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PART ONE

I Canterbury City Sites
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1

Whitefriars
Alison Hicks and Mark Houliston

The final Whitefriars excavation which ran from 21
July to 19 December 2003 proved to be one of the
most exciting and impressive archaeological
investigations undertaken in the city so far. Although
it was slightly smaller than the main excavations of
the previous two phases at Whitefriars (St Georges’s
Street undertaken in 1999/2000, and Gravel Walk
undertaken in 2001 and 2002) the discoveries were
every bit as important. Furthermore, as the final piece
in the Whitefriars jigsaw it joined together these two
earlier excavations, and in doing so created an area
of total excavation that stretched all the way from
Watling Street to St George’s Street, one of the
largest single areas ever examined in any town in
Britain. Once the full analysis of all the results has
been undertaken a picture of the life and
development of the area of unparalleled clarity should
emerge. For the time being interim reports must
suffice. This report should be considered in
conjunction with those already published in
Canterbury’s Archaeology (Hicks and Houliston
2003a, 4–7; 2003b, 4–7; 2004, 4–7). All directions
given in this report relate to site north; grid north
equates to site north-west.
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Whitefriars
Outer Court, Archbishop’s Palace
Cathedral cloisters
No. 62 Burgate
Northgate Garage
Market Way
Simmonds Road

Machine-preparation of the site proved more
difficult and time-consuming than had been
envisaged. Numerous intrusions had to be removed,
including Second World War air-raid shelters and
1960s deposits associated with construction of
Riceman’s department store.

Roman
The earliest deposits encountered consisted of layers
of bleached, silty clay, similar to others observed
elsewhere in the Whitefriars area. It is assumed that
they represent the remains of a worked soil, an
interpretation that should become better understood
once the planned scientific examination of samples
taken from them is completed. In the south-western
corner of the site the soil was worked until the late
first or second century A.D., at which time it was
covered by a north to south aligned road (in reality
north-east to south-west).
A number of burials lay to the east of this road. The
most interesting of these were two baby inhumations
and a cremation burial located away from the road in
the southern part of the site, and a possible cremation,

Site location plan.

located alongside the road in the centre. The roadside
feature consisted of part of an amphora, with the in
situ remains of a piglet on one side and a small dog on
the other. The group had been placed directly above
the remains of a vertical pit, possibly one caused by
the removal of a very large, square-sided, post.
Unfortunately the interpretation of the amphora as a
cremation vessel could not be proven as it had been
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The amphora ‘burial’, under excavation looking
north.

later disturbed and its contents lost. However, both
the location of the group by the side of the road, and
the distinctive, and apparently structured, backfill of
the pit, point to the feature having had a function of
unusual significance.
Subsequently, a cobbled area was laid across
ground lying to the north of this burial. This, in turn,
appears to have been replaced by a number of timber
buildings. Evidence for these was found in the
southern part of the excavation, and at the junction
of the road and a perpendicularly laid side-street
located in the north. The best survival was in the
northern building, where an intact clay floor and a
sequence of two hearths were recovered. In the
southern area a gravel surface appears to have
separated the backs of the buildings from open
ground located further to the east. Generally these
buildings marked that edge of occupation in this part
of the Roman town. In one location the gravel surface
thickened and butted against the side of a partially
sunken, timber structure of unusual construction. The
function of this building is unknown.
A series of large pits, backfilled with the residues
of domestic waste, dominated the area located in
the north of the site, beyond the line of the sidestreet. Although it is not clear if these were
contemporary with the street, or earlier, land use in
this area was quite different to that located further
to the south. This difference continued into the next
phase of use, when cobbled surfaces and mortared
floors were laid across the pits, and large ragstone
blocks were laid between them and the edge of the
road. The evidence was reminiscent of the later
Roman sequence investigated on the adjacent St
George’s Street site, and suggests that structures
of a more substantial build were present in the area.
A very small area of a third insula was also
investigated. This was located on the other side of
the road in the extreme south-western corner of the
site. Here, wall footings located along the edge of
the road, and the remains of a tessellated floor
beyond that, testified to the presence of a masonry
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General working shot of the sunken room located south-east of the friary cloister.

building, evidently a continuation of the structure
identified along the northern edge of the Gravel Walk
excavation (Hicks and Houliston 2004, 5–6).
Late Roman activity was discovered in a number
of places across the site, particular interest being
focused on a structure that was built across the
western half of the road. Road surfaces that built up
against this structure dated to the last decades of
the fourth century or later. Intriguingly, following an
apparent gap, further surfaces were laid above these.
However, it is not yet possible to date these with
any degree of confidence. Dark soils containing only
Roman pottery survived above the final metallings
in the north and south-west.

Anglo-Saxon
The next phase of occupation was represented by
at least three sunken-floored structures built in the
Germanic style. One followed a trend already noted
during previous Whitefriars excavations, and was cut
into the surface of the Roman road; the other two
were located further to the east. The remains of a
sunken structure of probable tenth-century date were
also recovered. Rubbish pits provided further
evidence that occupation occurred in the area
throughout the Anglo-Saxon period.

One of the most impressive discoveries, datable
to the late Anglo-Saxon period, was a well, 6.5 m.
deep. It was excavated to its very bottom within a
terraced hole cut into the ground along the eastern
edge of the site. The lowest fills consisted of
waterlogged silts rich in environmental evidence
such as animal bone, shell and grain, while above
them was a large dump of wood, apparently the
remains of the structure’s wicker lining.

Medieval
Unlike the areas covered by the St George’s Street
and Gravel Walk sites, the excavated area appears
to have been largely unoccupied between the
eleventh and thirteenth centuries. Although
numerous rubbish pits were excavated, structural
activity was only exposed in the north-eastern corner.
Presumably this represents the rear of a property
that would have fronted St George’s Lane in the east.
In the northern part of the site, the excavation
uncovered further evidence for the layout of the friary
church. A part of the buttressed southern wall of
the nave was revealed, along with three column
bases from the southern aisle, and the side-walls of
the ‘walking space’. Walking spaces were a common
feature of friaries, and here provided access from

Human skeleton recovered from the eastern end of the nave of the friary church.
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The fully exposed cess tank. Looking south-west.

Plan of the Whitefriars excavations.

the outside world to the north, through the church,
and into the inner confines of the religious
establishment to the south. Occupation deposits in
the form of chalk bedding layers, perhaps originally
supporting a floor of tiles or stone, were uncovered
within the nave. These were cut by a number of
burials, presumably those of important local citizens
who would have worshiped in the church.
At a later date a central tower appears to have
been added at the junction of the nave and chancel.
The excavation uncovered the foundations of the
massive internal buttresses that would have been
required to support its weight and so prevent the
sides of the church from spreading outwards. Other
changes to the structure of the church, possibly
contemporary with the tower, included the addition
of buttresses and a supporting wall against the
southern wall of the nave.
To the south of the church lay the cloister,
represented by a number of surviving wall lines. That
to the east was constructed with an internal buttress,
suggesting that a two-storey structure stood above,
probably running over the line of the cloister walkway.
Within the central area of the cloister, three large
irregular pits were identified, all backfilled with
quantities of demolition debris. These are thought
to have been robber pits for tombs, often
comprehensively dismantled at the time of the
Dissolution in the hope of finding valuables buried
with the bodies. Those burials that did survive lay
within simple grave cuts and contained no evidence
of former ornamentation. They were located in the
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south-eastern corner of the cloister. One had been
partially removed by the insertion of a later length of
wall.
Nothing remained of the eastern range of the friary,
all having been comprehensively destroyed by the
construction of the former Riceman’s building.
However, portions of the southern range survived,
remarkably intact.
The most impressive room, aligned north–south,
and sunken, was located to the south of the southeastern corner of the cloister. Parts of it had
previously been uncovered during the Gravel Walk
excavations. The room originally had two fireplaces
(one later blocked) and was at some time internally
partitioned into a number of individual cells or rooms.
The internal partitioning suggests that the space

could have functioned as an infirmary room, or
possibly as guest quarters for friary visitors. Some
wonderful architectural details survived, including the
remains of three windows and the side of one of the
fireplaces. The walls were plastered, and in places
traces of red paint were still visible in places. Some
fascinating finds were recovered, including a papal
bulla of Nicholas V (A.D. 1447–1455).
To the east of this sunken structure lay an east–
west aligned room, also set into the ground, that
was probably used for storage. It is assumed that a
dormitory would have been located above it. A small
rectangular area, paved in stone slabs, located at
the eastern end of the room, probably relates to the
latrine (reredorter) associated with the dormitory.
The stone slabs had been laid to channel effluent
away to the east, where a finely constructed
subterranean vaulted cess-tank was positioned.
This structure was rectangular in plan and had been
cut approximately 4.50 m. into the ground. Its base
sloped away from the adjacent dormitory range, and
it appears to have operated in a similar way to a
modern septic tank, with solid material collecting
from the dormitory at one end, before decomposing
within it, and with liquid material draining off through
a hole in the far end. Its great volume helped to
prevent the need for frequent emptying. The lower
parts of the structure were still filled with residues
derived from its final uses. Apart from excellent
evidence for the diet of the friars, this included a
large collection of whole or partially-broken ceramic
vessels, one of the best groups of Dissolution period
pottery yet found in the city (see pp.51–55).
The northern and eastern sides of the cess-tank
were surrounded by a sequence of later pits, one of

Papal Bulla of Nicholas V recovered from the sunken room located south-east of the friary cloister.
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which was very large. As with the large pit located
further to the south and investigated during a
previous excavation, the original function of the
feature is unclear.
Evidence for the destruction of friary buildings
during the Dissolution and later was plentiful,
particularly within the two sunken rooms located in
the south. Here, careful consideration of the positions
of fallen worked-stones should provide valuable
information on the original superstructure.

2

Space does not allow us mention all the people
who have contributed to the success of the
Whitefriars project. Since we started our first
excavation and watching briefs back in 1999, several
hundred people have been employed as excavators
and finds processors, and many more have assisted
as volunteers. Much valuable assistance has also
come from Trust staff based at Broad Street, and
from individuals working for Canterbury City Council,
English Heritage, the professional team led by Land

Securities plc, and all the numerous contractors and
sub-contractors who have worked in the area.
However, particular thanks must go to those
dedicated individuals who have been with the project
from the start. These include Jacqui Lawrence, Jo
Gray and Adrian Murphy from the finds team, Neil
Chaney, whose excavating and archiving skills are
unsurpassed, and Phil Mayne, Rebecca Newhook
and Tracey Smith, our supervisors, without whom
success would have been impossible.

Outer Court, Archbishop’s Palace
Simon Pratt

Evaluation trenches in the Outer Court of the Archbishop’s Palace and
in the Cloisters of Canterbury Cathedral.

Outer Court of Archbishop’s Palace, Tr.5,
looking south.

In 2001 and 2003 evaluation trenches were cut
within the Outer Court of the medieval Archbishop’s
Palace (TR 1502 5803) on behalf of the King’s School
under the supervision of Alan Ward. Three trenches
(Nos 1–3) were cut in 2001 (Ward 2003a). Trench 2
was extended and two new trenches (Nos 4–5)
were cut in 2003.
Little is known of the area in the Anglo-Saxon
period but twenty-seven houses were destroyed in
the 1070s, when Archbishop Lanfranc extended the
cathedral precincts westwards to accommodate his
palace. The site lies near the huge Great Hall built c.
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1200–1220. The near-by Great Kitchen (built c.
1220–1228?) may have been the seat of a fire which
seriously damaged the hall and surrounds in 1543.
Reconstruction was begun by Archbishop Parker
(1559–1575): the western part of the kitchen was
rebuilt as a brewhouse but the eastern was not
redeveloped. By 1647 a small courtyard occupied
the latter area, bounded to the north by a small
garden. To the east, a long stone wall, twelve feet
high, separated the garden, courtyard and remains
of the kitchen from the bowling green which then
occupied most of the Outer Court. These general

arrangements persisted for over two centuries,
although outhouses and extensions developed west
of the wall and glasshouses to its east. Sometime
between 1878 and 1894 the Kent Fire Brigade
acquired the former brewhouse, using it as a station
into the 1920s. In 1889 part of the long wall was
demolished and the school built a fives court
extending into what had been the brewhouse yard.
In 1914 a classroom block replaced the glasshouses,
flanking wings being added in the 1960s.
Possible Roman soils were identified in Trenches
2, 4 and 5, associated with a charcoal-filled feature
in Trench 2. These were overlain by soils perhaps of
Anglo-Saxon date. Banded gravelly sequences in
Trench 2 and 4 may represent Lanfranc’s levelling or
earlier build-ups (and maybe a sunken-floored
building) capped by a Lanfranc surface. No banding
was seen in Trench 5, due perhaps to later
disturbance or to a cellared building sealed by a
possible Lanfranc clay floor. Two horizons in Trenches
1–5 dated to the twelfth century and another
possibly to the early thirteenth. Part of the Great
Kitchen’s east wall survived in Trench 5.
An overall horizon perhaps dating to the Dissolution
was probably contemporary with the surviving
footings of the long wall in Trench 5. A footing in
Trench 3 probably bounded the bowling green. A
massive nineteenth-century pit in Trench 5 may relate
to the fire station yard.
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Cathedral cloisters
Simon Pratt

The Dean and Chapter of Canterbury Cathedral are
seeking to improve disabled access to the cathedral
cloisters. Favoured options centre on the
northernmost of three doorways in the south-west
corner of the Great Cloister, just outside the
cathedral’s north-western door (TR 15043 57945).
In December 2003, documentary research by
Margaret Sparks and building recording by Rupert
Austin were augmented with a small evaluation
trench. Excavation was limited to Georgian and later
contexts but revealed significant earlier material.
A spread of mortared flints, perhaps a floor base,
was associated with a substantial north-east to southwest Roman wall. A dark loam sequence abutting
and partially over the wall was capped by a very light
metalling. A massive footing overlying the Roman wall
was almost certainly part of a north-western twin to
the hexagonal south-western tower of the late AngloSaxon cathedral (Blockley et al. 1997, 18–22, fig. 14).
Following a fire in 1067, the cathedral and much of
the priory were demolished by Lanfranc (Collinson et
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al. 1995, 33). His new cathedral was built (c. 1070–
1071) on a more southerly axis: the southern
ambulatory of the new cloister lay over the northern
aisle of the earlier cathedral. To the west he flanked
the cloister with the two-storeyed cellarer’s lodging
and novices’ school. At ground floor, the southern end
of this building (just south of the trench) was probably
separated off from the rest, forming a vestibule outside
the nave door, linking the Archbishop’s palace to the
north-west with the priory to the east. The razing of
the Anglo-Saxon footing appeared to be of one phase
with the foundation upon which the existing cloister
wall stands, largely to above upper floor-level.
However, an incomplete round-headed arch above the
central door appears more likely to be a relieving arch
contemporary with later medieval remodelling rather
than an original Norman feature. The southern
doorway, which opened onto stairs to the upper storey,
was of similar date.
Differing later medieval floor sequences in the
eastern and western parts of the trench suggested

that there may have been a light partition across it.
A possible bench foundation in front of the northern
doorway suggested that the latter was probably
inserted when Henry VIII briefly adopted the building
for royal apartments. A Tudor tile floor was found in
the western part of the trench and a mortar bedding
to the east. A plaster-faced brick wall along the
southern side of the trench was probably built under
the Commonwealth, when the putative medieval
partition may have been replaced. In the Georgian
period a Tudor door cill was removed and two steps
added to the earlier flight up to it, the sides of the
doorway rendered over, new gate hinges inserted
and the earlier floors overlain by dumping sealed by
a turf lawn. To the west, at least, the level was raised
by about 0.15–0.20 m. by the time an outhouse was
erected to the north of the trench, probably in 1896,
though the ground was later cut back down. In c.
1900 the outhouse wall was incorporated into a
garden shed for the new palace.

No. 62 Burgate
Richard Helm

During August 2003 a small-scale evaluation was
carried out in the rear garden of No. 62 Burgate (TR
15168 57709). Two trenches were excavated to the
top of significant archaeology. Archaeological
remains of probable early medieval date were
exposed at the base of Trench 1. These consisted of
a potential hearth sealed by a flint cobbled surface,
and overlain by a later occupation deposit. A complex
of intercutting pits containing pottery of medieval
date (c. 1050–1250) cut through this occupation
deposit, and a comparable series of pits exposed in
the base of Trench 2 were of a contemporary date.
Sealing the pits in both trenches was a thick deposit
of garden soil containing pottery dated to between
c. 1250 and 1350.
Segments of a substantial wall foundation
constructed of rammed gravel and clay cut through
the garden soils. It is probable that this wall, aligned
north-east to south-west, represented part of a
substantial medieval building fronting Burgate Lane,
the foundation trench measuring 1.3 m. wide by 1.02
m. deep. An internal clay floor was exposed on the
eastern side of this wall foundation in Trench 1, and
the remnants of a flint and chalk wall base, sealed
by a spread of chalk, flint and mortar demolition
rubble, were recorded in Trench 2. Both trenches
had a second horizon of garden soils, presumably
formed against the exterior face of the building, with
pottery dating to between 1475 and 1550.
The cutting of innumerable pits characterised the
later post-medieval archaeology in Trench 1. The
function of these pits was not ascertained, but they
clearly represented a concentration of activity either
for domestic rubbish disposal, horticultural digging
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or some industrial process. In Trench 2 a flint and
chalk wall, aligned east–west appeared to
demarcate a boundary between this area of pit
cutting and a potential new property to the north.
The remnants of a robbed-out wall and clay floor
represented a structure abutting against the northern
face of this boundary wall. Demolition debris

attributed to the dismantling of this structure was
dated to 1475 to 1550, with the boundary being
retained until c. 1650–1750 when garden soils were
formed over the partly dismantled boundary wall.
The present garden is enclosed by stone walls to
the south and west, formed of re-used medieval
masonry and capped by decorative brickwork,

The large medieval wall foundation at the south-eastern end of Trench 1 (left) and the remnants of its
overlying flint and chalk wall at the south-eastern end of Trench 2 (right), with the possible later boundary wall
in the foreground. Scales 1 m.

probably original to the founding of the property in c.
1725. Comparison of the present garden extents with
the First Edition Ordnance Survey map of 1874
demonstrated that the original garden had been
encroached upon following post-war redevelopment
of Canterbury Lane car park and along Burgate Lane.
Previous excavation within Burgate and Canterbury
Lane indicated that the area had well preserved and
stratified deposits surviving to depths of over 3 m.
below the modern ground surface level (Frere and
Stow 1983, 101–108). Residual pottery of Roman
date was recovered from both evaluation trenches
and it is highly likely that further significant
archaeological finds await discovery below. The work
was funded by Clague Architects.
Re-used medieval masonry in the garden walls.
Scale 2 m.

5

Northgate Garage
Richard Helm

An archaeological evaluation was undertaken
between 23 June and 30 July 2003 on land within
Northgate Garage, Northgate, Canterbury (TR 15296
58315). The work was commissioned by Northgate
Garage (Canterbury) Ltd to assess the archaeological
potential of the site prior to future redevelopment,
although no proposals for redevelopment have yet
been finalised. Five trenches were excavated,
encapsulating an area of 34.5 square metres, and
archaeological remains of significant potential were
exposed in all five trenches.
Prehistoric activity, represented by worked flint
scatters overlying the natural Head Brickearth, and
residual Late Bronze Age and Early Iron Age pottery,
had been previously recorded from Northgate during
excavation on the site of St Gregory’s Priory (Hicks
and Hicks 2001, 381). A single sherd of prehistoric
pottery was recovered from a soil horizon
immediately above the natural subsoil in Trench 4,
but no further evidence was identified.
The presence of Roman activity within the
Northgate area was confirmed in Trench 2 and Trench
5, and it is likely that further Roman features
associated with extra-mural activity exist within the
limits of the site. The Northgate road was a major
thoroughfare into Canterbury during the Roman
period and evidence for extra-mural Roman activity,
including quarry pits, refuse pits, and a boundary
ditch were excavated below St Gregory’s Priory
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Trench 2 general view, looking south-west. The
possible Roman soil extends beyond the 1 m. scale.

Trench 4 looking south-west with the wall
foundation located within the northern precinct of St
Gregory’s Priory in the foreground.

