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Summary
One evaluation trench was excavated in an area adjacent Hoggard’s Green, prior to its 

redevelopment into a house, in the parish of Stanningfield, in Suffolk. The site had most 

recently been used for allotments and sheds. No archaeological features or finds were 

recorded. The soil profile overlying the natural was shallow. A layer below the topsoil 

suggested that the site might have been partially disturbed at some point, perhaps 

relating to the houses that are known to have occupied the property in the 19th century 

(and possibly earlier).
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1. Introduction

An archaeological evaluation was carried out prior to the construction of a new house 

on land immediately west of Hoggard’s Green, in the parish of Stanningfield, Suffolk 

(Fig. 1). The work was carried out to a Brief issued by James Rolfe (2016) of Suffolk 

County Council Archaeological Service Conservation Team (SCCAS/CT) and to a 

Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) by John Craven (Suffolk Archaeology CIC –

Appendix 1) as a condition of planning application DC/16/0157/FUL. The work was 

commissioned and funded by Hollins Architects and Surveyors, and was carried out on

the 30th June, 2016. The trench was located within an area of unmanaged grassland, at 

grid reference TL 88330 56526.

2. Geology and topography

The geology of the area is recorded as deposits of Lowestoft Formation diamicton of 

silts, sands, gravel and clay, overlying bedrock formations of Lewes Nodular Chalk,

Seaford Chalk, Newhaven Chalk and Culver Chalk. Immediately north-west of the site 

superficial deposits of Lowestoft Formation sand and gravel are present, again overlying 

the bedrock chalk formations (BGS, 2016). On site the geology presented itself as mid 

greyish-orange silty-clay, of relatively loose compaction.

The site is positioned on a relatively high point in the landscape, near the 90m contour

(although the site itself is closer to 87m). The topography rises to over 110m over a 

gradual 1.8km slope to the south-west, whilst it gently falls away towards the 80m 

contour in all other directions.
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3. Archaeology and historical background

The site lies within a historic part of the village, immediately west of the medieval 

Hoggard’s Green (SNN 012 – Fig. 1), where Chapel Road, Church Road and Bury 

Road meet. This is likely to have been a focus of settlement, alongside the village

centre of Stanningfield itself where the church is situated, approximately 600m west of 

the site, with a Methodist chapel 520m to the east. According to the Suffolk Historic 

Environment Record (SHER), little in the way of archaeological intervention has taken 

place in the area previously, with an evaluation located c.145m to the south-east 

recording one post-medieval ditch (SNN 020). A Roman finds scatter (SNN 015) is 

recorded 320m to the south-west, with medieval and Early Bronze Age finds spots 

recorded in the fields immediately west of the site (SNN 017 and Misc.). The village is 

listed in the Domesday Book as having a population of 24 households, which is 

described as ‘quite large’ (Powell-Smith, 2016)

Surrounding the green, a series of four listed buildings are recorded. An open hall style 

house (Grade II listed, 15th century, reference 1229765), along with two further timber 

framed houses (both Grade II listed, 18th century, references 1229516 and 1278926) 

are located just to the south-east of Hoggard’s Green. A further timber framed cottage 

(Grade II listed, 18th century, reference 1230023) is recorded 105m to the north-east.

A full listing of the SHER records, building listings and landscape characterisation zones 

are included within the digital archive of the site. 
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4. Methodology

The trench was excavated using a machine equipped with a toothless bucket, with the

turf being removed first. All of the mechanical excavation was constantly monitored and 

directed by an experienced archaeologist. Topsoil and a sporadic layer of later post-

medieval soil were removed, exposing the superficial geological layers of the site. The

trench was repositioned from the original location suggested in the WSI in agreement 

with James Rolfe (SCCAS/CT). The trench measured 1.9m x 10m x up to 0.5m deep.

When the trench excavation was finished the soil profile was cleaned and then recorded 

via photography and measured sketches. No features were uncovered, although in 

places, amorphous shallow instances of a layer were observed immediately below the 

topsoil. Colour digital photographs were taken of the trench, its soil profile and the site in 

general. The site was planned from known Ordnance Survey points. A record of the 

trench was made on an SACIC pro forma trench sheet. No environmental samples were 

taken and no finds were recovered.

