor. 
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_ 5.5 The Institute of Field Archaeologists' Standard and Guidance for 
Archaeological Desk-based Assessments and for Field Evaluations should be 
used for additional guidance in the execution of the project and in drawing up -
the report. 

6. Report Requirements 

6.1 An archive of all records and finds must be prepared consistent with the 
principles of English Heritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 
(particularly Appendix 3.1 and Appendix 4.1). 

6.2 The data recording methods and conventions used must be consistent with, and 
approved by, the County Sites and Monuments Record. 

6.3 The objective account of the archaeological evidence must be clearly 
distinguished from its archaeological interpretation. 

6.4 An opinion as to the necessity for further evaluation and its scope may be given. 
No further site work should be embarked upon until the primary fieldwork 
results are assessed and the need for further work is established 

. 6.5 Reports on specific areas of specialist study must include sufficient detail to 
permit assessment of potential for analysis, including tabulation of data by 
context, and must include non-technical summaries. 

6.6 The Report must include a discussion and an assessment of tlie archaeological 
evidence. Its conclusions must include a clear statement of the archaeological 
potential of the site, and the significance of that potential in the context of the 
Regional Research Framework (East Anglian Archaeology, Occasional Papers 3 
& 8, 1997 and 2000), 

6. 7 Finds must be appropriately conserved and stored fn accordance with UK 
Institute of Conservators Guidelines. The finds, as an indissoluble part of the 
site archive, should be deposited with the County SMR if the landowner can be 
persuaded to agree to this. If this is not possible for all or any part of the finds 
archive, then provision must be made for additional recording (e.g. photography, 
illustration, analysis) as appropriate. 

6.8 The site archive is to be deposited with the County SMR within three months of 
the completion of fieldwork. It will then become publicly accessible. 

6. 9 Where positive conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it be evaluation 
or excavation) a summary report, in the established format, suitable for inclusion 
in the annual 'Archaeology in Suffolk' section ofthe Proceedings of the Suffolk 
Institute for Archaeology, must be prepared~ It should be included in the project 
report, or submitted to the Conservation Team, by the end of the calendar year in 
which the evaluation work takes place, whichever is the sooner. 
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6.10 County SMR sheets must be completed, as per the county SMR manual, for all 
sites where archaeological finds and/or features are located. 

Specification by: Robert Carr 

Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service Conservation Team 
Environment and Transport Department 
Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk IP33 2AR 

Date: 14 November 2002 

Tel: 01284 352441 

Reference: /StokeCollege 11 

This brief and specification remains valid for 12 months from the above date. If 
work is not carried out in full within that time this document will lapse; the 
authority should be notified and a revised brief and specification may be issued. 

If the work defined by this brief forms a part of a programme of archaeological 
work required by a Planning Condition, the results must be considered by the 
Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council, who 
have the responsibility for advising the appropriate Planning Authority. 
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- - - - - - - - - -
App,endix 2: SBC-031 Context Lis1 ---

OPNO · CONTEXT 

0001 0001 

0002 0002 

0003 0003 

0004 0004 

0005 0005 

0006 0005 

0007 0005 

0008 0008 

0009 0005 

0010 0005 

OOll 0005 

0012 0012 

0013 0012 

0014 I 0014 

0015 0014 

0016 0016 
I 

0017 i 0017 

0018 i 0017 

0019 I 0005 
i 

0020 l 0005 

TRENCH 

T1 &2 

T3, 4&6 

T3 

T3 

T4 

T4 

T4 

T4 

T4 

T4 

T5 

T5 

T5 

T5 

T5 

T6 

T6 

IDENTIFIER 

finds 

layer 

layer 

layer 

ditch cut 

ditch fill 

ditch fill 

layer 

ditch fill 

ditch fill 

ditch fill 

ditch cut 

ditch fill 

pit cut 

pit fill 

wall 

ditch cut 

ditch fill 

ditch fill 

ditch fill 

- - - - -
DESCRIPTION 

Unstratified finds -

Topsoil, dark brown clay loam, all trenches. 

Rubble spread under topsoil, trenches 1 and 2. 