(Hicks and Hicks 2001, 381), whilst evidence for a
cremation burial was identified by Pilbrow between
St John’s Place and Northgate (Pilbrow 1871).
One sherd of Anglo-Saxon pottery was recovered
from Trench 1, indicating that Anglo-Saxon activity
identified during the excavation of the adjacent site
of St Gregory’s Priory, extended eastwards, perhaps
forming a ribbon development along the line of the
old Roman road towards the settlement at Fordwich
(Hicks and Hicks 2001, 381).
The present site of Northgate Garage is situated
within the former boundaries of the northern precinct

of St Gregory’s Priory. Evidence for medieval flint
gravel metalling was exposed in Trenches 1, 2 and
4, and this possibly represents an extensive
courtyard area. A gravel wall foundation, aligned
north-west to south-east potentially represented a
boundary wall separating this northern courtyard
from the main claustral complex to the south.
Evidence for two building structures was exposed
to the north of this courtyard. That identified in Trench
4 consisted of a gravel wall foundation and robbed
out chalk and flint wall, abutted to the north by an
internal mortar floor consolidation, to the south by

6

the flint gravel courtyard and to the west by external
garden soils. The building remains exposed in Trench
5 consisted of a chalk and flint dwarf wall, capped
by horizontally laid tiles, and abutted to the north by
internal clay flooring. It was uncertain whether the
building exposed in Trench 5 formed part of the priory
service buildings, or was part of later housing known
to have been built against the precinct boundary,
fronting Northgate.
No evidence for structural remains or courtyard
metalling was exposed in the northernmost trench,
Trench 3. Instead, a series of rubbish pits and a soil
horizon indicated the presence of gardens fronting
the precinct’s northern boundary, presumably
providing fresh produce to the priory kitchen.
Significantly, an absence of rubbish pits noted during
the excavations of the priory complex to the south
would suggest that waste disposal was restricted
to the service areas in the north.
Following the dissolution of St Gregory’s Priory in
1537, the precinct grounds were levelled and turned
over to gardens. This was confirmed in all five
trenches where a series of soil horizons overlay the
earlier medieval features. The use of the site as
gardens continued until the nineteenth century when
the entire area was reorganised, the present road
network laid out and new housing built. Following
war damage many of these buildings were
demolished and the area redeveloped between 1958
and 1961.
The Trust would like to thank the management and
staff at Northgate Garage (Canterbury) Ltd for their
collaboration during the archaeological works.

Market Way
Richard Helm

During December 2003 and February 2004
excavation took place on land at the former cattle
auction yard, Market Way (TR 1501 5885). The work
was undertaken at the invitation of David Wilson
Homes (Eastern) Limited who propose to redevelop
the site for residential housing. The site is located to
the north of Canterbury, off St Stephen’s Road, on
gently sloping ground between the River Stour to
the south-east and the foot of the Blean to the northwest. Despite some truncation by previous building
works associated with the construction and later
demolition of a cattle auction yard, the site proved

to have a rich archaeological potential, with surviving
features and deposits spanning the prehistoric,
Roman, Anglo-Saxon and post-medieval periods.
Market Way is already known for its large Roman
tile kiln and two pottery kilns, discovered during the
construction of the former cattle market and
approach road between 1953 and 1954 (Jenkins
1956). The kilns appear to have been active between
c. A.D. 130–140, and had gone out of use by the
late second or early third century, being left derelict
for some time before being levelled. Observations
of Roman tile had previously been noted during the

construction of an air raid shelter in the garden of a
property abutting the east side of Market Way, and
within the garden of Beverley House, fronting St
Stephen’s Road to the west (Jenkins 1956). More
recent work by the Trust had identified evidence of
Roman tile adjacent to Beverley House at No. 106
St Stephen’s Road (Richard Cross, pers. comm.),
confirming an emerging pattern of extensive extramural industrial activity focused between the
intersection of St Stephen’s Road and Market Way.
Excavation of the adjacent site at Market Way to
the east between 1998 and 1999 exposed further

Work in progress at Market Way and (far right) one of the Anglo-Saxon sunken floored buildings. Scale 1 m.
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Roman remains, including an enclosure ditch and
inhumation burial, but significantly no activity
contemporary with the industrial phase was
identified (Rady 2001). The burial was situated within
the enclosure and was contained within a wooden
coffin, furnished with two pottery vessels, and a large
fragment of brick laid beside the head. Both the
enclosure and burial were attributed to the early third
century and post-dated the active life of the kilns.
The greater number of features exposed were of
Anglo-Saxon date, including at least one sunkenfloored structure and a series of cess and refuse
pits. An enclosure, perhaps forming an animal pen,
was also dated to the Anglo-Saxon period, and along
with evidence of butchered animal bone, indicated
that animal husbandry had been active on this site
long before the foundation of the former cattle market
(Rady 2001).
The present work significantly enhanced our
understanding of past land-use and settlement at
Market Way. An assemblage of residual prehistoric
worked flint and pottery was recovered from the site,
comparable to material collected during the1998 and
1999 excavations (Rady 2001). Both assemblages
indicate the presence of Neolithic, Bronze Age and
late Iron Age activity within the area, and on-site
settlement was confirmed by the identification of a
pit containing Neolithic or Early Bronze Age pottery.
However, the largest concentration of features
exposed was of Roman date, a number of which
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could be directly equated with the adjacent tile kiln
(Jenkins 1956). These included two discrete areas
of intercutting quarry pits excavated through the
natural Head Brickearth, concentrated at the southeastern part of the site. The backfills of these quarry
pits included large quantities of waste tile and brick,
in addition to small quantities of pottery dated to
the mid first to early third century. The dating of this
backfill appears contemporary with the levelling of
the abandoned kilns, and it is certain that these
quarries represent at least one source of clay for the
production of tile.
Other Roman features included a series of
interconnected ditches extending across the site, and
adjoining the enclosure ditch excavated in 1998 and
1999. These provide our best evidence so far of a
Roman field system on the edge of Canterbury. Dating
of individual ditch segments indicate that the field
system might well have originated in the later Iron
Age, with pottery from the ditch backfills including
pre-conquest ‘Belgic’ wares. However, the field
system continued to be utilised immediately prior to
the tile production in the mid first century (evident by
one ditch segment being truncated by quarry pits and
another sealed by later tile and brick waste) and
following their abandonment and levelling by the early
third century. A number of elements suggest internal
subdivisions existed within the enclosed fields, in
addition to a possible track way, defined by two parallel
gullies, leading to the south-east.
A Roman inhumation burial was cut into the
terminal end of one of these internal subdivisions,
south-west of the track way. This inhumation, located
some 60 m. east of the burial excavated during 1998
and 1999, was of an adult male, aged between 30
and 40 years, laid out in an extended position with
arms crossed over the chest and wearing hob-nailed
boots. Unlike the previous burial no evidence for coffin
fittings were identified, the body being placed directly
into the shallow sub-rectangular grave cut, facing
south-south-east. However, an inscribed funerary
plaque was laid face down over the top of the skull.
This plaque forms the first complete Roman
inscription to be recovered from Canterbury. Only
fragments of three other inscribed plaques have been

The Anglo-Saxon wattle lined pit. Scale 1 m.

found until now, and the discovery at Market Way is
of national importance. There appears to be three
lines of text on the plaque, the first two of which
probably contain the name of the deceased. At
present these cannot be determined with accuracy.
The third line does contain part of the word
PIENTISSIME and probably part of the word VIXIT
meaning ‘he led a blameless life’. A more detailed
description of the inscription will be included in a
future report once conservation and specialist study
is complete. Considering the placing of this plaque,
it is probable that it had been re-used from an earlier
grave.
Whilst there is no formal Roman cemetery recorded
in this part of extra-mural Canterbury, evidence for
both inhumation and cremation burial along North
Lane suggests an ad hoc and dispersed pattern of
interment was being undertaken in this area. Such
burials would have been located alongside a known
Roman road running from St Dunstan’s Street along
North Lane (Rady 1996), possibly extending as far
as the present site, and continuing north-eastwards
on the same alignment to the Roman settlement
excavated at Shelford Farm, Broad Oak (Boden
2003). This road would originally have served both
the Market Way site, and other industrial units and
settlements along the northern side of the River
Stour.
Although very little material dating to the AngloSaxon period was recovered during the excavations,
the remnants of a nucleated settlement, formed of
a further six sunken-floored structures and a series
or refuse and cess pits, were represented. The
sunken-floored structures were all rectangular in
shape and varied between a short single-post
structure 2.3 m. long by 1.5 m. wide, to more typical
two-post structures, up to 3.09 m. long by 2.13 m.
wide, and a larger three-post structure, between 4.8
m. long by 2.19 m. wide. The distribution of these
structures, with regular spacing and parallel
alignments, indicated a planned settlement
morphology. The small quantity of pottery recovered
from these features, suggest occupation between
c. A.D. 700 to 850. Pottery from the 1998 and 1999
excavation also indicated a second phase of activity

The author with the funerary plaque.
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The Roman burial.

7

justification for arguments that this area formed part
of a larger trading settlement or wic, focused
between Canterbury and the seaport at Fordwich
(Sparks and Tatton-Brown 1987). In this respect, it
is plausible that the planned settlement at Market
Way formed part of the same large network of
settlement, located along the old Roman roads either
side of the Stour river.

Prior to excavation, a member of the public made
a chance find of a complete Roman narrow-necked
flask at the rear of 110 Wincheap (backing onto the
development site). The flask, in fine Upchurch-type
ware, was found lying on the ground surface and
had clearly been removed from its original position.
Despite this, it is a significant discovery and lends
support to the presence of a Roman cemetery in the
near vicinity.
During the evaluation two small trenches, 12.8 m.
and 3 m. long, were excavated. At the base of the
larger trench, at a depth of 2 m. below existing
ground surface was a layer of light brown silty clay
at least 0.5 m. thick. Within this deposit two
complete ceramic vessels were discovered. They
were positioned close together, one on its side the
other lying nearly upright against the first. One vessel
has been provisionally identified as a beaker of
probable Upchurch-type dated to the late second to
early third century date A.D. The other was a doublehandled vessel of an unusual form. Bone fragments
were found adjacent to the vessels; one tibia and
part of a shaft were identified as human. The remains
could not be sexed but measurements of the bones
suggested that they belonged to an 18 month old
baby. Two fragments of animal bone were also found
with the human remains. None of the bone was
articulated and was probably disturbed in antiquity.
The same light brown silty clay was recorded in the
base of the smaller trench, but was not excavated.
Sealing this deposit, in both trenches, was a
homogenous layer of dark grey silty loam 0.75 m
thick. Pottery sherds retrieved from this layer also
dated to the Roman period. Modern post-medieval
garden soils and rubble capped the Roman sequence.
The combined thickness of the Roman deposits, a
minimum of 1.25 m., is uncommonly deep for an

extra-mural location. It is suggested that they
represent deposits associated with a Roman
cemetery. It is possible that the human bone
represents an earlier phase of burial and the ceramic
vessels were associated with a later burial, so
accounting for the disturbed nature of the bone
remains.
The site is adjacent to a principal Roman road
linking the town to the fort of Portus Lemanis at
Lympne (Margary 1955, 35–6) and the above
discoveries probably form part of an extensive extramural cemetery, such as flanked several of the main
routes out of the town (Bennett 1984, 54–5).

An Anglo-Saxon belt tag found in one of the
sunken-floored buildings.

Simmonds Road
Grant Shand

During March 2003 a small-scale evaluation was
carried out on a small plot of land on the south side
of Simmonds Road, Wincheap (TR 1424 5708). The
evaluation was commissioned by Standen Builders
Limited and was in response to a proposal to erect
a small industrial unit on the site.
The eastern boundary of the site delineates the
Canterbury Area of Archaeological Importance and
lies within an area thought to be the site of a Roman
cemetery. The site is situated on gradual sloping
ground at a height of 9.89 m. O.D. on the north-west
edge of the River Stour flood plain. The natural
geology of the immediate area is River Alluvium over
River Gravels.
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between c. A.D. 850 and 1000. Whilst there is little
evidence to indicate the function of this settlement,
quantities of bone, charred plant remains and
shellfish recovered from the backfilled structures and
refuse pits point towards primarily domestic activity
within a mixed agricultural economy. However, small
quantities of metalworking waste, including iron slag
and hammer scale have also been recovered.
The only other known occurrence of extra-mural
Anglo-Saxon settlement is confined to the east of
Canterbury, within the area of St Martin’s Hill (Rady
1987; Sparey-Green 2003), Christ Church College
(Houliston 1999; Jarman 1997) and St Gregory’s
Priory (Hicks and Hicks 2001, 381). Elements of this
settlement have been seen as atypical, its foundation
associated with an early ‘royal vill’ and the monastic
institution at St Augustine’s Abbey (Sparks and
Tatton-Brown 1987), and excavation has exposed
considerable evidence for ironworking suggesting a
strong industrial focus, presumably under monastic
control as suggested by an early charter dated to
A.D. 689 (Houliston 1999). However, there is some

The Roman vessels recovered from Simmonds
Road. Scale in centimetres.
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Ford reservoir
Underdown Lane, Eddington
King’s Tree, Stodmarsh Road, Fordwich
Little Bursted Farm, Upper Hardres
A ruined brick barn, Ford, Hoath
Poldhurst Barn, Upper Harbledown

Ford reservoir
Jon Rady

Between 3 December 2003 and 23 January 2004, a
programme of topsoil stripping and subsequent
mapping was carried out on a site to the south of
Ford Lane, near Ford (TR 2017 6610 centred). The
work, commissioned by Babtie Group on behalf of
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Mid Kent Water plc, was in advance of the
construction of a new reservoir and an adjacent
temporary site compound and pipeline easement,
together covering an area of just over 2 hectares
(21, 600 m.2).

The site, situated a few hundred metres north of
Ford at an elevation of about 35 m. O.D., lies within
an area of open arable land and is of a relatively flat
aspect, although immediately to the south the land
dips sharply into a valley. The underlying geology is
mainly Head Gravel. The area is quite rich in
archaeological sites, with perhaps the most
important being the multi-period settlement near
Highstead (partly excavated by the Trust in the mid
1970s), which lies just over a kilometre to the east.
Apart from the probable course of the Canterbury to
Reculver Roman road, which is situated less than
100 m. to the east of the reservoir site, aerial
photographs show cropmarks, some delineating a
rectangular or ‘carded’ enclosure, immediately to the
west.
The first phase of works was followed by a period
of sample excavation, carried out between 2 and 19
February. This was of very limited scope in the site
compound area, which was not to be substantially
disturbed, but a more extensive programme was
conducted on the reservoir site. Over half of the site
compound area proved to have been previously
quarried, probably during the earlier twentieth century.
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Quarrying, particularly for gravel and to a lesser extent
sand, has been a common industrial feature of the
area; there is for example an extant but disused quarry
directly to the east of the site, as well as a quarry
since used for landfill some way to the west.
However, a number of significant features survived
in the southern and eastern parts of the site
compound area and the reservoir zone proved to
survive relatively intact. The shallowness of the
features here and the very flat nature of the
immediate terrain in relation to the generally
undulating nature of the local landscape however,
suggest a degree of past truncation, which may also
relate to quarrying activity.
The earliest features were of prehistoric, probably
Late Bronze or Early Iron Age date and consisted of
at least one heavily truncated urned cremation burial
(25) and possibly four others without pottery vessels,
all located on the eastern side of the site compound
area. A shallow subrectangular pit (170) on the
southern boundary of the reservoir site also yielded
a significant quantity of prehistoric flint-tempered
sherds, while a number of other scattered features,
including short lengths of shallow gullies, post-holes
and a pit (29) packed with burnt flint, although all
devoid of datable artefactual evidence, may also
relate to this period of activity.
Two ditches, partially excavated in the extreme
eastern corner of the site compound area yielded a
significant corpus of pottery sherds which firmly date
them both to the Roman period. One of the ditches
probably represents part of a rectangular enclosure,
known from a cropmark to the west, although the
full extent of both ditches was masked by deposits
of colluvium that had accumulated in a localized dip
in this part of the field.

9

Section through one of the Roman ditches. Scale 0.5 m.

Apart from a few modern agricultural disturbances,
the remaining features consisted of a complex system
of near parallel or perpendicularly aligned ditches. The
fills of these, although extensively sampled, proved
to be virtually sterile, but a small quantity of peg tile
and a few sherds of later medieval pottery were
recovered. A further clue to the date and function of
these features is supplied by the disposition of one of
the main north–south ditches, which precisely aligns
with an extant field boundary to the north of Ford Lane.
This suggests that the features represent a fragment
of a late medieval or early post-medieval field system
comprising ditched boundaries, which had

Underdown Lane, Eddington
Crispin Jarman

Careful machine excavation revealing Iron Age Round house 1 (bottom centre).
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disappeared from the landscape by the mid nineteenth
century, as none of the individual fields is shown on
the First Edition Ordnance Survey.
Although the project failed to uncover any extensive
or well-preserved settlement evidence, the
prehistoric remains, particularly the cremation
burials, are strong indicators of an occupation site
and it is quite possible that a prehistoric settlement
once existed within the site boundaries but has been
largely removed by quarrying. Further, the Roman
evidence clearly indicates that a potentially important
enclosed Roman site survives to the immediate west.

During October 2003 two areas were stripped on land
adjacent to the old Thanet Way at Eddington, on the
outskirts of Herne Bay (TR 1777 6966). The work was
conducted in advance of construction of thirty houses
by O’Brien Homes Ltd., who funded the work.
The site was first investigated in December 1999,
when evaluation trenching revealed Early to Middle
Iron Age activity to the north of the area and medieval
activity in its south-west corner. The areas stripped
in 2003 were located to investigate these apparent
concentrations. The exposed surface of natural
subsoil (weathered London Clay) revealed a
considerable density of features of Early to Middle
Iron Age date and confirmed the concentration of
medieval deposits. Most notable among the features
was the presence of four penannular gullies thought
likely to represent round-houses.
In view of the scarcity of Early to Middle Iron Age
sites in Kent and the rarity of round houses of that
period, it was clear that the site merited further
investigation. As a result a programme of work was
agreed with the developer, and full excavation of the
two trenches commenced in November and continued
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through till March 2004. An intensive watching brief
was then maintained during groundworks.
Although the project is ongoing and stratigraphic
analysis of the results has not been undertaken at
the time of writing, some broad conclusions and
interim phasing can be suggested.

The Early to Middle Iron Age
The evidence suggests that the area of investigation
lies within a larger area of Early to Middle Iron Age
settlement.
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Activity of this period was characterised by a
number of linear and curvilinear ditches running
across the site, interspersed with pits and post-holes
in varying concentrations. Penannular gullies
indicated the position of four probable round houses
with several further segments suggesting another
four. A single suspected cremation burial was also
excavated.
A large boundary ditch to the north of the site (Ditch
1), thought to be one of the earliest features,
appeared to enclose a circular or subcircular area
(Enclosure 1), about 40 m. across. The flat-based

ditch, which had been recut on at least one occasion,
was over 1.5 m. deep and over 3 m. wide. A
causeway at least 10 m. wide gave access to the
enclosure from the south-east. To the south of the
causeway was an out-turned squared terminal.
The feature pattern within Enclosure 1 remains to
be studied, so at present it is difficult to determine
the enclosure’s function. Those features that have
been recorded do not appear to be directly related
to each other. Notable perhaps is the presence of a
shallow curving gully possibly representing a hut
(?Round-house 7) not more than 3 m. in diameter,
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Round house 3 after excavation, looking east. Scale 2 m.

situated close to the projected north-west edge of
the enclosure.
Round-house 1 was located about 5 m. south of
Enclosure 1. A penannular gully, c. 0.40 m. wide,
forming an irregular circle some 7–8 m. in diameter,
was all that remained of the structure. A 1.6 m. wide
break in the gully on its northern side, overlooking
Enclosure 1, possibly represented an entrance. That
the round-house and enclosure were
contemporaneous is suggested by a gully (Ditch 2)
commencing just south of the causeway and forming
a roughly concentric boundary 3–5 m. outside the
enclosure. It appeared to deflect northwards to curve
around the north side of Round-house 1, equidistant
between it and the ditch.
Round-houses 2–4 were grouped 35–40 m. southwest of Round-house 1. Round-house 3 was the
smallest of the three structures, with a diameter of
8–9 m.; Round-houses 2 and 4 were between 10
and 12 m. in diameter. The gullies varied in depth
and profile, ranging from a shallow rounded scoop,
less than 0.01 m. deep and 0.20 m. across, to a
deep irregular ‘V’shape, over 0.40 m. deep and 0.40
m. across. Entrance ways 1 m. wide punctuated the
gullies of Round-houses 2 and 3, facing south and
north-west respectively. No structural elements,
such as post-holes, floors or hearths were observed
within the enclosed areas, nor was there any
indication of post settings within the gullies
themselves.
Two short sections of curving gully observed within
Round-house 4 possibly represented less well
preserved round-houses (?Round-houses 5 and 6).
The gully of ?Round-house 5 clearly predated that of
Round-house 4 and it is tempting to suggest that
the two smaller structures represent an earlier phase
of occupation.
A further possible round-house (?Round-house 8)
lay 25 m. east of the entrance to Enclosure 1. This
structure lay partially outside the watching brief area.
A curving gully extended in a semi-circle from the
limit of excavation before coming to an out-turned
terminus. Two small possible post-holes observed
on the alignment of the gully may suggest a south-
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east facing porch or opening. The structure’s
diameter was 5–6 m. and its entrance 3 m. wide.
Midway between ?Round-house 8 and Enclosure
1 was a curving ditch (Ditch 11), extending from the
north edge of site. The observed extent suggested
it to be penannular, about 10 m. in diameter, with a
north-west facing causeway over 2.5 m. wide. That
this was not a round house is suggested by the size
of the ditch, 1.2–1.6 m. wide and over 0.60 m. deep.
The purpose of this feature is not clear, but pits lying
within it may indicate a small square or rectangular
structure within an enclosure.
Also revealed on the site was a series of linear
and curvilinear ditches. The relationship of these to
Enclosure 1 and to the round houses is ambiguous.
However, two ditches clearly post-dated the round
houses (Ditches 8 and 15) and one (Ditch 10) postdated the ditch of Enclosure 1 and from this some
phasing by association can be achieved. Functionally
the ditches can be suggested to form enclosures
and/or field boundaries.
Concentric interrupted ditches (Ditches 4 and 5),
forming a rough arc, appear to enclose an area
(?Enclosure 2), to the south-west of Enclosure 1.
Only the south and south-east part of the enclosure
was identified with its ditches terminating just south
of Enclosure 1, possibly indicating that it formed a
later, externally accessed annexe.
Parallel linear ditches (Ditches 6 and 7) extended
from a pit complex on the edge of Enclosure 1 on a
south-west alignment, cutting across Ditches 4 and
5, indicating Enclosure 2 had gone out of use. Two
further ditches (Ditches 12 and 13) extended from
the same complex, roughly perpendicular to Ditches
6 and 7, on a north-west alignment. These four
ditches may form a double-ditched enclosure
(?Enclosure 3), extending west of the site limits.
Perpendicular to the south-west observed extent
of Ditch 7 and separated from it by a 3.5 m. wide
causeway, was a south-east aligned ditch (Ditch 8)
which cut across Round-house 3. The spatial
relationship suggests this to be contemporary with
the ditches forming ?Enclosure 3 and that they postdated at least this building.