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

HER code SNN 033. An OASIS form has been completed for the project (reference no. 

suffolka1-255241 – Appendix 2) and a digital copy of the report submitted for inclusion 

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

greylit). The archive is currently located at SACIC’s office in Needham Market, but will 

be transferred to the main store of Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service at 

Bury St Edmunds, upon approval of the report.

5. Results

No archaeological cut features or finds were recorded during the evaluation works (Pls.

1 and 2). A dark brown topsoil layer (0.18m-0.24m thick) was recorded, containing 

occasional sherds of transfer printed blue and white pottery. This overlaid a very 

sporadic deposit of material that was up to 0.18m thick. This tended to be concentrated 

in lenses and thicker deposits towards the north-west edge of the trench, towards 

Church Road, and was made up of mid brownish-grey loose to cohesive silty-clay. It

contained common inclusions of chalk, ceramic building material flecks and very pale 

cream/yellow mortar flecks, along with occasional charcoal and coke-like fragments, but 



6

no finds. There were also loose lenses of grey mortar (possibly degraded concrete)

within it. In some places, fragments of evenly-fired thick unfrogged brick fragments were 

recorded (none were collected) within the topsoil and its horizon with the lower grey 

deposit. These were interpreted as post-medieval (the thickness suggesting c.18th 

century) and most likely derived from the demolition of the houses known to have been 

on the site from at least the 19th century. A sewer main was located in the north-west 

end of the trench.

Plate 1. Trench after excavation (facing north-west, 2m scale)
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Plate 2. Soil profile (facing north-east, 1m scale)

6. Discussion

Despite the position of the site close to the medieval green, a 15th century hall and 18th 

century houses, the evaluation did not record any archaeological feature cuts or finds,

or even direct evidence for the post-medieval houses known to have occupied the site.

The geological levels did not appear to have been disturbed and the absence of any 

domestic waste finds (e.g. animal bone, pottery sherds, etc.) would tend to indicate that 

the site is unlikely to have preserved archaeological deposits in the remainder of the 

development area. Of some interest was the grey layer, which appeared to contain 

some evidence of occupation (such as charcoal), but predominantly building demolition

material. This is likely to relate to the houses that formerly stood on the site, fronting 

onto Church Road.

7. Conclusions and recommendations for further work

No archaeological cut features or finds have been recorded during the evaluation and it 

is likely that no further archaeological works are required on the site, although the final 

decision rests with SCCAS Conservation Team.
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8. Archive deposition

The paper and digital archives are currently held at SACIC’s Needham Market office, 

but will be deposited within the SCCAS main archive upon approval of the report. 
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Suffolk Archaeology Community Interest Company is committed to ensuring the health, safety and welfare 
of its employees, and it will, so far as is reasonably practicable, establish procedures and systems 
necessary to implement this commitment and to comply with its statutory obligations on health and safety. 
Our Personnel are informed of their responsibilities to ensure they take all reasonable precautions, to 
ensure the safety, health and welfare of those that are likely to be affected by the acts and emissions of our 
organisations undertakings.  

Suffolk Archaeology Community Interest Company understands our duty to identify the significant hazards 
that may be created by our undertakings and to risk assess these accordingly to ensure that suitable and 
effective controls are implemented to minimise risk to a suitable level as far as is reasonably practicable. 

We also acknowledge our duty, so far as is reasonably practicable: 
To provide a safe working environment for our workforce, fulfil our statutory commitments and 
actively manage and supervise health and safety at work;  
To identify the risks associated with our business activities and ensure suitable and sufficient 
control measures are in place. 
Ensure regular consultation with our employees on matters which affect their health and Safety.  
To ensure that all plant and equipment used by our employees is fit for purpose and adequately 
maintained. 
To provide suitable storage and ensure safe handling of Hazardous substances.  
To ensure that all workers are competent to undertake their daily work activities by providing 
all relevant information and training, consideration will also be given to any employees who do 
not have English as a first language. 



To prevent accidents and cases of work related ill health by ensuring a robust reporting and 
investigation system is in place. 
To liaise and communicate effectively regarding health and safety matters when working on 
other persons premises. 
To ensure that there is an effective system of induction, training, communication and 
supervision to other persons visiting or working on our premises. 
To have access to competent advice, this will be provided by Agility UK (Training and 
Consultancy) Ltd. Who will assists us in the continuous improvement in our health and safety 
performance and management through regular review and revision of this policy; and to provide 
suitable resources required to make this policy and our Health and Safety arrangements 
effective. 
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