Subsoil, mid brown clay sand, all trenches. 

- -

Very large NW-SE running ditch, c.5m wide and 2+m depth. 

Top fill (c.500mm)- brick and mortar rubble. 

-

Lower fill (c.300mm, eg to trench base) mid brown sandy clay, frequent stones. 

Rubble spread under topsoil (to fill dip above 0005?). 

Upper fill (c.300mm) of rubble. 

Mid fill (c.800mm) mid brown stony clay. 

Base fill (c.600mm) mid brown clay. 

NW-SE ditch, c.2.5m wide and c.1m deep. 

. Mid brown stony clay. 

Cut for modem (C20th) pit. 

Dark brown loam and recent refuse. 

NE-SW brick wall footing, 3 courses, over modem pit. 

NE-SW running ditch. 

Mid brown sandy clay, frequent medium I small stones. 

Upper fill, stony mid yellow brown, frequent chalk crumbs. 

Finer, mid brown sandy clay. 

-

Page 1 of2 

- -



OPNO CONTEXT TRENCH IDENTIFIER DESCRIPTION 

0021 0005 T6 ditch fill Coarse stones and large to medium chalk fragments in matrix like 0020. 

0022 0005 T6 ditch fill Under 0021, but similar to 0020. 

0023 0005 T6 ditch fill Base fill, mid yellow brown stony clay. 

0024 0005 T6 fmds General ditch finds from T6, eg 0020 to 0024. 

0025 0012 T6 ditch fill Mid yellow brown clay, frquent chalk crumbs .. 

Page2 of2 

---------------------
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Appendix 3: Documentary Report 

Introduction 

The research for this report has been carried at the Suffolk Record Offices in Bury St 
Edm.unds and Ipswich. The site of this proposed development is within the grounds of 
Stoke College, which has been a private school since 1954. The history of the site can _____ .:_ __ 
be divided into different periods from 1124 to 1415, it was part of the lands of the · . -
Stoke Priory. The priory became a college for priest from 1415 through to 1548. After 
that date the college was owned first by the Cheke family during which time the lands 
around site of the former college were subdivided. These lands were reunited h~ 1658 
under the ownership of Sir Gervase Elwes whose family owned the estate until the 
end of the nineteenth century. In 1897, the estate was acquired to Baron Loch of 
Drylaw whose family eventually sold the college in 1954. 

A great number of the medieval records of the priory and college have been 
published. Whilst the principal manuscript collection for the post medieval period is 
held at Bury St Edmunds, there are a significant number of late eighteenth century 
maps ofthe estate held at Ipswich in the Isaac Johnson collection. These appear to be 
rough plans prepared for detailed maps of the estate now held at the Essex Record · - · - · 
Office. The records available in Suffolk are sufficient to offer a history of the site into 
the medieval period. 

Maps 

The site is shown on the 1:2500 Ordnance Survey Map sheet number L:XXI.1 0. On 
the first edition of this map surveyed in 1884, the site of this development is covered 
by a tree belt screening the park of Stoke College from the churchyard to the north. 
The road side frontage on the road to Ashen contains a series of small buildings 
within the plot marked 33 measured as 0.433 acres. The access to these buildings is 
from within the park via the drive way to the south. The main entrance to the park is 
to the north with a curving drive way that runs to the west of the churchyard opening 
on to the street, the present A 1092. The entrance is marked by a lodge and gate. To 
the west of the lodge there is another tree belt and the site of a dovecote. On the later 
editions, some of minor buildings within the development site have been cleared and 
replaced. The principal dwelling within this plot is the house to the south now outside 
the area of this development. The house and yards appear to be connected to the park 
and were probably accommodation for one of the estate workers. 