Parallel to, and 58 m. north-east of, Ditch 8, was a
similarly sized ditch (Ditch 10). The ditch extended
across the north-east corner of the site, cut into the
backfilled terminal of the Enclosure 1 ditch and then
followed the curve of the enclosure ditch as far as
the north-east corner of ?Enclosure 3. From this point
its alignment is unclear, but it may have continued
as Ditch 12. The re-use of the alignment of the
curving ditch of Enclosure 1 strongly suggests that,
while the ditch itself was no longer maintained, the
space delineated by it, and its function, remained.
An L-shaped ditch (Ditch 15), 1–1.5 m. wide and
over 0.60 m. deep, formed the north-east corner of
an enclosure (Enclosure 4) extending south and west
of the site. The enclosure lay 10–15 m. south of Ditch
8, on a different alignment, and post-dated Roundhouse 2.
A suspected cremation lay 20 m. south of the
causeway into Enclosure 1 and 20 m. east of Roundhouse 1. It appears to have been an isolated burial
and was not accompanied by any grave goods or
incidental finds. The calcined bone has not yet been
studied, and its date and whether indeed it is a
human burial, has yet to be determined.
Scattered amongst these ditches and round houses
were many small post-holes. None of these form
obvious structures, fence lines or other discernable
patterns, though clearly some are related. Pits of
varying size and shape were also scattered across
the site. Again it is not easy to determine any pattern
to these and the functions are generally ambiguous.
Few of the features appear to represent rubbish pits
or cess pits, most waste probably going onto
middens or directly onto the fields.

The medieval period
Medieval features were separated from those of
Early to Middle Iron Age date by a layer of hill-wash
up to 0.40 m. thick. Activity was largely confined to
the south-west corner of the site, delimited to the
north by two parallel gullies. Although several
features of medieval date were scattered across the
rest of the site these were isolated and were not
investigated.
The gullies marking the limit of occupation
extended from the west edge of excavation on a
broadly south-east alignment for c. 40 m. before
either terminating or becoming untraceable. South
of the gullies was a complex sequence of interleaved
deposits and pits more akin to urban stratification,
consisting of dumped occupation material, domestic
waste and subsoil. Time and budgetary constraints
meant that this horizon was removed by machine,
leaving only a handful of rubbish pits cutting the
natural London Clay to be excavated by hand. Three
short sections of ditch were observed extending for
7–10 m. from the west section, south of the two
parallel gullies.
Medieval activity seems to represent the northern
extent of a farmstead or settlement located beyond
the area of investigation. The pottery retrieved from
the excavated pits dated to the later thirteenth and
fourteenth century.
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King’s Tree, Stodmarsh Road, Fordwich
Christopher Sparey-Green

Excavation during January 2004, following
evaluation in December 2003, was carried out in
advance of the building of extensions to a bungalow
in Stodmarsh Road, Fordwich (TR 1860 5897). The
work involved the clearing of two areas, A and B,
on the south-east and north-west sides of the more
easterly end of the existing bungalow. The area to
the north had previously yielded traces of an
enclosure and occupation remains of the first
century A.D. while one early Roman cremation
burial accompanied by two vessels was found on
the present site close to Area B (Jenkins 1975).
The site lies on a ridge of the Woolwich Beds, 1
km. south-east of Fordwich.
Area A, south-east of the building, extended over
an area of approximately 25 square metres and
revealed two main periods of activity. The earliest
features were two narrow, parallel ditches on a northwest to south-east alignment, one terminating within
the trench the other, on its northern side, continuing
into Area B, 8 m. to the north-west. The soils and
gravel fill of both contained pottery of ‘Belgic’ type
dating to the conquest period.
Seven further features were identified, all small
irregular scoops probably representing cremation
burials of Roman date. They lay across the line of
the two ditches, with two graves cutting into the
ditch fills.

Three of the features contained cremated bone.
One of these produced four pottery vessels: a pinkbuff Canterbury sandyware ‘pulley-rim’ flagon, a
South Gaulish samian Drag. 27 cup, a small globular
beaker and a probable flask (rim and neck missing),
both in fine, reduced Upchurch-type ware. Another
contained a complete plain, carinated cup of a type
which is usually, but not exclusively, dated to the
first half of the first century A.D. The third feature
containing cremated bone did not produce any
associated grave goods.
The four remaining features did not produce
cremated bone, but have been interpreted as
cremation burials because of their size and the
fragments of pottery vessels retrieved from them.
All had been disturbed and truncated by later
activity. One contained the neck of a jug set inverted
in the ground, part of a vessel of late first- to mid
second-century date. Another contained a single
fragment of a central Gaulish Drag. 19–31 bowl
probably of Hadrianic to early Antonine date, the
remains perhaps of a later, mid second-century
burial. Two other features contained sherds of
pottery which may have derived from disturbed
pottery grave goods of the late first or second
century.
Among the unstratified pottery retrieved from the
site, perhaps the most noteworthy item was a sherd

of a vessel of south Italian (Campanian) origin; it
probably represents a wine amphora of Dressel 2-4
type and is likely, therefore, to be of first-century date.
Area B on the north-west of the house was
approximately 10 square metres in extent. The only
feature was the truncated remains of one ditch,
which continued the line of one of the ditches in
Area A westward. The rest of the area was disturbed
by a recent gravel quarry.
The form of the burials and the range of pottery is
consistent with the nature of the previous finds and
typical of cremation burials of the late first century
or second century A.D. in rural Kent. As Jenkins had
postulated from his excavation of a hut site, ditches
and other occupation remains, the focus of
settlement would seem to be on the ridge to the
north, in the area of the quarries, now the site of
playing fields. The present area of King’s Tree would
then have lain beyond the eastern limits of the
settlement, the land perhaps occupied in the Late
Iron Age or Early Roman period by ditched
enclosures, one of which was given over to use as a
burial place.
The work was commissioned by the owner, Mr P.
Rigden, to whom grateful thanks are due. Andrew
Savage of the Trust has both kindly identified the
pottery and photographed some of the best pieces.

Some of the early Roman pottery recovered from the site.
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Westwood Cross, Broadstairs
Bradstow School, Broadstairs
Ringlemere Farm, Woodnesborough
The Butchery, Sandwich
Other recent work in Sandwich
Oak Street, Deal
St James the Great Church, Staple
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Old Park, Whitfield
Coombe House, Shepherdswell
St Mary’s Church, Chilham
St Michael and All Angels Church, Kingsnorth
Cheeseman’s Green, near Ashford
Millbank Place, Ashford
Bredgar Primary School

D
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Ozengell Barn, Ozengell Grange, Ramsgate
The Black House, Lower Rainham
Eastgate House, Rochester
Manor Barn, Frindsbury
The Old Parsonage, Rolvenden

Westwood Cross, Broadstairs
Adrian Gollop

An archaeological excavation was undertaken during
the winter of 2003–4 at Westwood Cross, between
Haine Road and Margate Road, Broadstairs (TR 3630
6760). The work was commissioned by Tweeds
Project Management acting on behalf of their clients
Carillion Richardson Partnership Limited. The site was
until recently occupied by the Isle of Thanet Joint
Isolation Hospital (Haine Hospital), an ambulance
station, a plant nursery, an area of waste ground
(part of which includes an infilled railway cutting)
and a number of domestic dwellings.
The excavation followed evaluation of the site when
excavation of some sixty-eight trial trenches revealed
the traces of settlement and land division dating to
the Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age periods (Diack
2003). The principal discovery of the recent
excavation was a Bronze Age enclosure and field
system. The field system appeared to have been
established before the enclosure, which was dated
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to the Mid to Late Bronze Age (c. 1500–900 B.C.).
The field system was represented by a series of
ditches or gullies. None of the features contained
any dating evidence, but at least two of the ditches
appeared to be direct precursors of the more
substantial ditches belonging to the later enclosure.
The remainder appeared to represent a rectilinear
field system, aligned roughly north-west to southeast. To the north of this a 57 m. length of droveway was traced on the same alignment.
The later enclosure consisted of four lengths of
ditch forming an inverted D-shape and enclosing an
area of approximately 50 m. x 40 m., though it is
unknown how far the enclosure extended beyond
the limits of the excavation. All of the ditches were
between 1.90 and 2.10 m. wide and 1.10–1.20 m.
deep with steep sides and flat bases. An oval ‘pit’
which appeared to interrupt the space between the
two southernmost ditches, was also 1.20 m. deep

with a flat base. The lower fills of the ditches and
the pit contained large dumps of mussel shell. Higher
fills contained quantities of chalk, suggesting that
the upcast from the excavation of the ditches had
formed a bank which had later been backfilled into
the ditch. Two small pits, one of which may have

Excavation in progress: one of the enclosure
ditches.
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The early medieval quarry pit.

been the remains of a ploughed-out cremation burial,
were attributed to the Bronze Age, but other than
these, no further Bronze Age features were identified.
As no internal features survived, the function of
the enclosure remains unclear, but the presence of
quantities of mussel shell, animal bone and pottery
within the ditches would seem to represent waste
from a settlement site. The substantial size and
depths of the ditches suggests a defensive purpose
which suggests a significant change in land use
from the earlier, unenclosed field system. The bulk
of the pottery retrieved from the enclosure can be
dated to the Middle Bronze Age c. 1500–1000 B.C.
Several sherds were decorated with stamped dotand-ring patterning, similar to that found on the
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‘Birchington Hoard’ bowl, found in 1904 and dated
to the Middle Bronze Age (c. 1300–1100 B.C.). It
is possibly a copy of a continental style or an import
(Macpherson-Grant 1992).
Five features have been provisionally attributed to
the Iron Age on the basis of the pottery retrieved from
them, though the pottery type might represent a
variation in locally produced Mid to Late Bronze Age
wares. Three of the features were excavated at the
extreme east side of Area A. These were a gully
(possibly a continuation of the Bronze Age droveway),
a small pit (possibly another ploughed out cremation
pit) and an amorphous-shaped shallow pit which
might represent a sunken-floored building. In Area D
two pits were excavated of uniform shape and size,

both containing pottery, animal bone and cess-like
deposits, all suggestive of settlement nearby.
Beyond the prehistoric period there was scant
evidence for use of the site until recent times.
Romano-British activity was limited to the presence
of three fragments of tile, all of which were
unstratified; no cut archaeological features of this
date were identified. The upper fill of a large quarry
pit contained early medieval pottery of late eleventhand early twelfth-century date. A second larger
quarry pit contained no finds, but the nature of its fill
suggested that the two pits were contemporary.
The author wishes to thank all those who assisted
with the excavation, especially the digging team who
once again worked through winter conditions.

Bradstow School, Broadstairs
Mick Diack

The possible barrow ditch located in Trench 1,
looking south-west.
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Work in progress.

An evaluation was conducted at Bradstow School
(formerly known as Valetta House), 34 Dumpton Park
Road, Broadstairs (TR 3949 6710) between 6–9 May
2003. The work was carried out on behalf of
Frankham Consultancy Group Limited as part of a
planning application for a new building annex and
car parking area, in accordance with a specification
prepared by Kent County Council.
Previous archaeological excavation has been carried
within the grounds of Bradstow School on two separate
occasions. Topsoil stripping during the construction of
a private driveway in 1910 revealed between nineteen
to twenty-one inhumation burials which were excavated
and recorded by Howard Hurd (Hurd 1913). It has not
proved possible to locate a copy of Hurd’s report, and
indeed Audrey Meaney stated in 1964 that it was
almost unobtainable then (Meaney 1964). It is however,
known that two of the burials were crouched and
probably of Bronze Age date (Richardson forthcoming).
After crop marks were noted on the playing field next
to the driveway, an excavation was carried out in the
summer of 1911. This revealed a pair of concentric
circular ditches, representing the remains of a ploughed
out Bronze Age barrow. Associated with this were nine

prehistoric inhumation burials and nine Anglo-Saxon
inhumation burials.
Further archaeological investigation of the site was
carried out by a team from the British Museum,
directed by Mrs Leslie Webster between 1970 and
1974. An interim report on the excavation was
published (Webster and Cherry 1972), but the full
findings remain unpublished. Despite a number of
other sources referring to the 1970–74 excavations,
it is difficult to establish a full understanding of the
site. The exact number of Anglo-Saxon burials is
unclear. Härke states that there were 113 burials in
102 graves, twenty-four of which had associated
weapons (Härke 1992, 252). Richardson suggests
that there was a minimum of 135 graves with 119
being recorded (Richardson forthcoming). Other
reports are of an interim nature and give a variety of
different numbers of burials (Webster and Cherry
1972, 56; Birch et al. 1987, 44–45).
In 1999 Elizabeth O’Brien published a copy of
Webster’s site plan and it has proved possible to
approximately locate this on the Ordnance Survey grid.
She also published details of some of the burials and
suggested that two of the prehistoric crouched burials
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were in fact of an Iron Age date (O’Brien 1999). She
further states that two of the Anglo-Saxon
inhumations were enclosed within penannular ditches
and that the open spaces around three further graves
could suggest the presence of barrow mounds above
them. Several of the graves seen on the plan appear
to have had internal structural features consisting of
sockets and ledges of the sort identified at St Peters
Anglo-Saxon cemetery in Broadstairs (TR 375 693);
indeed Hogarth comments on the excavations at
Bradstow School/Valetta House in an article on
structural features in Anglo-Saxon graves (Hogarth
1974). One of the graves held a coffin containing a
juvenile of 12–15 years complete with a sword, two
spears, a shield, a copper alloy bowl, a wooden bowl
and a Frankish gold tremissis dated to the second half
of the sixth century.
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Two areas were investigated during the recent
evaluation. In the first, five trenches were cut within
the footprint of the proposed building annex,
immediately east of the existing buildings, and in the
other area two trenches were cut near the entrance
of the proposed car park, due south of the existing
buildings, in an area currently utilized as playing fields.
In Trench 1, the north-western edge of an extensive
cut feature was revealed, at least 1.70 m. deep,
filled with loose silt devoid of any finds or organic
material. This may represent the north-western edge
of a barrow ditch, the southern part of which was
revealed in Webster’s excavations in the 1970s.
However, the alignment of the feature does not fit
particularly well with Webster’s site plan, and an
alternative interpretation is that it is the edge of a
quarry pit.

Two shallow features noted in Trenches 3 and 5
appear to represent two parts of the same linear
feature which contained small quantities of
modern material (coal, fuel ash, etc) and so of an
eighteenth- to twentieth-century date. No

The northern grave in Trench 7. Scale 0.5 m.
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archaeological features were noted in Trenches 2
or 4.
Though no cut features were observed within
trench 6, shallow silty patches above the natural
chalk seem suggestive of plough marks. If this
interpretation is correct, this would account for the
erosion of the Bronze Age barrow mounds and
therefore have an implication for any Anglo-Saxon
graves with above ground structural elements.

13

appeared to be the case with the excavated grave
here). Additionally, the two graves were physically
in close proximity to the graves noted by Webster.
Thus, though only dated by inference, it seems likely
that these inhumations are Anglo-Saxon and
probably of a seventh-century date. Due to the large
number of burials previously observed, it is probable
that there are further Anglo-Saxon burials in this area.

Ringlemere Farm, Woodnesborough
Keith Parfitt and Barry Corke

Working in conjunction with the British Museum,
the Trust undertook another season of excavation
at Ringlemere (TR 2939 5698), the Bronze Age gold
cup site (Parfitt 2003a, 34–5; 2004a, 28–9). A
fourth area (Trench 4) was examined in the autumn
of 2003, with some further important and surprising
results.
A series of post-barrow features was located and
examined. Casual Anglo-Saxon metalwork finds
discovered on the site had suggested some sort of
activity in the immediate area from the outset of the

Outline plan of barrow showing entrance causeway.
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Trench 7 contained two inhumation burials,
although only one was excavated. No grave goods
were noted, though the eroded shanks of the left
and right femurs were found. The bone was reburied
within the grave. The alignment of both these graves
matched the majority of the Anglo-Saxon burials
noted by Webster. Furthermore, the plan published
by O’Brien shows that the heads of the skeletons
were located at the western end of the graves (as

fieldwork and the recovery in 2002 of a complete
sixth-century pottery vessel set into the outer barrow
mound further raised expectations. Nevertheless, the
discovery in Trench 4 of a classic Anglo-Saxon sunken
hut cut into the north-western side of the mound,
not far from the find-spot of the pot, was completely
unexpected.
Probably in-filled during the seventh century, and
cut by a later gully, the hut-pit presently appears as
an isolated feature but must alert us to the possibility
of a more extensive settlement site here. On

topographical grounds, such a settlement might well
be found sheltering in the bottom of the valley,
adjacent to the Durlock stream, presumably always
a reliable source of fresh running water.
Work on the structure of the barrow itself showed
that the enclosing ditch was broken by an original
causeway on the north side, raising the possibility
that the site represents something rather more
complex than simply a large round barrow. As
previously found, the make-up of the mound
contained significant quantities of residual prehistoric

Plan of post-barrow features.
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pottery and flintwork. This material is largely derived
from a late Neolithic occupation site, clear evidence
of which was preserved below the base of the
mound. The Neolithic settlement is represented by
a series of pits and hollows cut into the pre-barrow
land-surface. These have produced large amounts
of struck flint, calcined flint and Grooved Ware
pottery. Charcoal recovered from one of the pits gave
a radiocarbon date of 2890–2600 Cal BC (2 sigma;
Beta 183862).

14

Anglo-Saxon sunken hut discovered cut into the side
of the Bronze Age barrow at Ringlemere Farm.

The Butchery, Sandwich
John Willson

In connection with proposals to redevelop a piece
of land at No. 6 The Butchery, Sandwich (TR 3304
1589), the Trust was commissioned to excavate
three small evaluation trenches (A, B, and C) on the
site in October 2003, the work being carried out by
Alan Ward and Andrew Linklater (Ward 2003b). This
work revealed evidence for at least two medieval
structures on the site.
The earliest deposit recorded was situated in
Trench C. This consisted of clean olive-green sand
which possibly represents the top of the underlying
natural Thanet Beds, which was otherwise not
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Geophysical surveys of adjacent areas have
indicated that the main mound at Ringlemere was
the focal point of a more extensive group of prehistoric
ceremonial circles, now largely invisible on the surface
due to centuries of plough erosion. More work is
planned on this important east Kent site.

exposed. The top of the sand was overlaid by a layer
of fine grey silty loam which contained early medieval
pottery sherds datable to the period c. A.D. 1170–
1300 and clearly represents early activity on the site.
This early deposit was subsequently covered by a
thin compacted layer of clay loam, containing
pebbles, peg-tile fragments and mortar lumps, laid
as bedding for a thin clay floor, most probably the
earthen floor of a domestic timber building of
unknown extent. A small rectangular area of
scorching on the floor may indicate the position of a
possible hearth; two related post-holes were located

towards the east end of the trench. Later, two pits
were cut through the floor; these contained pottery
of c. A.D. 1750–1825. This clearly indicated that the
timber building had fallen out of use and perhaps
had been demolished by this time, if not earlier. All
later deposits above the clay floor and pits were of
a disturbed nature and appear to have been
cultivated garden soils of the late eighteenth and
nineteenth century. Some time later a small lean-to
extension was added to a building to the north which
encroached upon the site slightly.
In Trench A, a series of clay floors, areas of
scorching, occupation deposits and a probable
timber beam-slot were revealed indicating a more
complex sequence of occupation and structures. It
is not clear, however, whether these discoveries
represent the same or yet another building to that
revealed in Trench C, some 7 m. away to the north.
Here the earliest deposit revealed was a beaten earth
floor of early medieval date. The compacted soil
showed evidence of burning and contained
fragments of iron scaling that may suggest that
metalworking activities were taking place on site.
This early beaten floor was overlain by laminated
thin occupation soil layers and at least two further
clay floors containing pottery of c. A.D. 1175–1250.
One of the vessels was an imported jug from Rouen
or Orleans. These floors and occupation deposits ran
beyond the excavation limits towards the modern
road frontage, so no evidence was recovered relating
to wall arrangements.
Sometime later, perhaps during the early
eighteenth century, the medieval building appears
to have been demolished and a new timber structure
erected on the site. Some of the earlier floors and
occupation deposits were removed down to one of
the earlier floor levels, a shallow, narrow north–south
aligned timber beam-slot cut on the western
frontage and a thin bedding of re-used demolition
debris laid across the area as a base for a new clay
floor, the western edge of which was clearly seen
to respect the beam-slot. The floor was sealed by a
thin occupation soil layer suggesting limited use. As
recorded in Trench C, all deposits above this level
were disturbed, again appearing to have been
cultivated garden soils of the eighteenth century and
later. Trench B had similar deposits to those in Trench
A. During the late nineteenth or early twentieth
century a small lean-to structure was added to the
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property to the east which again encroached partially
onto the site. Both this lean-to and the northern one
were demolished fairly recently.
The Butchery is presumed to have been one of the
earliest roads in Sandwich, established in the AngloSaxon period, perhaps as early as the late sixth or
early seventh century A.D. The early road layout is
suggested by the curved sweep of the adjacent street
pattern in clear contrast to the later Norman expansion
of the town evidenced by a more regular rectangular
grid pattern. Strangely, despite good documentary
evidence for the Anglo-Saxon settlement of Sandwich,
the many small archaeological investigations carried
out over recent years by various bodies have failed to
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the north of the site. Set within the boundary wall
on the north side of the site is a plaque reading: The
wall from this angle (22?) feet eastwards belongs to
St Bartholomew’s Hospital 178… The plaque
appears to give notice to owners of the site under
investigation that the wall was not theirs to alter or
demolish and its presence indicates that there was
no standing building on the plot in the 1780s. The
site is still shown as open ground on the Second
Edition Ordnance Survey of 1896. Why this plot
remained open whilst surrounded by later medieval
and post-medieval buildings, with spare land within
the town being in short supply, is unclear.

Other recent work in Sandwich
Keith Parfitt and Barry Corke

The Trust has continued its research within the ancient
Cinque Port of Sandwich. In March 2004 the need to
dredge the heavily silted wet moats fronting the
landward ramparts along the Ropewalk and the Butts,
respectively located on the south-west and west sides
of the medieval town, provided a useful opportunity
to search for archaeological evidence. Accordingly,
at the request of English Heritage and Dover District
Council, members of the Trust were engaged to
maintain a watching brief during the course of the
dredging operations. A total of just over 700 metres
of cleared moat and the associated dredgings were
inspected but no major archaeological discoveries
were made. No evidence of either the lost medieval
New Gate or Woodnesborough Gate was revealed by
the work. The only detail of archaeological interest
recorded was evidence for the dumping of sixteenthand seventeenth-century pottery and other rubbish
into the townward side of the moat, off the Ropewalk.
No similar evidence was recorded at the Butts. Other
discoveries included two dead eels and a recently
stolen ladies bicycle.
A rather more ambitious and unusual project has
been the production of a levelled contour survey of
the town within the walled area. This work was
commissioned by University College London as part
of a study of the topography of the ancient town.
The main survey work was undertaken by traditional
means, using a surveyor’s level and staff. Spotheights were taken along roads, alleys and paths, in
open yards, on waste ground and any other
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find any physical evidence for settlement of this period.
During the medieval period, two weekly markets were
held in Sandwich and were evidently quite large. The
cattle, livestock and corn markets were held adjacent
to the present Guildhall, whilst the general market was
held in Market Street by St Peter’s Church with the
fish market south of this. Between Market Street and
Strand Street (the latter being the area of the quayside)
lay the shambles, later known, since at least 1787,
as The Butchery.
During the medieval and post-medieval periods St
Bartholomew’s Hospital held several pieces of land
and tenements in Sandwich, amongst other holdings.
One of these was the plot of land immediately to

accessible land, to produce a network covering the
whole of the walled town. About 375 readings were
taken in all. Contours were then drawn onto a base
map by interpolation between the recorded spotheights. The vertical interval chosen was 500 mm.
To the casual observer, Sandwich lies in an
essentially flat, featureless landscape on the edge
of the marshes. Francis Prior and his fellow Fenland
researchers, however, have taught us that in such
flat, marshland landscapes even very small changes
in elevation can be of considerable significance. Upon
close examination, it will be found that ancient
Sandwich does not, in fact, occupy a level site. The
highest elevation recorded within the walled area
was near St Clement’s Church at +7.02 m. O.D.;
the lowest reading was +1.46 m. O.D. in Delf Street.
The vertical range of the ground enclosed within the
medieval walls is thus just over 5.50 metres.
High tides in the River Stour at Sandwich generally
reach a height of about +2.50 m. O.D., occasionally
+3.00 metres and very exceptionally +3.50 metres.
From this, it becomes apparent that about half of
Sandwich could be threatened by inundation if the
existing flood defences should fail with an
exceptionally high tide.
Production of a contoured map has highlighted the
presence of a well-defined ridge occupying the
south-eastern side of Sandwich. This is aligned
south-east by north-west and rises to a maximum
height of just over 7 m. above O.D. The Norman parish
church of St Clement effectively occupies the summit

of this ridge but today lies somewhat beyond the
main town centre. St Peter’s Church, more centrally
placed in the heart of the modern town, lies on the
south-western side of the same ridge near its northwest end.
Beyond the north-western end of the ridge, a
detached ‘island’ of higher ground occupies the
north-western end of the town. This ‘island’ rises to
a maximum height of about 4.40 m. above O.D., with
St Mary’s Church and Manwood Court standing on
its flanks.
It may reasonably be assumed that the earliest
settlement at Sandwich occupied the higher areas
of land. The highest ground can now be clearly seen
to lie primarily between St Clement’s and St Peter’s
Church. Thus, it is probably in this area that we should
seek evidence for the first Anglo-Saxon settlement
at Sandwich.
The layout of the street system of medieval
Sandwich has been commented upon on many
occasions. It may now be seen that the sinuous,
winding streets believed to be associated with the
earliest Anglo-Saxon settlement run across the main
ridge of higher ground down to the river. To some
degree, their course seems to be influenced by the
contours of the ridge.
It is self-evident that any early harbour installations
at Sandwich will have occurred along the water’s
edge, at the foot of the high ground. Traditionally, it
is believed that the medieval quaysides were
situated on the northern side of the town close to
their modern successors. In the very earliest times,
however, the large inlet from the Wantsum Channel
which extends along the south-western side of the
main ridge could have provided a sheltered haven.
At what stage this inlet silted up is uncertain but by
around 1270 the Whitefriars monastery had been
built across part of this area and by 1385 the town
ramparts had been cut through this region. From this
it is clear that reasonably firm land was in existence
here by the later medieval period.
It is hoped that the contour survey will provide a
basis for further research into the origins of the
medieval town and more work is planned.
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Oak Street, Deal
Keith Parfitt and John Cotter

In connection with the construction of a new dwelling
off Oak Street in the centre of Deal, the Trust was
engaged to maintain a watching brief on the
groundworks. The site occupies a position in the
heart of the early post-medieval town (TR 3774
5288), about 75 metres inland of the present
seashore. The work undertaken represents one of
the few archaeological investigations to have been
undertaken in the heart of the historic town of Deal.
The local topography of the area is of some interest.
During the middle of the sixteenth century a narrow,
coastal ridge of beach shingle was colonised by local
fishermen. The settlement grew throughout the
seventeenth century and by 1675 a formal layout of
three north–south streets along the line of the shingle
ridge had emerged (Beach Street on the crest of
the ridge, parallel to the shore, Lower Street at the
foot of the back-slope, and Middle Street between).
A series of lanes and alleys led inland from the shore
and connected with these main streets. Oak Street
is one such lane.
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Finds included a halfpenny of George III, dating to
1775, tobacco clay-pipe fragments and a small but
interesting assemblage of pottery. The pottery dates
to the period c. A.D. 1790–1825, with a very few
sherds likely to be Victorian. Of particular interest
and importance were forty-five sherds of a South
Spanish coarse ware, which represent three
separate flat-based storage jars, including a
complete profile. This is a rare class of pottery in
England. How these jars arrived at Deal remains
unclear; they show no sign of use, and do not appear
to have been adapted for re-use as garden jars. They
might have come in as olive oil or dried fruit
containers, but they are not the sort of Spanish
storage jar form that travels much outside Spain.
The extensive maritime activity associated with Deal
during the late eighteenth and early nineteenth
centuries may well provide a relevant context for
these finds. Perhaps the vessels were simply
emptied and broken soon after their arrival.

St James the Great Church, Staple
Andrew Linklater

Between June and August 2003, an archaeological
watching brief was carried out during the groundworks
associated with the re-ordering of the existing western
tower of St James the Great Church, Staple (TR 2692
5664). Internally, the watching brief consisted of
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The present site occupies an L-shaped plot of
ground on the back-slope of the shingle ridge and
lies on the southern side of Oak Street at a point
roughly midway between Middle Street and Beach
Street. The maximum dimensions of the site were
about 14 m. (east–west) by 24 m. (north–south).
The southern half of the plot was occupied by a
standing building (to be retained), which overlay
extensive brick-vaulted cellars, perhaps of
eighteenth-century date.
Groundworks on the northern half of the site,
adjacent to the street frontage, allowed some
recording of fragmentary archaeological structures
and deposits. It was clear, however, that the area
had been extensively terraced, probably on more
than one occasion, so that much had been previously
removed or disturbed. Nevertheless, a sequence of
deposits on the eastern (uphill) side of the site was
recorded and these seem to be related to buildings
that occupied the site during the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries.

monitoring the lifting of several floor slabs and the
excavation of a drain trench, whilst externally,
monitoring of the construction of three ‘French drain’
trenches against the tower revealed details of the
tower’s construction.

The tower is regarded as having been constructed
during the mid/late thirteenth century against the
western end of the present nave. Though the nave,
chancel and tower of St James’s are of thirteenthcentury date, elements of an Anglo-Saxon church
survive in the west end of the nave (Alder 1982).
Examination of the construction trenches for the
‘French drain’ revealed that the present tower was
constructed on a substantial sub-foundation of unmortared chalk blocks approximately 1.20 m. wide
and capped by four courses of well-laid flint rubble
masonry. The entire sub-foundation sat centrally
within a slightly wider construction trench, which
had been partially backfilled around its outer edges
with soil after the sub-foundation’s construction. It
was from deep within this soil backfill that the only
dating evidence from the entire watching brief was
retrieved, consisting of a single rim sherd of Tyler
Hill ware, dating between A.D.1250 and 1350. This
date range covers the suggested construction date
for the tower, but certain features of the sherd place
it towards the earlier fourteenth century. This could
imply that the tower was constructed slightly later
than previously assumed, falling more towards the
early to mid fourteenth century rather than the late
thirteenth century.
During the groundworks within the tower, no sign
of intact medieval flooring was observed, but the
locations of several later grave positions were
identified. Across the threshold of the tower’s
western door splay a series of possible tile scars
were revealed in the upper surface of a thin layer of
mortar sealing the chalk block sub-foundation.
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Old Park, Whitfield
Keith Parfitt and Barry Corke

In connection with proposals to erect new dwellings
across part of the Old Park Barracks estate, off
Melbourne Avenue at Whitfield, the Trust was
engaged by Abbey New Homes to excavate twentytwo machine-cut evaluation trenches across the area,
in order to determine if any archaeological remains
were present. The work was carried out in August
2003 and succeeded in identifying an area of RomanoBritish activity, together with an isolated prehistoric
pit (F.16). A small surface collection of prehistoric
struck flints was also recovered (Parfitt 2003b).
The area investigated (TR 304 441, centred)
occupied the east corner of the estate and covered a
roughly L-shaped area, with maximum dimensions of
about 360 m. (north-east–south-west) by 145 m.
(north-west–south-east). The excavated trenches
provided a transect from the high plateau land adjacent
to Melbourne Avenue onto the upper valley slopes as
the land falls away towards the main Dour valley.
Extensive disturbance and truncation of the natural
deposits by former military structures had occurred
in several areas, whilst large-scale dumping of soil,
clay and chalk, associated with the landscaping of
the former barracks complex, had occurred in others.
In Trench 2, close to Melbourne Avenue part of a
large pit with sloping sides was exposed. This
measured at least 4.40 m. by 2.00 m. On the northwestern side of the trench, it reached a maximum
depth of 0.96 m. The clay filling contained calcined
flints, carbon specks, several struck flint flakes and
a sherd of prehistoric flint-tempered ware, probably
of Bronze Age date. There seems little doubt that
this pit is of prehistoric date, although no other
features were discovered in the area.
More archaeological features were located further
to the south-west in Trenches 6 and 7, where pits
containing Roman pottery of late first- and secondcentury date were recorded. One of these pits
contained the remains of an amphora and other
vessels, apparently relating to a cremation burial.
These features are fairly certainly associated with a
Romano-British farmstead and other evidence of
contemporary occupation has been previously
recorded on the opposite side of Melbourne Avenue
(now Honeywood Road), some 330 m. to the northwest (Pratt 1998; Parfitt 1999). It seems quite likely
that these recorded remains represent separate
elements of a single, if somewhat dispersed,
Romano-British settlement site that extended across
this part of the plateau.
Plan of evaluation trenches and features located.
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Coombe House, Shepherdswell
Keith Parfitt and Barry Corke

In connection with proposals to construct a new
housing estate (Coombe Down), off Mill Lane at
Shepherdswell, near Dover, the Trust was engaged
to excavate eleven machine-cut evaluation trenches
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across the grounds of Coombe House, in order to
determine if any archaeological remains were
present. The work was carried out during a two-day
operation in January 2004 (Parfitt 2004b) and located

a prehistoric gully. This appeared to be an essentially
isolated feature but clearly implied prehistoric activity
in the area. Accordingly, the Heritage Conservation
Group of Kent County Council requested that a
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watching brief be maintained during the new building
work. This was conducted by the Trust in the spring
of 2004, with further sections of the prehistoric gully
being recorded. No other archaeological features
were discovered.
The area investigated (TR 2637 4808) is on the
summit and upper north-west facing slopes of a chalk
ridge, at an elevation of between 117 and 119 m.
above O.D. The site was L-shaped in plan with
maximum dimensions of 90 m. (north-east–southwest) by 75 m. (south-east–north-west) and lay
between Mill Lane and St Andrew’s Gardens. The
‘natural’ across the site consisted of Upper Chalk,
which contained occasional pipes filled with Clay-withflints, some of which covered a considerable area.
The line of the gully, running roughly east–west
across the site, was excavated in three evaluation
trenches and further sections were subsequently
recorded during trenching for the new building work,
allowing it to be traced for a total minimum distance
of 69 metres. It continued beyond the site boundaries
in both directions. Where it was best preserved at
the western end, the gully showed evidence for recutting (Parfitt 2004b). The filling of the gully produced
a quantity of calcined flints and twenty-one sherds of
pottery. The pottery is all of flint-tempered ware and
one piece comprises a simple, upright rim. Overall,
the assemblage appears to belong to the Late Bronze
Age-Early Iron Age period, c. 900–600 B.C.
It would seem that the gully marks the line of a
well-established, cross-ridge boundary. The absence
of other associated features suggests that any
contemporary settlement must have lain beyond the
limits of the present site. Consideration of the
topography indicates that such an occupation site
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might have been placed further to the south-east,
either on the summit of the ridge, or on the south
facing slopes below Mill Lane. A series of crop-marks

show the presence of a number of ancient sites on
the adjacent downlands.

St Mary’s Church, Chilham
Andrew Linklater

During September 2002, an archaeological watching
brief was carried out during the construction of a
new extension between the south transept and south
porch of St Mary’s Church, Chilham (TR 0688 5365),
and whilst repairs were carried out on the floors of
the south transept and the north and south aisles.
Although a church is recorded at Chilham in the
Domesday Survey, later medieval rebuilding
programmes have removed any evidence of former
structures. The earliest parts of the present church
are the north and south transepts, which allegedly
date from between A.D.1280–1320. It is suggested
that these once flanked a central tower that was
removed during the rebuilding of the nave and aisles
in the early fifteenth century. Soon after, a porch with
a parvus chamber above was added, enclosing the
earlier southern door. A sizable west tower was
constructed during the early sixteenth century and
in 1863 the entire eastern end was replaced.
Construction works began with the reduction in
level of part of the churchyard and this sensitive
operation was closely monitored by the
archaeological team. A number of graves were
exposed, at least five of which were found to predate
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Overall site plan showing inspected trenches and line of prehistoric gully.

either the transept or the porch. Two (Graves A and
B) contained datable pottery.
A single sherd of a German Siegburg stoneware
tankard, decorated with a Renaissance moulded

floral border from Grave A suggested a date for the
burial between 1575–1625. Further evidence for the
later construction of the porch was found in the
junction of its east wall foundation and the south

Detail of the east wall foundation for the porch abutting the south aisle wall foundation.
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Detail of the main excavation area, showing the
location of foundation trench cuts and the position of
graves with the location of the new doorway.
Areas monitored during the watching brief.

aisle wall. The foundations of the east wall of the
porch consisted of large irregular chalk blocks set in
a deeper rectangular trench and ended flush with
the exterior face of the south aisle wall, which has
little foundation at all. These two observations place
the construction date of the porch (which has to be
later than the burial and the south aisle wall) up to
one hundred years later than previously believed.
Grave B suggested that the transept also may have
been constructed at a later date than previously
thought. The grave contained a sherd of pottery
dated between c. 1475–1575. The foundation trench
for the transept cut the grave, so the conventional
date for construction between 1280 and 1320 is now
cast into doubt.
The relationship between the transept’s western
wall foundation and the aisle wall was similar to that
of the porch and the aisle. Laid in a rectangular
construction trench and formed from rough courses
of flint nodules in a coarse orange brown flint grit
and lime mortar, the transept’s foundations were
also found to finish flush with the line of the aisle’s
exterior wall face. The fact that Grave B was cut by
the transept foundation suggests that the transept
was constructed over 150 years later than originally
assumed.
The removal of the floor in the south transept did
not reveal any new information about the
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development of the church and examination of two
shallow trenches across the north and south aisles
failed to reveal any evidence for earlier work at their
west ends. The top of the natural chalk was found

to lie just beneath the present floor. This was cut by
a series of infilled graves and in the south aisle the
top of a brick vault indicated the eastern end of a
large family vault known to occupy this area. Both
arcade posts were discovered to be constructed
immediately on to the natural chalk and, like the south
aisle wall, to have no formal foundations at all.
The results of the watching brief maintained at St
Mary’s Church, Chilham are surprising, as they
challenge the conventional dating for parts of the
church. In this case it is undoubtedly true that further
study is required to resolve this issue.