The tithe map for Stoke By Clare (ref. T 144/2) is dated 1840 and the apportionment 
(ref. T 144/2) is dated 1842. The original map cannot be photocopied and a tracing 
has been made of part of the map for this report. The site of the college has been- -- · 
given the apportionment number 411 and measured at 1 acre 2 roods and 30 perches._ _ 
The park 407 was measured at 25 acres and 24 perches and within the park there are 
two round plantations marked 408 measured at 1 rood and 20 perches. The tree belt to 
the west of the lodge is shown and marked as 409 measuring 1 acre, however the tree 
belt to the south of the churchyard shown on the later Ordnanc~_Suivey maps is not 
shown and it may be assumed that this tree belt was planted between the date ofthe 



\ ·; 

two maps. Within the area of this site, there is a separate small enclosure numbered 
419 described as "yards" and measured at l rood and 20 perches. The house shown on 
the later Ordnance Survey maps is also absent as are the numerous minor buildings 
surrounding the site of the college. The park, mansion, plantations and ''yards" were 
all owned and occupied by John Payne Elwes. He also owned the churchyard 421. 

There are three earlier plans of the estate in the Isaac Johnson collection held at 
Ipswich (ref. HD11.475). On an undated plan of the park (ref. 475/498), a line is 
marked around the south side of the churchyard and along the road side within the 
area of this site. A similar line is marked in the area of the plantation to the west of the 
lodge. On the plan the measurement of the park is given as 23 acres 1 rood and 28 
perches with the addition of plantations giving a total of 25 acres 25 perches which 
closely matches the acreage on the tithe map. Another plan entitled "Stoke College, 
Park, Warren & Mill Meadow, Suffolk in the occupation & belonging to John Timms 
Esq" is dated September 1791. This shows all the area to the south of the churchyard 
as a warren measured at 1 0 acres 1 rood and 4 perches. There is a separate enclosure 
between the churchyard and the warren measured at 3 roods and 21 perches which 
combined with the acreage for the plantation to the west of the lodge gives the total of 
1 acre 2 roods 3 7 perches. This screen shown on the Ordnance Survey maps is absent 
on the tithe map and may have been cleared for replanting or the tithe map may have 
omitted this detail. With in the area of the development, there is a building fronting 
the road to Ashen, the position of this building suggests that the road line was slightly 
to the west ofthe present road way. The plan of Stoke College dated 1807 shows less 
detail but includes the meadow land~ beyond the park. 

These plans in the Isaac Johnson collection appear to be rough sketches for more 
detailed maps of the entire estate. These are now held at the Essex Record Office ( ref. 
D/DSrn/p7) and are dated 1791 - 1793. The dates of these documents is significance. 
In 1791, John Timms entitlement to the estate was under dispute. 

Elwes Family 

John Timms had claimed the Stoke College estate on the death of his great uncle John 
Maggott Elwes in 1789. This inheritance was disputed as his great uncle had left the 
estate in his will to his two "natural sons", who under the laws of inheritance at that 
time ·would have normally been excluded. The settlement of the dispute rested on a 
clause in the will of the previous owner Sir Hervey Elwes who had died in 1763. He 
had made his nephew John Maggott, the son of Sir Hervey's sister Amy Maggott, the 
tenant of the estate for his life only. John Maggott later adopted the surname Elwes. In 
1793, John Timms in turn adopted the surname and became John Timms Hervey 
Elwes. A settlement was reached in 1796. It is during this dispute that th~ plans now 
held at Ipswich and in Essex were made. 

Both Sir Hervey :2lwes and his nephew John Maggott Elwes displayed the same 
eccentricity as the owners of the estate. When Sir Hervey had succeeded his 
grandfather Sir Gervase Elwes, who had died in 1706, he found that the estate was in 
debt and had been mortgaged in 1693. In order to restore his family's fortune, he 
became a noted miser living on a small income and avoiding all unnecessary 
expenditure on either the estate or it's buildings. John Maggott Elwes has lost money 
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on investments in America and followed his uncle extreme parsimony. These personal 
details of the characters of the owners of the estate would normally be of no interest to 
a discussion of land history had it not been for the fact that their miserliness was so 
extreme, that it is unlikely that the would have may any changes to the arrangement of 

. the park during the term of their ownership of the estate. This in turn strongly 
suggests that the details of the park shown on the plan of 1791 had remained 
unchanged during the eighteenth century. 