Detail view of the natural chalk directly beneath an arcade post.
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St Michael and All Angels Church, Kingsnorth
Andrew Linklater

Between October and December 2003, two
evaluation trenches and a small open area were
excavated in the churchyard of St Michael and All
Angels Church, Kingsnorth (TR 0062 3925). These
were located to the north of the chancel in order to
assess the survival of below ground archaeological
remains relating to a medieval chantry chapel known
to have been in existence prior to A.D.1763, when,
due to being in an advanced state of decay, it was
demolished.
The present church comprises a nave, chancel,
western tower and a small south porch, constructed
entirely from roughly hewn Kentish Ragstone blocks.
Architecturally it appears to be of a single period.
When originally constructed it would have included
a chantry chapel to the north of the present chancel,
hence the present windowless north chancel wall.
Each evaluation trench was specifically located to
traverse the lines of the chapel’s north and east walls,
whilst a small area was opened primarily to inspect
the remains of William Parker’s tomb that sits in the
present churchyard. The original position of the tomb,
situated against the inside face of the north wall, is
usually reserved for the founder’s tomb, suggesting
that either William Parker or his father, also William
Parker, paid for the complete rebuilding of the church
during the late fourteenth century.
Originally entered via a now blocked doorway in
the north-eastern corner of the nave, the chapel was
standing in 1758 when first visited by the eighteenthcentury antiquarian, Brian Fausett. He recorded that
the chapel was ‘…being much oat of repair, and the
family who should have repaired it, being extinct, or
incapable, was pulled down to the ground in A.D.
1763…’. Prior to its destruction, he mentions that
the chapel, which belonged to the manor of
Mumfords, had a brass of a knight on a stone table
tomb close to its north wall, bearing the arms, on a
fess three roundels, with the inscription:

place name include Kinges(s)nade, de Kingesnade
and de Kingsnod (c. 1240). Further variations are
seen in other later documents, between c.1253–4
and 1262, where it is referred to as Kyngesnode,
Cingessnode, Kingessnode, and Kyngessnade.
During the excavation of the evaluation trenches, it
was soon realised that the chapel’s stone foundations
had been completely removed during its demolition.
Examination of the robber trenches revealed that the
chapel’s foundation trenches had cut through a series
of earlier grave positions, indicating interments on the
site prior to the establishment of the present church
in the later fourteenth century. Though none of the
burials was exposed at this stage, they clearly suggest
that the present church sits near or over the site of an
earlier structure.
The trenches were filled with a mixture of
redeposited natural silty clays interspersed with

crushed mortar, peg tile pieces and broken Ragstone
rubble, clearly relating to the chapel’s demolition in
1763. Also recovered from the robber trench backfill
were several dozen fragments of painted window
glass, on some of which (despite their poor state of
preservation) it was possible to see painted motifs,
typical of medieval designs. These were almost
certainly from the chantry chapel and might have
been similar to the surviving painted glass panel of
St Michael and the dragon in a north window of the
present church.
After the chapel’s demolition, the site of William
Parker’s tomb was left intact until the early
nineteenth century when the inlaid brass plaque was
removed leaving the incised slab. Consisting of an
incised limestone slab, it is supported by two rows
of roughly hewn Ragstone blocks, raising it above
the surrounding chapel floor. Further examination

Hic jacet Willimus Parker Armiger, Filius Willi Parker
Quondam Civis et Mceri London qui obijt XVIII Die Mensis
Junji Anno Dni M.CCCC.XXI. cujus Aie ppicietur Deus Amen

This clearly records the fact that a William Parker,
son and bearer of the coat of arms from his father,
William Parker, who was one time a mercer of the
City of London, died the 18th day of June A.D. 1421.
The brass and inscription, with two armorial shields,
were still present when Edward Hasted visited the
site at the end of the eighteenth century.
Unfortunately, they went missing soon after, leaving
only the incised stone in its original position, now
outside in the present churchyard.
Despite not appearing in the Domesday survey of
A.D. 1086, or in the later Domesday Monachorum
compiled by the monks of Christ Church, Canterbury
in c.1089, there would almost certainly have been a
pre-Norman settlement in the vicinity. It was not until
c. 1226 that Kingsnorth (Kingesnade) was first
recorded as a settlement, though later forms of the

28

Detail plan of the north side of the chancel showing the location of evaluation Trenches A and B in relation to
the stone plinth beneath William Parker’s monument and Wightwick family ledger stones.
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Detail view of the stone plinth beneath William Parker’s incised monument.

around the base of the plinth revealed a series of
large ledger slabs, some inscribed to the Wightwick
family, later owners of the manor.
This verifies observations in the mid eighteenth
century by Brian Fausett who mentions ‘…the chapel
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Cheeseman’s Green, near Ashford
Christopher Sparey-Green

The Trust was commissioned to undertake a desk
study, incorporating some initial fieldwork, of the
impact area of a proposed major new development
at Cheeseman’s Green south of Ashford. The study
area encompassed the southern part of Sevington
parish, the north-eastern corner of Kingsnorth and the
north-western part of Mersham. The larger part of
the area is presently arable fields belonging to Bilham
Farm, but at the eastern end are areas of unimproved
pasture close to Cheeseman’s Green. In the intervening
area a block of ancient woodland is to be conserved
and was therefore not included in the survey.
A fieldwalking survey of 55 hectares of farmland
on a low ridge close to the East Stour river,
undertaken by Barry Corke and Keith Parfitt, showed
the site to contain a rich and varied series of
archaeological sites. A light to moderate scatter of
prehistoric struck flint and calcined flint was
discovered across every field examined, with a
greater concentration of such material at the north-
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western end of the area. Detailed analysis of this
material has yet to be undertaken, but a preliminary
examination has identified the presence of Mesolithic
flints on the margins of the ridge together with other
material which is probably Neolithic or Bronze Age.
Pottery scatters identified during fieldwalking,
anomalies registered by geophysical survey and the
evidence of air photographs suggest that at least
two areas of Late Bronze Age to Iron Age (800 B.C.
to A.D. 40) and Roman (A.D. 40–410) settlement
existed at the west end of the study area. A recent
evaluation carried out by Archaeology South-East
close to the line of a Roman road on the southwestern side of the study area has also identified a
roadside settlement which may extend into this site.
Areas of building debris at the west end of the ridge
coincided with enclosures visible in air photographs,
these traces apparently marking the site of medieval
and post-medieval buildings about 250 m. apart. The
sites of two or three buildings were identified in one

field whilst finds from an adjacent field indicate a single
structure set in a hollow. It seems likely that both sites
represent the locations of farm buildings and the large
amounts of associated pottery suggest that these
included domestic structures. These remains perhaps
indicate the site of two settlements, one of which may
be a moated enclosure first referred to in the thirteenth
century and the predecessor of the present Bilham Farm.
At the east end of the site geophysical survey has
identified traces of another early settlement beneath
slight earthworks of fields, enclosures and possible
structures which may belong to the Manor of Rogers,
a separate landholding and the predecessor of
Cheeseman’s Green Farm.
A survey of documentary sources, undertaken by
Sheila Sweetinburgh, traced aspects of land tenure,
although much of the area was in lay hands and
consequently not many records survive prior to the
post-medieval period.

The potential for archaeological remains at the site
was thought to be high due to the close proximity of
two important archaeological sites. The first,
Westhawk Farm, is the site of an important RomanoBritish settlement, thought to be a small town, the
probable core of which has been awarded Scheduled
Ancient Monument status (Kent SAM 31481). The

main area of this settlement lay c. 170 m. to the southeast of the site under discussion, with the monument
boundary being only c. 40 m. away. The second site,
at Brisley Farm c. 700 m. to the west, comprises the
remains of an Iron Age settlement and burial site.
Significant archaeological remains were identified
in two of the seven trenches excavated. In Trench 3,

Millbank Place, Ashford
Adrian Gollop

In September 2003 archaeological evaluation
excavations were carried out at Millbank Place,
Ashford (TR 0010 4035) on the site of a former
retirement home prior to the creation of an
immigration centre (the Millbank Reception Centre).
The work was commissioned and funded by Kent
County Council Corporate Services.
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has William Parker’s incised monument located
beside its north wall and set within the floor of the
chapel were a further 7 or 8 monuments…’. This is
later confirmed by Edward Hasted in A.D.1796, who
mentions that the chapel ‘…belonged to the manor

of Mumfords, and in it were interred the Wightwicks
, owners of that manor; gravestones of them, nine in
number, yet remaining the churchyard, shut out from
the church…’, he then states ‘… on one next to
theirs, formerly within the chancel, is the figure of a
knight in armour, with a lion under his feet, and an
inscription in brass…’.
Though nothing of the former chantry chapel
remains above ground, the surviving evidence means
that an accurate reconstruction could be made. The
positions of the robber trenches indicate its
dimensions, whilst a scar for its roofline can be seen
against the east end of the nave. The later floor would
have been paved with ledger slabs of the Wightwick
family, except for the raised table tomb of William
Parker against the north wall, whose inset brass
memorial would be illuminated by decorated painted
glass windows.
Our thanks are extended to Andrew Wittich of
Clagues the architects for his assistance and to the
parish council of St Michael and All Angels for
commissioning and funding the project. Special
thanks go to the Reverend Sheila McLachlan not only
for her help, but also for the enthusiasm of her
research into the Parker family.
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three features comprising a single pit, a ditch, and a
gully, were identified and tentatively dated to the
Late Iron Age/Early Roman ‘Belgic’ period (c. 100
B.C.–A.D. 50) by ceramic evidence and a copper
alloy brooch. The fills of these features also contained
charcoal, burnt bone and charred cereal grains
suggesting domestic settlement in the vicinity.
A series of grave-like features was partly exposed
in Trench 4. These features appeared to form a row
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The datable features from Trench 3 are thought to
be contemporaneous with the settlement at
Westhawk Farm, which has its origins within the
Late Iron Age, implying that the settlement does
extend to the north and encompasses this site too.
Whether the burials represent evidence for an
outlying cemetery to the Westhawk settlement is
debatable. The burials at Westhawk Farm, in the
main, were Roman and had an east–west alignment.

Bredgar Primary School
Damien Boden

Excavation of land adjoining Bredgar Primary School
(TQ 880 602) was undertaken between 1 March and
14 April 2004. This was commissioned by Diocesan
Architectural Services Ltd and formed part of the
preparations for the construction of a two classroom
extension to the existing school building. The
excavation followed the monitoring of two
geotechnical test-pits (Willson 2003) and a strip and
map evaluation (Helm 2003b), both of which
identified features and deposits dating to the early
Roman period.
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of five or six north south aligned graves. This
alignment signifies the presence of an inhumation
cemetery from the pre-Christian era, and although
their date remains uncertain they are unlikely to be
later than Anglo-Saxon in date. There was no direct
spatial association with the features from Trench
3, although the burnt bone fragments and the
copper alloy brooch may be associated with
funerary activity.

The earliest activity on the site can be dated to the
Later Iron Age (c. 200 B.C. – A.D. 50) and consisted
of two phases of curvilinear ditch [G103] and [G102]
located at the southern end of the site which probably
represent the north-eastern side of an enclosure or
settlement centred on what is now the junction of
The Street and Bexon Lane, some 300 m. to the west.
Flint-tempered prehistoric pottery together with
fragments of later ‘Belgic’ wares were recovered from
both features, with sherds of mid first-century Roman
pottery retrieved from the upper fills of the later ditch.

The presence of this later pottery in the ditch suggests
that this earthwork was still extant at the time of the
Roman conquest although probably disused and
backfilled very soon afterwards.
The earliest Roman features identified consisted of
a small rectilinear ditch system [G104] which drained
into a deep, straight ‘V’ shaped ditch [G101] which
crossed the site from east to west, and a number of
post-holes and pits, the majority of which were
focussed in the north-east corner of the excavation.
The ditch system [G104] was located in the south-
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east corner of the site and may suggest the presence
of a timber building, and although disturbance by later
Roman and modern activity had removed any
structural evidence for this, fragments of brick and
tile recovered from a number of the pits and postholes does suggest the presence of a structure in the
immediate area. The majority of the pits investigated
were found to contain a thin cess-type layer at their
base and appear to have been deliberately backfilled
which probably means that these features represent
latrines rather than rubbish pits. Sherds of locally
produced Belgic pottery together with mid to later
first-century Roman fine and coarse wares also
recovered from these features suggest that the Roman
settlement and occupation on the site began very soon
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after the conquest and may reflect the continued
importance of this location, possibly as a junction of
ancient track ways which are fossilised in the present
roads of Bexon Lane and The Street.
It is interesting to note that the site lies only 500
m. east of where the Bredgar hoard was discovered
in 1957 (Pirie 1958, 221). This coin hoard consisting
of 34 gold aurei, the latest being an issue of Claudius
of A.D. 41, was probably deposited in or very soon
after A.D 43 at the time of the Roman conquest. It
has been suggested that this was hidden by an
officer belonging to this invading force, possibly for
safe keeping prior to the engagement with the
combined British tribes under King Caratacus at the
Battle of Medway some ten miles further to the west.

Although there is no evidence to support this, the
remains identified during the excavation do point to
a significant Roman presence in the area at that time.
This early phase of Roman occupation appears to
have been short lived, with the whole area later put
to the plough or ard and used for agriculturural
purposes. This ploughing was represented by a 0.20–
0.30 m. thick deposit of stoney soil which sealed the
majority of the earlier features and partially backfilled
the east–west aligned ditch. The most substantial or
important of the Roman remains uncovered consisted
of the flint foundations of a small, possibly rectangular
building [G114]. This was located in the south-east
corner of the site, immediately behind the school
house, and partially overlaid the earlier ditch system
[G104]. Only the northern extent of this structure was
identified and it was badly disturbed by the numerous
modern service trenches and the boiler house of the
school building. No internal structure or surfaces were
identified and although badly disturbed, a rectangular
building measuring some 8.0 m. long by 4.0 m. wide
can be postulated.
No definite function can be attached to the building
although the large quantities of late first- to early
second-century fine wares including a rare example
of stamped, eggshell ware recovered from fills of
the re-established east–west ditch line [G100] would
suggest a reasonably wealthy occupant, and may
represent a building associated with a prosperous
farmstead. Many of the features contained
fragments of flue tile and a number of tesserae which
all point to a building with underfloor, hypocaust
heating and possibly a mosaic. Verbal reports of
‘Roman walls’ discovered during drainage work in
1976 at the rear of the adjacent property may
suggest that further elements of this farmstead may
lay in the immediate area, although there is no
documentary evidence of discoveries being made
during the stripping of the area to the east of the
school for brickearth during the later nineteenth
century. The building appears to have been
demolished at some time during the mid secondcentury when the area was again used for agricultural
purposes. No later Roman occupation was evident
on the site although a few fragments of third- and
fourth-century pottery were recovered suggesting
that some form of activity did continue in the locality
possibly throughout the Roman period.
No evidence of Anglo-Saxon or medieval
occupation or activity on the site was recovered.
The site was bounded on the western side by the
churchyard boundary wall of the medieval church of
St John the Baptist. The west tower of the church
possesses a fine carved twelfth-century doorway,
probably surviving from an earlier structure, while
the churchyard is reputedly said to contain Roman
masonry, although this was not visible to the author
at the time of the investigation. No evidence of burial
was identified during the excavation which suggests
that the present boundary wall of the church reflects
the original limit of the church yard.
The existing school building was erected in 1868
and has served the village ever since. The excavation
area, to the west and north of the present school
building was known as the ‘Headmaster’s garden’,
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much evidence for which was found during the
investigation, including the graves of two pet rabbits
located in the outlines of one of the many flower
and vegetable plots. The remaining part of the garden
area still functions as an important natural history
learning resource. During the excavation work an
‘open day’ was held at the site, when pupils, staff
and the general public were invited to come and
watch the archaeologists at work and to look at some
of the finds recovered. This proved very successful
with over fifty local people, many former pupils at
the school, braving the elements for a close-up look
at the discoveries.

Excavation in progress.

Other sites investigated during the year
This section gives a list of some of the many sites investigated in the period April 2003 to March 2004,
but where very little or no archaeological evidence was encountered.
Adisham, Bossingham Road
Ashford, Godinton Park
Aylesford, Station Road
Aylesham, Cooting Road
Bekesbourne, Coldharbour Lane
Boughton-under-Blean, The Street
Bridge, Highland Court Farm
Broadstairs, Dumpton Park Drive
Canterbury, Canterbury College
Canterbury, Choir House
Canterbury, 23 Dane John
Canterbury, Hollow Lane
Canterbury, Jervis House, Broad Street
Canterbury, Parham Road (EuroCanterbury)
Canterbury, Pin Hill
Canterbury, Queningate Car Park
Canterbury, St Dunstan’s Street
Canterbury, St George’s Street
Canterbury, St Martin’s Hospital
Canterbury, St Mary Northgate Church
Canterbury, St Peter’s Methodist School
Canterbury, Tower Way
Canterbury, Kent University, Tyler Court
Chatham, Gundulph Road
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Chatham, Maritime Museum
Deal, Hamilton Road-Victoria Park
Deal, Mill Hill
Deal, Oak Street
Deal, St Richard’s Road
Densole, Canterbury Road
Dover, Cow Lane
Dover, The Citadel, Western Heights
Eastry, Gore Lane
Faversham, Broomfield Road
Folkestone, High View School
Folkestone, Ingles Manor Farm
Goodnestone, Rowling Court
Hawkinge, Churchill Primary School
Herne, St Martin’s Churchyard
Herne Bay, Colewood Farm
Herne Bay, Mill Lane
Herne Bay, The Links, Eddington
Horsemonden, Brick Kiln Lane
Ickham, The Street
Lenham, Faversham Road
Lynsted, Lynsted Park
Maidstone, Allington Road
Margate, Garlinge Infants School

Nonington, Beech Grove
Norton Ash, Wyevale Garden Centre
Rainham, Mierscourt Road
Ramsgate, EuroKent Business Park
Ramsgate, Haine Road
Ripple, Winkland Oaks Farm
River, 63 London Road
Rochester, Cathedral Crypt
Rochester, Fort Bridgewood
Rochester, 24 High Street
Rochester, 143 High Street
Rochester, St Margaret’s Street
Rochester, The French Hospital
Sandling, Castleview Farm
Sandwich, Sir Roger Manwood School
Shepherdswell, Coombe House
Sittingbourne, East Street
Tunbridge Wells, Burdett Road
Whitfield, Honeywood Parkway
Wingham, Wingham Wildlife Park
Woodchurch, Church of All Saints
Wye, Lady Joanna Thornhill Primary School
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Little Bursted Farm, Upper Hardres
Rupert Austin

Little Bursted Farm, a Grade II listed building, is located
in a relatively isolated rural setting approximately 8
km. to the south of Canterbury. The farm, which
comprises a small farmhouse and a number of
agricultural buildings, has recently been sold, and at
the time of writing is being redeveloped. The timberframed farmhouse has been unoccupied for some time
and has fallen into a state of disrepair. Canterbury City
Council requested a full archaeological survey of the
farmhouse in advance of the proposed refurbishment.
The owner of the property, Daniel Breaker,
commissioned the Trust to undertake this survey,
which was completed during November 2003.
The building had previously been examined by the
RCHM but at that time considerably less of the
historic fabric of the property was visible and their
analysis was therefore incomplete. An attempt to
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date the building by dendrochronology was made at
that time, but unfortunately proved unsuccessful. A
construction date of c. 1500–30 was suggested on
stylistic grounds.
Little Bursted Farm is four bays in length and endjettied to the north and south. It measures
approximately 12.8 m. long by 5.75 m. wide. In plan
it conforms to the usual tripartite medieval
arrangement, with rooms placed on either side of a
central two bay hall. The hall, which measures
approximately 4.8 m. in length, is half floored, an
arrangement whereby only one of the two bays is
open to the roof, the other ceiled by a hall chamber.
A parlour lies to the south of the hall, and an
undershot cross-passage to the north. An undershot
passage is common in small hall houses, and often
(although not here) those with single bay halls. In

this arrangement the passage lies beneath the
service chamber rather than within the hall itself.
Both the front and rear doors of the passage survive,
albeit blocked. The doorhead over the rear door is
still visible and comprises a low four-centred arch
with leafwork carved into the spandrels. The hall was
partly screened from these doors but it is not clear
how far these screens projected into the room.
The north wall of the hall has now been removed
but the upper plate still survives. Empty mortices on
the soffit of this timber reveal that three doors were
once present (Section D–D). The westernmost door
led to a flight of stairs. The easternmost doors led
into the ground floor service rooms. Empty stave
mortices on the underside of the first floor frame
reveal where the partition that divided the service
bay into two rooms (typically assumed to be a buttery
and pantry) was located.
A parlour chamber, hall chamber and service
chamber were present on the first floor. Stairs to
these chambers were located within the north and
south bays of the building. Those to the north bay
were reached via the aforementioned cross-passage
door. Interestingly, empty stave mortices show that
the service chamber stairs were partitioned from
the ground floor service room, whereas the parlour
stairs appear to have remained open.
The house is typically built with jowled posts and
tie-beams at each bay division. The only abnormal

The boarded dais partition.
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The crown-post roof.

feature is perhaps the absence of full height posts
within the central cross-frame of the hall. Jowled
posts are present, but these rest on the first-floor
wall-plates. This arrangement, perhaps the result of
a late change in design (see below), is structurally
unsatisfactory and has now caused problems. The
elevations of the building comprise large-panels, not
the mid-rail or close studded construction that would
rapidly become common as the sixteenth century
progressed. Braces are present but these are
concealed externally and sparingly used, indicative
of the building’s late medieval date.
The north–south aligned first floor joists are of
relatively light, roughly square section. Interestingly
they are plainly chamfered with simple step stops
above both the parlour and service rooms; the joists
above service rooms are often plain and
unchamfered, reflecting the low status of the rooms.
The joists above the parlour are however slightly
larger in section, a subtle difference that nonetheless
acknowledges the social hierarchy within the house.
Remarkably many of the original floorboards survive
beneath the hall chamber floor. These are slightly
soot blackened from smoke that strayed from the
open hearth towards the dais, rather than rising up
into the roof.
A conventional crown-post roof, with square
undecorated posts, survives over the farmhouse. This
is heavily soot blackened over the open hall. A
sequence of carpenter’s numerals can be seen on
the braces of this roof. The common rafters are also
numbered but these lie out of sequence. Interestingly
though the lowest numbers fall within the central
bays, suggesting (as one might expect) that the roof
was raised from the centre, with the end bays and
hips built last. The two upper chambers were once
open to the roof but both have now been ceiled.
Bursted Farm was well lit for a modest house of
this period. Within the service bay, several of the
windows still retain their original wooden mullions,
a rare survival. The profiles of these mullions are of
the usual ‘diamond’ variety. Along the frontage the
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mullions have been removed leaving empty mortices.
These mortices suggest that the mullions of the
primary windows had slightly more elaborate profiles,
those of the hall of larger section than elsewhere.
Open hall windows typically comprise four large
lights arranged in a two by two array, but here only
two lower lights are present with no conjoined upper
lights. Instead a third, small, separate window,
placed off centre below the eaves, is present in the
open bay. This arrangement is used within both the
front and rear elevations of the hall.
All the windows of the house would originally have
been unglazed and it is therefore not surprising to
see shutter grooves above the openings. The cills of
these openings project internally to support the
sliding wooden shutters. Only the aforementioned
upper hall windows lack shutter grooves. Hinged
shutters would have secured these openings, as
sliding shutters would have been difficult to reach in
the open part of the hall. The east frontage hall
window was replaced in later years, perhaps the
seventeenth century, by a bay window.
The open hall is the most important space within
buildings such as these and it is not surprising to
see the best internal features reserved for this room.
The high end of the hall, which lies to the south at
Bursted Farm, is typically emphasised by a moulded
and crenellated dais beam (Section F-F). This is
moulded with rolls and cavettos (Detail 2) but these
are fairly shallow in depth, something that is
consistent with a late medieval date. Interestingly
the crenellations are pierced so as to leave the upper
roll unbroken.
A plainly boarded dais partition lies beneath this
beam. This comprises feathered edged boards let
into a groove in the soffit of the dais beam. A simple
‘tongue and groove’ joins the boards to each other.
The original parlour door lies at the westernmost end
of the dais partition. A small fragment of the low
four-centred door head of this opening survives
(Detail 3). The sunken spandrel of the door head
fragment is embellished with a floral motif not unlike
a Tudor rose. Mortices on the one surviving door post
reveal that a dais spere once projected from the
partition, screening those seated on the dais bench
from the cold drafts that entered through the parlour
door. A mortice on the base of the central post of
the partition appears to be the evidence for a dais
bench.

Fragment of parlour door head showing floral
motif.

If it were not for the fact that only one bay of the
roof is soot blackened, one could be excused for
thinking that the hall chamber is a later insertion,
and that both bays of the hall were originally open
to the roof. Surprisingly the bridging beam that
crosses the hall at first-floor level, thereby supporting
the hall chamber, lies in halvings atop the east and
west wall-plates. It also interrupts the chamfers on
the soffits of the wall-plates; one would expect the
chamfers to be stopped here, thereby respecting
the presence of the beam. The south ends of the
common joists that the beam supports lie atop the
dais beam, rather than being tenoned into it. As a
result the floor of the hall chamber lies oddly higher
that the floors of the parlour and service chambers.
These features are commonly found in buildings
where the floor has been inserted later.
If the hall chamber is an original feature of the building
one would expect to see an original door leading into
it from the parlour chamber, but inspection of the cross
frame that lies between these rooms revealed no
evidence for such a feature. Instead the partition
seems to have been unbroken across the width of
the building, with wattle and daub either present or
indicated by empty stave mortices.
It is suggested that the hall chamber was an
afterthought, a late change of plan introduced during
the building’s final stages of construction or
immediately after completion. Certainly the hall
chamber must have been present before the open
hearth was first lit, for there is no soot blackening
above the chamber within the roof. A door between
the parlour chamber and hall chamber must have
been introduced by simply omitting (or removing) a
daub panel. A door position, evidenced by the scars
of strap hinges, can indeed be seen within the
partition, the empty stave mortices above the
opening (which suggest at first that this is an
insertion) perhaps being redundant from the outset.
The opening is wider than necessary, but this would
not have been a problem. The hall at Bursted Farm,
as with all such houses, was inevitably floored over
when the open hall tradition came to an end. The
construction of a chimney necessarily accompanied
the flooring of the hall.
Little Bursted Farm is a splendid example of a small,
timber-framed, open hall farmhouse. Nothing was
found during the Trust’s survey of the property that
would lead one to question the c. 1500–30 date
suggested, on stylistic grounds, by RCHM after their
inspection of the property. Whilst modest in size,
the farmhouse has many interesting and attractive
features.
One of the best things about the building is that it
has survived very much in its original form. The
property has not been extended or reduced in size;
its footprint remains the same today as when it was
built. A remarkably high percentage of the original
timber-frame survives, the roof for example retaining
all but one or two of its original components. Only a
few small areas of the fabric were concealed at the
time of the survey and consequently a near complete
understanding of the original timber-frame of the
property was obtained.
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A ruined brick barn, Ford, Hoath
Andrew Linklater and Rupert Austin

In November 2003 the Trust was asked to examine
the ruins of a brick barn at Ford. The owner, Mr
Petman, had submitted a planning application to
reinstate the barn as a dwelling. Canterbury City
Council was concerned that any development should
be based around the design of the original structure
and requested an archaeological survey to identify
surviving historic fabric, and to use the findings to
produce reconstruction drawings of the ancient barn.
Ford is located approximately 10 km. to the northeast of Canterbury in a small valley that lies along
the line of the Roman road between Reculver and
Sturry. It is not known when the first settlement at
Ford was established, but its importance during the
later fourteenth and early fifteenth centuries is well
known. Ford was acquired by the church c. 1470,
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and soon after this (under Archbishop Moreton,
1487–1500), an existing moated house was
demolished to make way for a grand residence in
brick and stone. The archbishop’s residence
comprised a series of courtyards, surrounded by
domestic buildings with yards and gardens.
The fortunes of Ford as an archbishop’s residence
declined in later years. Later archbishops complained
that it was damp and dreary and by the mid sixteenth
century the property had fallen into disrepair. In 1658
nearly all the buildings were demolished and the
materials sold. Today only a large barn and a few
small fragments of the archbishop’s residence
survive. These have been incorporated into Ford
Manor Farm, that lies on the east side of Ford Hill on
the site of the former residence. Another group of

buildings, some independently owned, others part
of the Ford Manor Farm complex, lie on the west
side of Ford Hill and the ruined barn lies within this
group. The barn is aligned north–south within a slight
terrace on the side of the hill and survived until the
1950s; all that now remains are fragments of the
south and west walls. The ruins have become
overgrown with trees and scrub. The surviving walls
and foundations reveal that the barn was rectangular,
measuring approximately 23.05 m. long by 10.42 m.
wide. Two phases of work were observed, the first
representing the primary fabric of the building, the
second representing a substantial repair to the
original structure.
The walls of the Phase I barn were built within
shallow foundation trenches and were constructed
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from large hand made bricks. These red bricks
measure approximately 10 x 6 x 2 ½ inches (254 x
152 x 64 mm.) and are laid in English Bond in a coarse
sandy lime mortar. The north, east and west walls
were about 0.40 m. thick, whereas the south wall,
which retains the higher ground to the north, was
around 0.51 m. thick.
Several test pits were excavated within the interior
of the barn to ascertain whether any original floor
surfaces survived. Only one was found, roughly mid
way along the east wall of the barn. Re-used bricks,
set in a hard cement mortar crossed the line of the
east wall, before dropping steeply into the
surrounding vegetation outside the barn. Early
photographs of the barn show a midstrey covered
by a thatched porch in the centre of the east wall.
The footings of the east wall are indeed interrupted
here, forming an entrance that was approximately
2.65 m. wide. The jambs of the opening were crudely
cut through the fabric, suggesting that the entrance
was either a later insertion or an enlargement of a
smaller entrance.
Broken peg tile was found in the area of the
midstrey. Early photographs of the barn reveal that,
although it was a thatched, the junction between
the roof of the porch and the main roof of the barn
was formed in tile. The photographs also show that
the south and east walls of the barn contained
ventilation slots, situated high up in the elevations.
Evidence for two of these ventilation slots was
observed in the surviving fabric of the south wall.
The south-west corner of the barn has clearly been
rebuilt (Phase II). The reason for this is not certain
but the barn may have suffered structural problems
or fallen into disrepair. The original fabric was razed
to the ground and new walls built in their place.
Although the new brickwork is similar to that used
in the Phase I fabric, a number of differences can be
seen. Flemish Bond rather than English Bond is used
and the mortar is much finer. The new elevations sit
atop a double-stepped plinth. Sixteen courses above
the plinth the elevations are further reduced in width
by a similarly stepped offset. The plinth and offsets
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reduce the width of the brickwork from 0.66 m. to
0.39 m. The plinth is interrupted along the west wall
by a pilaster. Along the south wall, a buttress
stabilizes the junction between the two phases of
work, the plinth and offsets continuing across the
face of the buttress.
A series of four brick footings, projecting at right
angles from the east wall into the interior of the barn,
were uncovered. None were revealed projecting from
the west wall. The footings are between 0.39 m.
and 0.50 m. wide and approximately 2.10 m. in
length. They were first thought to lie beneath the
post-plates of an arcade that ran down the east side
of the barn; they are constructed from similar bricks
and bonded with similar mortar to the Phase I fabric.
None though are keyed into the east wall; they are
independently constructed and lie within their own
narrow foundation trenches. The unequal spacing of
the first and last footings, relative to the end walls,
also makes their use with an arcade unlikely. They
may have been footings for secondary features, such
as stalls for livestock, which were added later.
It is suggested, on the basis of the similarity of
bricks and mortar, that the barn was associated with
the archbishop’s residence. Prior to the eighteenth
century, brick barns were rare (only a small number
survive in Kent), the vast majority being timberframed. The fact that this barn is built from brick at
a time when this was still an expensive material
supports the suggestion that the structure was
associated with the archbishop’s residence.
The age of the barn is difficult to ascertain.
Virtually no datable features survive, other than the
use of English bond, the nature of the bricks
themselves and the stepped plinth along the south
elevation; ventilation slots can be seen in barns of
all periods. English bond is found in the earliest
brickwork, continuing in use until around the middle
of the seventeenth century. Stepped plinths tend
to be seen in the early seventeenth century (before
this moulded plinths were the norm) but here a
plinth is only present along one elevation and
perhaps only for structural reasons. The barn would

probably not have been constructed in the declining
years of the residence, and so a construction date
towards the end of the sixteenth century is
suggested with the rebuilding of the south-west
corner perhaps taking place in the mid seventeenth
century.
Reconstruction drawings of the barn were
prepared, based on all the evidence. As so little of
the structure survives, it proved difficult to determine
its original form and arrangement. This was
compounded by the rarity of barns surviving from
the same period. The great barn at Milner Court,
Sturry is perhaps the only local example now left,
albeit considerably larger in size. This is thought to
have been built c. 1570–80 by Thomas Smyth, but
elements of it may predate his acquisition of Sturry
from St Augustine’s, after the Dissolution. Another
brick barn can be seen at Old Naccolt Farm, Brook.
This is thought to date from the second half of the
seventeenth century. Despite its later date it is a
useful example; many aspects of the construction
of barns changed little throughout the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries.
One of the most uncertain areas of the
reconstruction was the roof. The barn is surprisingly
wide, approximately 9.5 m. No evidence for aisles
was found and the roof must therefore have spanned
this width unsupported. Side-purlin roofs had
superseded crown-post roofs by the second half of
the sixteenth century but a simple side-purlin roof
would not have been sufficient here. A compound
or hybrid form must have been employed. That such
roof forms existed and could span such widths is
evidenced at Milner Court where a hybrid butt sidepurlin and king post roof is employed over a similar
span. King posts are unusual at this time though
and a combination of more common forms (clasped
side-purlins in the upper part of the roof, butt sidepurlins in the lower) has been suggested.
Windbraces were also common during the sixteenth
century and so were included in the reconstruction
of the lower part of the roof.
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Poldhurst Barn, Upper Harbledown
Rupert Austin

Poldhurst Barn is located approximately ½ km. to
the south-west of the village of Upper Harbledown,
on the south side of the A2. The historic farm
complex, comprising a handsome timber-framed
house, a barn and some smaller ancillary buildings,
has been turned over to residential use, but a timberframed barn has remained largely unaltered since it
formed part of a working farm, and is now in use as
an exhibition space. A new farm, operating out of
prefabricated buildings, has now developed to the
south of the older farm complex. An archaeological
appraisal of the barn was undertaken as part of a
planning application to convert the barn to residential
use. The work took place in August 2003 at the
request of the architects, Thomas Croft.
The timber-framed barn measures approximately
39 m. long by 7.7 m. wide and is aligned roughly
north-west to south-east. It is typically aisled on both
sides and is presently eight bays long with a return
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aisle at its north-west end. An entrance porch and
cattle shed project from the north-east side of the
barn into a small foldyard. The structure is now
underpinned by brick footings (these probably
replaced stone footings) and entirely clad in tarred
black weatherboards and covered by a corrugated
tin roof.
Three major periods of work appear to be contained
within the barn. The earliest dates perhaps to the
second half of the fifteenth century and comprises
the five central bays (Bays 2–6). These are typically
built for a structure of this period and locality and
employ normal assembly within the aisles. A crownpost roof once covered these bays, but this has now
been almost entirely rebuilt and only two crownposts and two braces remain. The surviving crownposts are plain and of square section, their lengths
revealing the heights of the missing collars and collar
purlin. Interestingly both posts were fully head-

braced to the collar-purlin but each has only a single
foot-brace to the tie beam. Economy of framing of
this sort is often seen in agricultural buildings, less
so in domestic structures, and suggests perhaps that
the roof is a late example of its type.
Close inspection revealed a series of carpenter’s
numerals on the arcade-braces of the barn. Two
sequences could be seen, one down the north-east
arcade, one down the south-west arcade. Although
the different periods of work within the barn can be
deduced by differences in construction, it is the
carpenter’s numerals that most readily identify the
Period 1 fabric. A different sequence can be seen
within Bays 7 & 8 and no sequence at all within Bay
1. The numerals also suggest that Bays 2 to 6
represent the original length of the Period 1 barn
and that no further bays were present to the northwest or south-east.
It is not clear how the ends of the Period 1 barn
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South-west elevation of barn.

originally terminated. There is no evidence on Truss
2 to indicate how the north-west end of the barn
terminated (no empty mortices for further arcadebraces or end aisle-ties). Surprisingly the north-west
face of much of this truss is heavily weathered,
suggesting therefore that the timbers must have
been exposed to the elements before the later Period
2 bay was built. Clearly there are a number of
questions that are difficult to answer at the present
time. Truss 7 at the south-east end of the Period 1
barn, although not weathered, is similar to Truss 2
and again questions remain.
The porch that projects from the north-east side
of Bay 4 is a contemporary feature of the Period 1
barn, something that is confirmed by the aisle-ties
and post-plates of trusses 4 and 5, which extend in
one length, beyond the line of the aisle wall to form
the north-west and south-east sides of the porch.
The porch is centrally placed with respect to the
Period 1 bays.
A full height entrance, approached by an earthen
ramp from the foldyard, is situated in the front wall
of the porch. The original double doors that secured
the opening have been replaced by a later pair that
date perhaps to the early twentieth century. Although
these are later they are still traditionally framed, with
tapered rails and no outer stiles. A small plank and
ledge door within the north-west wall of the porch
affords independent foot passage into the building,
via a short flight of steps. The roof of the porch has
again been rebuilt but empty housings atop its wallplates indicate that it was once covered by a hipped
roof.
Although Bay 1 and its return aisle are similar in
their construction to the Period 1 bays they belong

D

Interior view to south-east.

Ozengell Barn, Ozengell Grange, Ramsgate
Rupert Austin and Peter Seary

Ozengell Grange is located within a rural setting
approximately 2½ km. to the west of Ramsgate within
the parish of St Lawrence, Thanet. The place name
has been spelt in numerous ways over the years.
Wallenberg (1934) gives the name as ‘Ozengelt’ and
derives it as follows ‘OE pers. name osa, or os ‘god,
divinity’ and ing(a) and hyll -hill’. This suggests a
connection with the Anglo-Saxon cemeteries that are
known to exist in the area to the south of the grange.
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to a second period of work. A number of features, in
addition to the aforementioned carpenter’s numerals,
reveal this to be the case. Bay 1 is significantly
shorter than the other bays and the jowls of its posts
lack the upper shoulders seen in the earlier work, a
subtle but noticeable difference. Truss 1 of this bay
incorporates an axial post, a typical feature of an
end truss. The north-west end wall of the barn is
secured to this post by an aisle-tie but surprisingly
there is no aisle-shore.
The barn originally terminated in a hip here but
this has since been converted into a gable. The
timber-frame that forms the gable is of eighteenthor early nineteenth-century appearance. Interestingly
a small dovecote now lies within the roof space
behind the new gable. A matchboard partition
separates the dovecote from the barn, a small door
affording access through it from a ladder within the
barn. A series of pigeon holes in the weatherboards
of the gable allowed the birds entry.
Bays 7 and 8, which date perhaps to the eighteenth
century, clearly differ in their construction from the
Period 1 and 2 fabric and belong to a third period of
work. Shores descend from the arcade-posts into
the aisles of these bays, but unlike those within the
earlier periods of work, these stop at the aisle-ties
and do not reach the post-plates. The posts also
have shouldered jowls, not the long swellings seen
in the Period 1 fabric. A sequence of carpenter’s
numerals can again be seen on the arcade-braces
of these bays. Unlike those observed within the
Period 1 bays, these are chiselled rather than incised
onto the timbers.
The south-east end of the barn is unaisled, the end
elevation built from square sectioned timber of

uniform and relatively light scantling. Straight,
similarly sectioned braces descend from the corner
posts. The remains of a staggered butt side-purlin
roof covers the Period 3 bays. Although this has again
been rebuilt, rather more original fabric survives than
was the case over the Period 1 bays. The principal
rafters, side-purlins and many common rafters have
been retained, albeit at a lower pitch. In order to
reduce the pitch, and therefore reduce the height of
the roof, the collars were removed and the rafters
shortened.
Numerous alterations and repairs can be seen
throughout the structure, but the most significant is
certainly the rebuilding of the roof. It appears to have
been replaced throughout the length of the structure
in one go, probably during the twentieth century,
the new arrangement designed to support the
lightweight corrugated tin that covers the building
today. The new roof is of lower pitch than the original,
the height of the barn therefore now reduced. The
aisles were also re-roofed, but necessarily retained
their original pitch, creating therefore a cranked
profile.
Whilst Poldhurst Barn is not amongst the earliest
or best of Kent’s barns, the primary fabric contained
within it is nonetheless medieval and therefore of
importance. The fabric that survives is generally in
good condition but many elements are now missing.
The roof in particular has been rebuilt but was
originally of crown-post construction.

The origins of the grange are obscure. King Cnut
granted lands in Thanet to St Augustine’s Abbey, but
Ozengell is not named in William of Thorne’s list of
the abbey’s property. During the thirteenth century
the place name appears twice in the Register of St
Augustine’s Abbey, among the names of persons
paying Romescot (an annual tax of 1d. due to the
papal see), suggesting therefore that there was
already a substantial property at Ozengell at this date.

Hasted tells us that Ozengell ‘was part of the
ancient possessions of the abbot and convent of St
Augustine, and was early appropriated to the
sacristy of that convent, with which it continued until
the final dissolution of it in the 30th year of Henry
VIII’ (1800, 381). It was one of a number of granges
in the area that included Salmeston, Alland,
Newland, and Calais. Ozengell seems to have shared
the tithes from St Lawrence parish with the nearby
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View to north-east showing entrance porch.