Sir Gervase Elwes had purchased the estate in 1659. It was Sir Gervase who 
according to Dr. Whitlock "must have spent large sums of money on the formation of 
the Stoke College estate and on the renovation of the house". His purchases are listed 
in a late seventeenth century rental in the Stoke College Collection ( ref. 
HA517/A13). It would not be unreasonable to suggest that it was he who created the 
park and it's warren as shown on the I 791 plan, however details from the deeds of 
pu~chase suggest that both features are earlier. 

The Cheke Family 

Following the dissolution of the college in 1548, the estate was acquired by John 
Cheke who died at Stoke in 1557. His widow Dame Mary Cheke obtained a life 
interest in the estate but in 1599 settled her properties on her five daughters. One of 
these daughters, Margaret had married Sir John Stanhope. In a deed dated 1604, he 
obtained "Dean's lodgings' with 'ye olde schole house" with the walled park and 
garden. According to Douglas Brown, this deed "does not use the words customarily 
used to the time to denote a dwelling and suggest that the principal monastic buildings 
had been pulled down". Dr Ada Whitlock offers further details "Stoke College and all 
stables, dovehouses, brewhouses, malting houses and the buildings called the Dean's 
lodgings, containing the parlour, buttery, pantry, kitchen and larder house, the old 
school house, the pasture called Le Parke, containing 10 acres of garden, lake, warren 
etc. within the said site which site in all contains 26 acres". In a later deed of 1658, 
the site was described as containing 30 acres. 

The original documents are in the Stoke College collection ( ref. HA517/B4 ). The 
1604 deed is written in abbreviated Latin and includes the phrase "Ac totam illam 
pasturam vocat Le Park continen per estimacionem Decem acras Ac omnia hortos, 
pomar, gardin aquas, stagna, vivar, piscar cum omnibus et singlis suis ptin iacem et 
existen infra pred scitum limitt et circuit diet nuper domus sive colleg".The word 
"vivar" an abbreviated form of vivarium is of interest, according to Lewis and Short it 
can mean "an enclosure in which game fish etc. are kept alive: a park, warren, 
preserve, fish pond". Martin limits it's meaning to "a park; a fish pond" 
corresponding to the word "vever" in Old English. Halliwell describes "vever" as "a 
fish- pond" however under "conig", a rabbit, he lists the word for a warren 
"Conyngerys" which he equates with "vivarium". In this context both meanings are 
possible, especially when in appears amongst other words relating to rights over water 
and fishing.~ ·· 

The 1658 deed is written in English and apart from the change in total acreage the 
same phrase from the 1604 deed is slightly different "And all that pasture called the 
Parke conteyninge by estimacon ten acres more or lesse And all yardes, orchards, 



gardens, waters, stagnes, fishinges with all and singular the appertenances lyinge and 
beinge within the safe lymitts, walls and circuits of the said late house or Colledge". 
In this deed the ''vivar" has been omitted, possibly because the clerk has assumed that 
the word referred to the fishing. 

It is tempting to associate the estimated ten acres of domestic buildings and associated 
gardens with the ten acres of warren shown on the 1 791 map and the complete site 
estimated in 1604 at 26 acres is close to the measurement given in 1791. 

Stoke College and Priory 

According to the Victorian County History, "Richard de Clare, earl of Hereford 
removed in 1124 the monks of Bee whom his father has established in the castle of 
Clare to the town of Stoke. This alien priory was naturalized in 1395 but in 1415 
Edmund Mortimer, earl of March, its then patron, caused it to be changed into a 
college of secular priest or canons; by virtue of a bull from Pope John XXIII ratified 
by Pope Martin V". The lands and possessions of alien priories were confiscated by 
the crown at various times during the prolonged wars with France and John XXIII 
was the anti pope recognised by England, though not by other continental powers. 
Before the priory was naturalized it's buildings in particular the church had been 
damaged by a fire in 1391 and may have never been fully restored. Dr Whitlock in 
describing the present church has associated the parts tower and remains within the 
building with the earlier priory church and records that grave diggers in the nineteenth 
century had found traces of the southern wall of the nave within the church yard. 
Unlike most parishes, the boundaries of the churchyard are not defined in the glebe 
terriers, the regular descriptions of the church's possessions returned to the 
archdeacon at the visitation of the parish. 