Newland Grange, each receiving a half or ‘mediety’
of the produce. These tithes were, of course, the
reason for the tithe barn’s existence.
At the Reformation much of the rectorial tithe held
by religious houses passed to the Crown, and from
there into the hands of laymen. In 1539, during the
dissolution of the monasteries, the abbot of St
Augustine’s, John Essex, surrendered Ozengell to
the crown. Three years later Henry VIII donated the
grange to the newly-founded Dean and Chapter of
Canterbury Cathedral. The Dean and Chapter seem
to have leased it to tenants, who sublet it to farmers,
on a beneficial lease. At this time, according to the
lease, the grange included ‘houses barns stables and
enclosures’. It was leased at an annual rent of £21
16s 8d plus £10 to be paid for the upkeep of St
Lawrence vicarage. This rent seems to have
remained unchanged until at least the middle of the
eighteenth century.
The beneficial lease gave the lessees the right to
half of the tithes from the parish of St Lawrence
(Newland Grange still received the other mediety).
The ownership or use of the farm also conferred
certain obligations upon the tenants, including an
obligation to keep the chancel of the parish church
in repair. The earliest known beneficial lessee is one
‘Lady Fordwich of Mote’, who sub-let the grange to
a Robert Maxted in the 1660s. By 1687 it was held
by the Fotherby family.
The first farmers known to have worked Ozengell
after the Dissolution belong to the Maxted family.
The Maxteds were a wealthy family who held
numerous properties and tenancies in the parishes
of St Lawrence and West Langdon. According to
the Listed Building Description, the Parsonage of
Ozengell Grange was held by them from 1565 to
1765. Given these dates it is likely that the Maxteds
were responsible for much of the development of
the site. The datestone on the western elevation of
the farmhouse suggests it was rebuilt in 1711, and
the initials ‘R.M.’ were carved on a beam in an
upstairs room.
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According to Hasted, the beneficial lessee in 1800
was ‘Charles Dering, esq. of Barham’. It is not yet
clear who the farmer was at this date but by 1890
the farmer was Frederick Chapman. He was still
farming there in 1911 when George Dering’s estate,
including Ozengell, was sold. The description of the
farm in the 1911 estate sale particulars provides us
with a picture of the fully developed farmstead. A
cart lodge, wagon lodge, coal store, meal house,
stabling, pigstyes, traphouse, bull-house, cowhouse,
bull pen and open fronted cattle lodge are amongst
the buildings and structures described.
James Grey was perhaps the last farmer at
Ozengell. According to Kelly’s Directory he was there
in 1936, since when farming has ceased. Most of
the farm buildings, which were haphazardly built
around an irregular foldyard, have now disappeared.
The farmhouse remains in use as a dwelling, but its
surroundings have been turned into gardens.
Fortunately the substantial medieval timber-framed
barn, which lies along the east side of the former
foldyard, has survived.
The barn is in a poor state of repair and has partly
collapsed. Plans to restore the barn and rebuild the
collapsed bays have been proposed and funding
sought. A conservation plan was recently prepared
(by the architects Thomas Ford). The owner of the
building (Mr Farrier) commissioned the Trust to
undertake an archaeological survey of the structure
in support of this conservation plan.
The barn is aligned roughly north-east–south-west
and now measures approximately 24.3 m. long by
8.5 m. wide, but was once longer. The barn is not of
one build but comprises a surprisingly complex
development that includes three major periods of
work. The three earliest bays (Period 1) survive at
the north-east end of the barn (Bays 4, 5 and 6).
These are aisled to the south-east and north-west
and are typically constructed for the period and
locality, their features suggesting that they do not
belong amongst the oldest of Kent’s barns but are
nonetheless of some antiquity, dating perhaps to the

fifteenth century. Medieval barns are not overly
common in Kent and the survival of fabric of this
date is therefore of some importance.
The first two bays measure 4.6 and 5.1 m. in length
respectively; the third is truncated. They are covered
by a crown-post roof, the posts of which are plain
and square and fully braced. The braces are
characteristically curved, thin and plank-like, features
which suggest a fifteenth-century date.
Reverse assembly has been employed within the
aisles of the barn, an arrangement whereby the wallplates are placed above the aisle-ties, not beneath
as is usually the case (Section B-B). Structurally this
is a poor technique as there is little to prevent the
wall-plates from rolling off the tops of the walls under
the outward thrust of the rafters. Such construction
often indicates early, perhaps fourteenth-century
work; however here a slight improvement in the form
of jowled posts has been employed, suggesting
perhaps a later date for the feature. Jowled posts
are not usually associated with reverse assembly.
To enable them to be used with this form of
construction they have been turned through 90
degrees, the jowl therefore helping to secure the
tie-beams to the wall-plates.
No groove is present beneath the wall-plates,
suggesting therefore that the original weatherboards
were fixed horizontally rather than vertically to the
exterior of the timber-frame. The ground-plates
beneath the aisle walls are typically interrupted by
the post-plates of the south-east–north-west aligned
trusses. This detail only survives at one point within
the barn, to the north-east of the later porch. The
ground-plates of the barn typically rest on low flint
footings. Faced halved and bladed scarfs with three
quarter depth blades have been used to join wallplates and arcade-plates together. This is an unusual
variety of scarf, one that the writer has only previously
observed within a later period of development at
Littlebourne Barn.
Carpenter’s numerals are present on many of the
Period 1 timbers. Two sequences are evident, the
first on the south-east–north-west aligned trusses,
and the second on the arcade-braces. The

Period 1 arcade post.
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components within each truss all have the same
number, one that identifies it with that truss, but
surprisingly the three surviving trusses are numbered
one, three and five respectively. The arcade-braces
are, however, numbered in sequence (from northeast to south-west down the north-west side of the
barn, and from south-west to north-east down the
south-east side of the barn), suggesting that the odd
numbering of the trusses is an original feature and
not the result of later rebuilding.
The arcade-brace numbers suggest that the
structure was originally three full bays in length (Bay
6 the last full bay) and that we have lost only the
north-east truss to which brace 1 was attached. This
seems rather short for such an important barn and it
is suggested that the absent even-numbered trusses
were located to the north-east, beyond perhaps a
midstrey, in a missing part of the barn, but this is
only conjecture.
A clear change in fabric can be seen to the southwest of Bay 4, something that is consistent with the
arcade-brace numbers. Details on the south-west
truss (section B-B) here confirm that this was the
last full truss. The braces that spring from its southwest face are nailed in place and were presumably
added when the Period 2 bays were built. Within
the roof space the crown-post that sits atop the tiebeam is only braced to the north-east.
Bays 2 and 3 of the barn belong to a second phase
of work. Although they are broadly similar in
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construction to the Period 1 bays, a number of
differences can be seen, the most significant being
the use of normal assembly within the aisles. The
Period 2 bays are also shorter; Bay 2 measures
approximately 3.75 m. in length whilst Bay 3
measures approximately 3.56 m. Unlike the earlier
fabric, where nearly all the timbers are identified with
carpenter’s numerals, only the arcade-braces are
numbered within the later bays. A crown-post roof
is again present, but this is more economical in its
use of bracing.
Surprisingly there are slight differences in
construction between the south-east and north-west
aisles of the Period 2 bays, the most significant
relating to the shores (Section C-C). Those to the
north-west are morticed to the posts whereas those
to the south-east are simply nailed. The north-west
shores pass the aisle-ties by means of a halving (to
which they are pegged) whereas the south-east
shores are simply nailed to the face of the aisle-ties.
Redundant shore mortices are present on the southeast posts but no redundant halvings are present in
the aisle-ties or shores (i.e. the shores have not
simply been replaced or repositioned). These
differences suggest that the Period 2 bays were built
using reclaimed timber and that the timbers came
from different sources.
Bay 2 appears to represent the full extent of the
Period 2 work; the arcade-braces that spring from
the south-west face of the south-west truss of this

bay are nailed in place and were presumably added
when Bay 1 was built. Bay 1, which is approximately
4.15 m. in length, is the last major addition to
Ozengell Barn. The south-east elevation of this bay
has been heavily rebuilt but the corner posts, an axial
post and wall-plates still survive. A clasped sidepurlin roof lies above this bay but this is an
eighteenth- or nineteenth-century rebuild.
Numerous later repairs and alterations can be seen
throughout the barn, the most significant of which
is the addition of a porch to Bay 4. The porch is
covered by a clasped side-purlin roof with ridgeboard
and seems therefore to be of late eighteenth-century
date. The arcade-braces behind the porch were
removed at this time to allow loaded carts and
wagons to enter the barn.

Crown-post roof over Period 1 bay.

The Black House, Lower Rainham
Rupert Austin

The Black House is located approximately 3 km. to
the east of Gillingham, on the edge of the Medway
marshes. It lies along the north side of Lower
Rainham Road (B2004) within the Riverside Country
Park. The house is a rare example of a particularly
small and modest late sixteenth-century timberframed property that contains the remains of a
timber-framed chimney. It is the only surviving
building of the former hamlet of West Rainham.
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The Black House has remained uninhabited since
the 1940s, the site occupied during this time by an
elderly tenant who uses the building to shelter
chickens (and at one time pigs and rabbits) and store
‘rag and bone’, preferring himself to live in a rambling
collection of sheds. The sheds, known as Shed Farm,
lie a few metres to the east of the house, and are
without proper mains services. In this time, and
without proper maintenance, the building has fallen

into a state of disrepair. The property was saved from
demolition in the 1990s, when its historic importance
was eventually recognised, and it received a Grade
II listing. Some repairs were undertaken at this time
and the property stabilised, but it remains in poor
condition, especially since the recent widening of
the Lower Rainham Road, which now passes within
a metre of the property.
The two storey structure is of two bays,
measuring only 8 m. long by 5 m. wide. It is covered
by a clasped side-purlin roof that was once
thatched but is now clad in corrugated tin and it is
this tar-covered roof and weatherboarding that
have given the building its name. A small service
room and hall lie on the ground floor and two
chambers on the first floor. Both bays were
originally open to the roof and remarkably the west
chamber was never illuminated. The ground floor
hall was originally the only room in the house to be
heated. Fragments of a timber-framed hearth
survive in this room.
Timber-framed chimneys, which were vulnerable
to fire and quickly replaced by brick, are rare and
even the fragmentary remains here confer a special
interest to the building. The oak bresummer of the
hearth and the two oak posts or jambs that support
it have survived along with a lath and daub panel
that flanks the right side of the hearth. The remains
of a stone fireback can also be seen.
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Medway Council recently commissioned architect
Christopher McGrath to prepare a feasibility study into
the options for the repair and restoration of the
property. The options considered included minimal
repair of the property in situ, sufficient to preserve it
as a watertight shell; conversion back to a habitable
dwelling with an extension to make it viable; or
restoration as a museum exhibit, possibly by relocating
it away from the road. The property had already been

F

the subject of an archaeological survey, undertaken
by David and Barbara Martin in 1996, and the historic
development of the structure was therefore well
understood, but no detailed drawings had been
prepared. The Trust was invited to undertake this work.
Four evaluation trenches within, and immediately
outside the property were examined at this time, to
ascertain what archaeology survived beneath the
building and within its immediate environs. The strip

of land upon which the building stands, between
Otterham Key and Gillingham, along the fringes of
the Medway marshes, is known to be
archaeologically important, with several sites in the
area. The trenches proved to be rich in archaeology,
with a number of features and a corpus of pottery
dating between A.D. 1250–1350, demonstrating
that the site has perhaps been in continuous
occupation since at least the thirteenth century.

Eastgate House, Rochester
Rupert Austin

Eastgate House is a large rambling brick and timberframed property that dates perhaps to the late
sixteenth century. The Grade I listed building lies
along the north-east side of Rochester High Street
(formerly Eastgate Street) and after the castle and
cathedral is one of the city’s most recognizable and
impressive buildings. It is one of the finest town
houses in Kent and therefore of considerable
architectural interest, its importance enhanced by
its relative (though restored) completeness. The
property was once the capital mansion of Sir Peter
Buck, an important Rochester citizen.
The house has been in public ownership for over
a hundred years, for most of that time as a museum
of Rochester but latterly housing displays on the
life and work of Charles Dickens. Medway Council
is currently considering a number of options for the
future use of the building and commissioned the
Trust, in partnership with independent heritage
consultant Mansell Jagger, to prepare a
Conservation Statement on the property in order
to be fully informed of its history and significance.
The statement drew upon four areas of
investigation; an assessment of the archaeological
potential of the site, a study of documentary
sources, an investigation and analysis of the
standing building and a statement of significance.
The work was undertaken during the first few
months of 2004.
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Little archaeological investigation has been
undertaken within the vicinity of the house over the
years and none on the site itself. No specific
archaeological information or discoveries relating
directly to the Eastgate House site are therefore
known. The archaeological potential of the site can
only be judged from our knowledge of the
surrounding area. The house lies along Watling
Street, a short distance to the south-east of the
former East Gate. The few documented excavated
remains in the area suggest that the site has a high
potential for the discovery of further information
relating to the prehistoric, Belgic, Roman, AngloSaxon and medieval suburban settlement of the city.
The site had direct access to tidal creeks, salt
marsh and meadows until as recently as the
eighteenth century and there is potentially much to
be learned about the relationship of the house with
these features. The area between Eastgate House
and its annexe and the space occupied by a formal
garden should contain evidence for the outbuildings
and service yards of Sir Peter Buck’s house, and also
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evidence for a missing bay and later developments
associated with its use as a school (see below).
A number of post-medieval buildings dating to the
seventeenth, eighteenth and nineteenth centuries
still survive on both sides of the street, within the
vicinity of Eastgate House, extending back from the
road frontages. Some are hidden behind modern
shop-fronts. The potential for below ground postmedieval remains in the Eastgate area is therefore
relatively high. More modern buildings are though
dispersed amongst the surviving historic structures
and may have destroyed areas of buried archaeology
to some degree, but archaeological remains should
survive even where later cellaring has taken place.
Despite the prominence of the house, the
documentary record proved patchy and difficult to
assess, probably because the house was in private
hands for so long. Despite this, useful documentary
information was recovered, sufficient to show that
nearly all its development, and perhaps its initial
construction, can be attributed to the Bucks. The
Bucks were an important and influential Rochester

family. Sir Peter Buck was Clerk of the Cheque at
the royal dockyard at Chatham and also city alderman
and mayor. Eastgate House was his capital mansion
and his association with the building therefore adds
to its significance. Ownership of the house passed
through five generations of the Buck family over a
period of about a hundred years. During that time
the house was considerably enlarged and altered.
The earliest surviving element of the house dates
perhaps to the third quarter of the sixteenth century.
Sir Peter Buck appears to have been responsible for
perhaps the first two additions to this, his son the
more modest later additions (the porch and northwest brick range). The property ’s dramatic
enlargement through the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries (it has grown to nearly three times its
original size and incorporates seven major periods
of work) amply illustrates both the development of
a major town house and also the rising fortunes of
an important Rochester family. Apart from the loss
of one bay of the north-east wing, the house survives
very much in the form it achieved towards the end

45

BUILDING RECORDING

46

CANTERBURY’S ARCHAEOLOGY 2003–2004

BUILDING RECORDING

Elaborate carved first-floor chimney piece within
Period 2 wing.

of the seventeenth century. The house must have
figured prominently in the civic and social life of the
city throughout this period; indeed the King of
Denmark was entertained here whilst inspecting the
navy with King James I.
The Buck’s involvement with the house appears
to have ended around 1687. In the eighteenth century
it passed through the hands of a number of tenants.
From the end of the century to the 1870s it was a
Ladies’ College, after which it became the private
house of a prosperous wholesale coal merchant
before becoming briefly a YMCA and then a
Temperance Restaurant. No additions were made
during these later years, the property falling instead
into a state of disrepair.
In 1897 the Rochester Corporation purchased the
building. They undertook extensive restorations,
converting the building into a museum to celebrate
Queen Victoria’s Jubilee. Their restorations were
undertaken to a high standard and respected the
evidence of the original sixteenth- and seventeenthcentury work. In the early twentieth century the
museum benefited from a substantial bequest of
£10,000 from the philanthropist and wealthy
Rochester citizen Thomas Hellyer Foord, who died
in 1917. The sum was intended to reimburse the
corporation for the purchase of Eastgate House, to
cover the cost of buying land and for the construction
of an extension to the museum, building a cottage
for a caretaker and designing a formal garden. The
museum was duly enlarged in the 1920s with the
addition of the Foord annexe. In 1979 the museum
moved out of the building, to the Guildhall, and the
house became the Dickens centre.
Architecturally there is nothing quite like Eastgate
House in Rochester or elsewhere in Kent. The earliest
part proved to be the range which fronts the street.
This is most unusual, combining both timber-framing
and brick in its construction, with no obvious parallels
to the combination seen here. The showy timberframed south-west frontage presents a double jettied
façade to the street that is surmounted by a pair of
jettied gables. Oriel windows with flanking clerestory
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lightly typically illuminate the first- and second-floor
rooms of the range and continuous fenestration the
ground floor. Decorated brackets lie beneath the
jetties and oriels.
The south-east side elevation is wholly brick built
with an integral chimney and archaic looking
polygonal stair turret. A recessed plaque with a
prancing buck surrounded by a decorative border
can be seen in the gable. The chimney above this
was rebuilt in the eighteenth century. An observation
room, which may have been used by Sir Peter Buck
to observe the shipping on the Medway, is located
atop the stair turret. This was once perhaps capped
by an ogee-shaped lead- or copper-clad spire.
The layout of the primary range was also unusual
as it must have been entered at the side, away from
the street (there is no street door). It is possible
that the primary range was built against an earlier
hall, that lay to the rear, replacing its high-end wing
and solar. This would explain some of the unusual
features, but cannot be proven, as presently no

evidence for such a hall can be seen. The building
may have been entered through this hall.
The primary range is perhaps the best preserved
part of the building, both structurally and with respect
to its fixtures and fittings, and is of outstanding
interest. The decorated plaster ceilings in three of
its rooms incorporate variously the arms of Sir Peter
Buck and his second wife, and other devices of the
period, including lions, mermaids and mermen,
grotesques and a buck and doe. Other important
historic features also survive within the range,
including two fireplaces with elaborate
chimneypieces and overmantles. The fireplaces
comprise brick-built four-centered arches rendered
with plaster to give the impression of stone. The
overmantle above the first-floor hearth is dated 1590.
The second and third major additions to the
property are the entirely timber-framed wings that
extend from the rear north-east elevation of the
primary range. They are both three storeys in height
with garrets (a little taller than the primary range)
and very similar in construction. They are perhaps
only a little later in date than the primary range and
are only marginally less significant. Of particular note
here are the elaborate carved timber chimneypieces
within the principal ground and first floor rooms of
the Period 2 extension and the handsome Ragstone
fireplace on the ground floor of the Period 3 extension.
The elaborate chimney, with its cluster of four shafts,
that rises above the roof at the junction of the two
extensions, was rebuilt by the corporation, but
replaces an earlier example that can be seen in early
photographs and illustrations.
Numerous other period features survive within
these later parts of the building, including many
square yards of oak panelling, fragments of late
sixteenth- early seventeenth-century wall paintings,
decorated doorframes and the upper part of a
seventeenth-century newel staircase. This staircase
once rose up through the Period 2 extension from
ground level, but has since been removed from the
ground and first floors. The polygonal timber-framed
bay windows that project from the façades of the

Sventeenth-century open well staircase within
Period 6 extension.

Plaster ceiling incorporating the arms of Sir Peter
Buck and his second wife, within primary range.

Rendered brick fireplace within primary range.
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Period 2 and 3 additions were entirely rebuilt in the
1960s but faithfully replace earlier examples. It was
proven during the survey that the Period 3 extension
was once longer. At least one more bay once lay to
the north-east but this has now been demolished
without trace.
The fourth major addition to the property appears
to have been the two storey brick porch. This is
entered through a heavily weathered four-centred
stone door, the right spandrel of which is decorated
with the arms of Sir Peter Buck’s second wife, Mary
Cresswell. The left spandrel is badly decayed but
presumably once bore the arms of Sir Peter Buck.
The pediment and pilasters above and to the side of
the door were added by the corporation.
The two storey Period 5 and 6 additions, which
present a row of three gables to the north-west,
represent subsidiary accommodation and are less

grand than the earlier works. They were perhaps
added in the second quarter of the seventeenth
century and are entirely brick built. The only notable
feature here is a fine open well staircase, inserted
perhaps in the third quarter of the seventeenth
century. This is of softwood construction with turned
balusters and acorn finials.
Numerous imported features (panelling,
chimneypieces, doorframes etc.) can be seen
throughout Eastgate House, brought in by the
corporation when the property became a museum.
The house became something of a depository for
the fittings from several important but now
demolished local historic buildings, including the Old
Red Lion, Frindsbury. These are of good quality and
of roughly contemporary date to the building and
have intrinsic importance, but are not as significant
as the original features of the house.