Following the suppression ofthe priory in 1414, a dean for the new college was not 
appointed until after the papal bull of 1422. In the statutes set out for the college in 
that year, there is the rule that "No canon (except he had an income of £40 a year), nor 
vicar, nor clerk to hunt: nor were greyhounds or any kind of hunting dogs to be kept 
within the college save by the dean, whose dogs were not to exceed four". 

In his recent study of dovecotes, John Me Cann ascribes the date of the dovecote at 
Stoke College to Richard Edenham who was prior from 1470 to 1493. Douglas Brown 
suggests that Dean John Ednam 1497 to 1517 put some building work in hand and 
bequeathed various books to the college's library. 

The last dean of the college was Matthew Parker, who later became the archbishop of 
Canterbury during the reign of Elizabeth I. According to Brown "the later years of the 
college's existence its activities were centred on the dean's lodgings, because the 
older monastic buildings had become dilapidated through neglect. Perhaps this had 
always been so from the time ofMortimer's foundation". Parker it is suggested also 
made "an ancient house called Le Celerers Hall" the centre of college activity which 
he "decked with hangings, tiled the floor and embellished the forecourt". Parker also 
"provided a new building "in the north part of the college near the gate to serve as a 
grammar school". In his time, parts of the estate were rented out. In the college 
accounts for 1541 there is a payment of 8d by "Master W eysbey for the old park". 
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The cartularies for the priory have been published but offer no suggestion of any park 
or warren in association with the priory. Two inventories of the college dated 1534 
and 1 548 have also been published and though they detail ornaments, books and 
vestments they offer relatively few details of the buildings. Some of the medieval 
buildings were later incorporated within the present house, however it appears to be 
the case that some of the college and priory buildings were situated near the gate and 
church. 

Conclusion 

This site was part of the park of Stoke College. It was partly a separate garden area 
used by an estate worker and screened from the main house by a tree belt. The 1791 
plan indicates that the tree belt existed at that date and continued along the length of 
the boundary between the church and park. On this 1 791 plan, the area is described as 
a warren and measured at over ten acres. If this can be equated with a rabbit warren 
the boundaries would have been embanked. 

The 1 791 map was produced at a time when the inheritance of the estate was under 
dispute. The previous owners Sir Hervey Elwes and John Maggott Elwes were noted 
for their extreme miserliness which strongly suggests that the park and warren 
remained unchanged during the eighteenth century. Their predecessor Sir Gervase 
Elwes is known to have restored the house and consolidated the lands of the estate. It 
is possible that he would have reorganised the park, however two seventeenth century 
deeds show that the park existed before he had acquired the lands. 

The earlier deed of 1604, includes a Latin word which has been taken to mean a 
warren, though this is not clear from it's context. The word was omitted from a later 
deed of 1658. The 1604 deed does describe part of the Park as containing ten acres. 

There is evidence from a rental of 1541, that the park existed before the suppression 
of the college and the rules set out in 1422 limit the rights of hunting to the dean. 
There is some doubt as to whether or not the priory was fully restored following the 
fire of 1391, though documentary sources together with the surviving dovecote and 
remains within the church suggests additional buildings in the area near the gate. 

Anthony M Breen 

January 2003 
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Figure I. 1:2500 Ordnance Survey Map, First Edition, Sheet No. 
LXXI.lO Published 1887 
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Figure 11. 1:2500 Ordnance Survey Map, Second Edition, Sheet No. 
L:XXI.10 Published 1904 
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Figur~ Ill. Tracing ofT 144/1 & 2 Tithe Map and Apportionment Stoke-by-Ciare, 1840& 1842 
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Figure IV. Isaac Johnson Collection HDll 475/498 'Sketch of Church and College showing River Stour'· n.d. · 
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Figure V. Isaac Johnson Collection HD11 475/497 'Stoke College, Warren and MillMeadow in the occupation and belonging to Jbhn Timms esq' September 1791 
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Fi ure VI. Meadows from Ba thorn to the Colle e 1807 
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