The Foord Annexe, with its single storey link,
caretaker ’s cottage and formal gardens are
understandably of less interest than the earlier
sixteenth- and seventeenth-century elements of the
property and are included in the listing for group value
only. The buildings are craftsmen built in a wellmannered late seventeenth-century classical idiom
that complements Eastgate House. They are well
constructed in good materials and externally
unaltered. Their significance is, however, enhanced
a little by the fact that they were designed by Sir
Guy Dawber, a well known and respected architect
of the time, but one whose work is rare in Kent.
Dawber, following consultation with the head
gardener at Hampton Court, also designed the formal
gardens, which are listed in the Kent Gardens
Compendium. The garden comprised a central
rectangular sunken pool surrounded by dwarf walls

Left: clasped side-purlin roof over primary range; middle: manneristic term within chimney piece of primary range; right: first-floor room within Period 2 wing.
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and a lavender hedge, overlooked by an open fronted
shelter or loggia to the north-west. They were altered
for the worse in the 1980s and in later years
accommodated a number of museum exhibits. Most
of these have now been removed. Original drawings
survive and it would be possible to restore the
gardens to their original design.
The building’s principal cultural association is with
Charles Dickens, who featured the house in two of
his novels. The arrival of his Chalet in 1961 (this was
first sited at Gad’s Hill and then exhibited at Crystal
Palace) further enhanced this connection. This
delightful nineteenth-century, two storey ornamental
structure is also listed Grade I, in recognition of its
association with Charles Dickens. In later years he
spent much of his time in the chalet writing. It was
restored before arriving in Rochester in numerous
packing cases, and is in good condition.

G

Decorated stops to door and fireplace jambs.

Manor Barn, Frindsbury: archaeological clearance and recovery of fire-damaged timbers
Rupert Austin

At one time Manor Barn, Frindsbury was the longest
of Kent’s medieval timber-framed barns and one of
the best preserved. The Grade I listed building, which
has been dendrochronologically dated to c. 1403,
was built by St Andrew’s Priory, Rochester as a
grange barn. The building is presently in the
ownership of the Church Commissioners, who lease
the site to a local farmer who uses the barn to store
agricultural equipment. The barn is located in a semi
rural setting on the edge of Frindsbury.
Regrettably a significant part of the barn, the three
north-easternmost bays, was destroyed in a serious
fire on 22 January 2003. The building had been
subject to much petty vandalism in recent years and
an earlier attempt had been made to burn the
structure down. The second attempt, undertaken on
the night of a national fire strike, was unfortunately
more successful. Two Green Goddess fire engines
belonging to the army were sent to the scene. They
managed to prevent the entire structure from being
destroyed but were unable to save the north-east
end of the building. The regular fire brigade attended
the scene the following morning and damped down
the smouldering remains.
The barn is aligned roughly north-east to southwest and is typically aisled on both sides, the aisles
returning along the north-east and south-west ends
of the building. It measured, before the fire,
approximately 210 ft long and comprised thirteen
full bays. Remarkably all thirteen bays, which sit atop
low Ragstone footings, were of one period. Except
for a number of relatively minor alterations (e.g.
inserted doors and windows), the barn had remained
largely unaltered.
Its carpentry is exemplary and typical for a structure
of the period and locality. The most obviously archaic
features, those that are indicative of its early date,
include the use of reverse assembly atop the aisle
walls and splayed and keyed scarfs to join sections
of arcade-plate and collar-purlin. Some original
weatherboarding (this is vertically placed and let into
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grooves on the soffits of the wall-plates) appears to
survive along the aisle walls. The substantial arcadeposts of the barn support a handsome but
conventional crown-post roof.
The scene left by the fire was one of almost
complete destruction. The first three bays had
collapsed and the roof of the fourth bay was also
destroyed. A number of fallen timbers lay atop
several crushed agricultural trailers that had been
stored in the barn. Oak timbers usually survive fires
well, charring rather than burning away like
softwood. It rapidly became apparent though that
the oak here had not fared well. The damage and
destruction caused by the fire was considerable.
Many were seriously burnt and had collapsed to the
ground, often in fragments. Less than a handful
survived unscathed. Combustible material may have
been present within the barn. The trailers stored here

may have held falling debris off the ground, allowing
air to penetrate, and the timbers to burn more
completely.
The Trust was commissioned to clear the fallen
fire-damaged debris in an archaeologically sensitive
manner. The work was undertaken according to a
brief prepared by Medway Council. The primary
objective of the Trust’s exercise, which commenced
on 16 June 2003, was to identify and recover as
much of the fallen timber as possible. Valuable
details, however small, might still survive on the
timbers. Those that had not been completely
destroyed, if they could be identified, might prove
useful when preparing replacements in any future
reconstruction.
As with all exercises of this nature, it was vital
that the fallen timbers were not moved before any
attempt to identify them was made. Buildings
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collapse in predictable ways and it is far easier to
tell where timbers have come from if they lie where
they have fallen. Once moved it becomes difficult if
not impossible to identify them, particularly if they
are badly damaged. Most did indeed lie where they
had fallen, although the fire brigade had moved a
small number when fighting the fire.
A brief photographic record of the fire-damaged
end of the barn was made before works began. The
site was then cleared in a methodical manner, by a
team of four, over a period of three weeks. Timbers
that were readily identifiable were tagged and moved
clear, allowing the general debris of broken tiles and
ash to be shovelled away into skips. Other less easily
identified timbers were given temporary tags and
their positions noted before being moved. Severely
burnt timbers that contained no architectural
information and/or were beyond identification were
immediately skipped. Sketches were made of at least
two sides of each identified timber before they were
placed in store within the intact portion of the barn.
Approximately sixty-five timbers were kept.
Although the surviving timbers were nearly all
severely burnt, it proved possible to recover
numerous dimensions and many features. The
discovery of carpenter’s numerals within the joints
of the timber-frame proved to be one of the more
interesting observations. The surviving bays of the
barn had been briefly examined for such features.

H

of the recovered timbers will be suitable for re-use
in any future reconstruction. The timbers identified
and salvaged from the fire-damaged bays may,
however, prove useful as templates if reconstruction
of the missing bays is undertaken in new oak.

The Old Parsonage, Rolvenden
Rupert Austin

The Old Parsonage, Rolvenden is located along the
east side of the A28 Hastings road, approximately
80 m. to the south of St Mary’s church. The property
presents a doubled fronted, late Georgian façade to
the road, but behind is a timber-framed range of
probable sixteenth-century date. A brief visit to this
Grade II listed house was made in September 2003
at the request of architect, Richard Gill. Plans to
convert a brick outbuilding, now used as a garage,
into a pool house, and minor alterations to the main
residence had been proposed and a better
understanding of the fabric in the areas concerned
was required.
The timber-framed building to the rear of the
property was originally aligned roughly north–south,
but only two bays now survive and its orientation is
not therefore immediately obvious. Both surviving
bays were floored and open as one at ground and
first-floor level, suggesting therefore that it is the
central two-bay ground floor hall and corresponding
two bay hall chamber that have survived, the hall
chamber originally open to the roof. The remains of
one roof truss, all that is now left of the original roof,
can be seen within the attic. This is of clasped sidepurlin form with queen-posts beneath the collar.
Other rooms, however, in addition to the extant hall
and chamber, are required to make a dwelling. A
linear arrangement where the central hall was once
flanked by service rooms at one end and a parlour at
the other is suggested.
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Given that we now know they are hidden within the
joints of the timber-frame, it is clear why none were
found. The numbers show that the barn was built
from the north-east end, something that is consistent
with the direction of the scarfs within the structure;
the timbers within the first truss are numbered 1,
those within the second truss are numbered 2 and
so forth. A tag was used to identify those
components that lie along north-west side of the
barn. The precise arrangement of the spandrel struts
within several of the destroyed trusses was also
confirmed (each truss employs a vertical strut, not
all have a horizontal strut) and the locations of several
scarfs were identified.
Clearly repetition is a key feature in a structure
such as a barn. Most of the construction, general
dimensions and carpentry detail of the missing bays
can easily be learned by examining the intact part of
the barn, where the fabric is in excellent condition.
The extra information obtained by examining the
badly burnt timbers of the north-easternmost bays,
which had generally lost their original size, shape
and features, was therefore limited.
Limited but useful information was learned during
this unfortunate exercise. Given that Manor Barn is
Grade I listed and that the debris had to be cleared,
the extra cost, if any, of undertaking the exercise in
a controlled manner, in order to recover this
information, was worthwhile. It seems unlikely many

The original timber-framed building has now been
altered beyond recognition by a multitude of later
changes. A modern extension now occupies the
position of any lost bays which may have lain to the
south of the hall. A mixture of eighteenth- and
nineteenth-century work replaces any bays which
once lay to the north of the hall. The timber-framed
building was overshadowed in the late eighteenth
century by the construction of a large double-fronted
Georgian extension. This lies to the west, fronting
the road. The older timber-framed building must have
been relegated to that of a service wing at this time.
The outbuilding to the rear of the house dates
perhaps to the late eighteenth or early nineteenth
century. It is aligned roughly east–west and is brickbuilt, measuring approximately 8.5 m. long by 5 m.
wide. A small but contemporary brick outshot, and
later open fronted shelter, lie against its east and
west elevations.
The outbuilding is a plain utilitarian structure that
is soundly but economically built. In its original form
the main range of the outbuilding appears to have
been divided into two rooms by a lath and plaster
partition, with a third smaller room in the outshot to
the west. We cannot be sure of the building’s
purpose, but accommodation for a carriage within
the northern room seems likely. A modern and
unsightly projection, that incorporates a rising
aluminium garage door, now replaces the original
door.

Stabling seems likely to have occupied the larger
southern room from the outset, despite the lack of
illumination and ventilation (it is possible a window
was located in the missing part of the west
elevation). Two stalls are indeed present within this
room but these are comparatively modern and must
replace earlier fittings. A hayloft lies above the stalls,
but it is not clear whether this is an original feature.
The stables are entered through a door in the south
elevation of the range. Although the door itself is
relatively modern, it likely replaces an earlier fitting.
The small outshot to the east, which was heated by
a small hearth in its south wall, may have been for a
groom, or used as a tack room.
The clasped side-purlin roof that covers the
outbuilding is a late example of its type. It is of
comparatively low pitch and lightweight
construction and employs a ridge board. Its collars
are nailed to the sides of the principal trusses. Many
of the timbers that make up the roof are of re-used
oak, but a few components, such as the purlins,
are of softwood. The outbuilding is not of great
architectural interest or antiquity but nonetheless
has some merit and, lying as is it does within the
curtilage of the house, has a place in the evolution
of the property and presumably its later use as a
parsonage.
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Pots from a Dissolution period cess-tank at Canterbury Whitefriars
John Cotter

Summary: A large collection of complete and nearcomplete pottery vessels dating to the late medieval
period was excavated from a stone cess-tank on the
Whitefriars site. This is thought to be a ‘Dissolution
group’, thrown out when the friary was dissolved in
1538. If so it is one of the largest and most important
groups of Dissolution period pottery excavated in southeast England to date. Initial processing and spot-dating
of the pottery has only just been completed, so this
seems a convenient moment to offer a brief introduction
to this interesting assemblage. The pots, and the
contexts in which they were found, however, have yet
to be exhaustively studied so any interpretations offered
here should be regarded as initial and tentative. A more
researched and accurate study will hopefully appear
in the final excavation report within the next few years.

Introduction
The Whitefriars, located on the east side of
Canterbury, was an important late medieval friary,
or monastery, founded in 1324 as a house of
Augustinian friars. The house was dissolved on the
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orders of Henry VIII in 1538, along with most other
monasteries in England and Wales. Its more valuable
assets (church plate, lead roofing etc.) were
immediately stripped by the king’s commissioners
and carted away. Parts of the monastic range were
then demolished while other parts were converted
into town houses.
Excavations began on the site in 1999 and ended
in December 2003. The last couple of months on
site was a hectic period as archaeologists struggled
to excavate and record as much as possible before
the last area of the site was handed over to the
developers. Typically, it was during these last few
weeks that some of the more interesting structures
and richest deposits relating to the last days of the
friary were discovered. One of these was a large
stone-built cess-tank constructed, perhaps in the
fifteenth century, to drain away sewage and waste
water from the monastic latrines and general
drainage system.
The cess-tank was found in the south-east corner
of the site next to St George’s Lane and just opposite
Canterbury Bus Station. It was rectangular in plan

(5.25 m. long x 2.60 m. wide and 4.40 m. tall) and
tunnel-shaped with a vaulted roof. Construction was
of squared chalk blocks with rare courses of flint.
Evidence of a blocked-up doorway was found on its
longer southern side and two square ducts remained
open on its eastern end. During its lifetime, and as
found, this was mainly an underground structure,
rather like a sewer, perhaps with its vaulted roof just
showing above ground level. At its western end, and
at a higher level, was the friary latrine room which
drained into the cess tank below. Exactly how the
cess-tank would have functioned has yet to be
established. It clearly took sewage from the latrine
room and perhaps part of the vault may have been
open at its western end providing a convenient hole
into which small amounts of general rubbish, such
as food debris, floor sweepings and broken crockery,
may occasionally have been dumped. From time to
time it may have needed clearing out. Whatever, it
appears to have been open in 1538 providing a
convenient void into which all manner of rubbish was
rapidly dumped during Dissolution ‘house clearance’
of the monastic apartments. Unfortunately, for a
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The fully exposed cess-tank prior to dismantling.

variety of reasons including safety concerns, the
cess-tank had to be dismantled in order to excavate
the deposits within.
A substantial element of the cess-tank backfill
consisted of complete or near-complete pottery
vessels. The discovery of groups of complete pots
of similar date on medieval archaeological sites is a
fairly rare occurrence and is usually indicative of a
particular or unusual event, since the disposal of
complete, still-serviceable pots is hardly a rational
activity. On British monastic sites the Dissolution
provides an obvious historical context during which
such an event could occur. Ordinary domestic
pottery, particularly if second-hand, was of very little
commercial value and is hardly ever mentioned in
the inventories of goods taken from dissolved
monasteries. It was of little or no interest to the king’s
commissioners charged with clearing the monastic
premises and was probably disposed of more or less
immediately. It is quite possible, of course, that
departing monks took some of the more costly
imported pots away with them as personal
possessions, and that local workmen engaged in the
clearance may have salvaged other vessels leaving
only a residue of grubby table and kitchenwares to
be disposed of on-site.
Groups of Dissolution period pottery and other finds
are known from several other monastic sites in
Britain, and quite often from features associated with
the reredorter (latrine area) such as drains and cesstanks – ready-made voids or pits into which rubbish
could be thrown. The reredorter of Battle Abbey, East
Sussex is a good example of this (Streeten 1985).
Other smaller Dissolution groups are known from
monastic sites in Canterbury including St Gregory’s
Priory and St Augustine’s Abbey. It seems an obvious
conclusion therefore that the pots in the cess-tank
at Whitefriars are yet another, though more
impressive, collection of vessels discarded at the
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Dissolution. This is certainly the largest and most
important group of Dissolution period pots ever found
in Kent and one of the largest Dissolution groups
found in south-east England to date.
Conditions in the cess-tank at the time of the
Dissolution must have been extremely unpleasant
and unhygienic if encountered at close quarters.
Most of the complete pots came from deposits
which had accumulated against the sides of the
cess-tank. It is likely that they survived whole
because they were dropped into a semi-liquid sludge
of human waste products, foul water, food debris,
ash and building rubble which cushioned their fall.
Most of the pots are coated to varying degrees with
a rusty-brown film of ‘gunge’ acquired from prolonged
immersion. On several pots one can see distinct
evaporation lines or ‘tide-marks’ deposited as the
water level in the cess-tank receded in the weeks
or months after the pots were thrown in. These
indicate that many jugs came to rest on their sides
horizontally or slightly obliquely with the heavier base
slightly lower and the rim pointing upwards. The only
complete jar or cooking pot in the group came to
rest in an almost upright position and may well have
floated about before settling in the sediments. The
cooking pot and several other complete vessels were
found to contain patches of mineralized fly puparia
– a vivid illustration of the foul conditions in the cesstank.

The pottery: quantity, dating and
description
A total of 1,337 sherds of pottery was recovered
from within the cess-tank proper. Apart from staining,
most of the sherds were large and fresh. At least a
dozen pots were absolutely complete and still usable,
apart from odd chips from the rim or base or a
missing piece of handle, and at least another dozen

can be reassembled from only four or five sherds. A
few whole but fragile pots inevitably broke on being
lifted from the ground. The number of pots recovered
with restorable rim-to-base profiles (thus allowing
their original form to be reconstructed and illustrated)
is even greater. An initial attempt was made to
establish the minimum number of vessels from the
cess-tank but this proved to be too time-consuming
and had to be postponed until the next phase of work.
Nevertheless, a figure of at least 111 individual pots
was arrived at based on a rapid re-examination of
around two-thirds of the assemblage. Doubtless the
true total is somewhat higher than this.
In addition to all this, the latrine drain, which
emptied into the cess-tank, produced its own
assemblage of 1,153 pottery sherds, again including
many reconstructable pots. These however may date
to the period of domestic housing immediately or
shortly after the Dissolution. Another, slightly
puzzling, discovery was the existence of four or five
large rubbish pits dug alongside the cess-tank. These
also produced large quantities of late medieval
pottery very similar in character to the main cesstank fills and including parts of several distinctive
pots that physically join with pots inside the cesstank. Were the pots placed in heaps on the ground
(during which some broke) before being cast into
the cess-tank and then the broken remainder buried
in pits nearby? Or were earlier (pre-Dissolution)
rubbish pits disturbed and material from them,
including broken pot, mixed with genuine Dissolution
material in the cess-tank? Altogether, the cess-tank
with its associated latrine and satellite rubbish pits
produced 4,362 sherds of pottery. Even if there were
no connection with the Dissolution, which there
almost certainly was, this would constitute a highly
significant corpus of late medieval pottery.
In the absence of other closely-datable artefacts,
such as coins etc., the cess-tank pottery has to
provide its own independent date before it can be
convincingly linked with the Dissolution. The cesstank fills themselves are remarkably free of obviously
residual material from earlier periods. Apart from one
or two small early medieval sherds, the bulk of
pottery can be dated on the basis of typology and
fabric characteristics to the period c. 1475–1550,
but the presence of early post-medieval redwares
in some of the main fills suggests a dating emphasis
of c. 1525–1550 which fits very well with their
suggested 1538 Dissolution date. The main fills
contained a mixture of predominantly late medievallooking jug forms, relatively tall with frilled bases,
together with smaller numbers of early post-medieval
looking jugs of globular form with broad flat or slightly
sagging bases. However, the uppermost and latest
two layers in the cess-tank consisted predominantly
of harder-fired early post-medieval redwares
(including a moneybox). While the latter could, just
feasibly, be of Dissolution date, they are rather more
likely to date to the period c. 1550–75 and may form
a continuation of the latrine drain deposit described
above and which partly overlies them. This would
imply that the latrine and cess-tank remained
functional, or at least still open, for a couple of
decades after the Dissolution during the period when
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Barrel-shaped drinking jugs in Cheam whiteware, furthest left; Wealden buff sandy ware, bottom centre; thin-walled drinking jugs and pedestal-footed cups in
brightly glazed ‘Tudor Green’ ware, bottom left; grey-brown Raeren stoneware, lower centre; ‘baluster’ jugs with their tops broken off and roughly filed-down,
centre; a large but fragmentary vessel in Wealden buff sandy ware, the precise form and function of which is uncertain, bottom centre; chafing dish (plate
warmer) in a post-medieval redware fabric, bottom left.
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Drug jar (albarello), from Valencia, eastern Spain.

some of the remaining friary buildings were
converted into private town-houses.
Detailed cataloguing of the assemblage has yet to
be undertaken. This will eventually allow a statistical
breakdown of the frequency of vessel types
represented (jugs, bowls etc.), as well as the
frequency of the various pottery industries
represented (Canterbury wares, Surrey wares etc.).
It is quite evident, however, even from the selection
of complete vessels illustrated here, that jugs in
locally-produced sandy wares overwhelmingly form
the majority of the assemblage.
Until c. 1525 nearly all of Canterbury’s pottery came
from the Tyler Hill kilns located only a mile or so to
the north of the city, but remarkably few definite Tyler
Hill vessels could be recognised in the assemblage
reinforcing the impression that this coarse sandy
ware industry was pretty much defunct by the time
of the Dissolution. The two main types of late
medieval red sandy ware represented in the cesstank, a coarser type (very similar to Tyler Hill) and a
finer type, appear to have been in production from
c. 1475–1550. Some evidence for the manufacture
of these types, made from the local red-firing London
Clay, has been found in the St Dunstan’s area of
Canterbury. Some vessels in the coarser ware
(Canterbury-type transitional sandy ware) show
strong influence from Flemish pottery of the period
and it is quite possible that immigrant potters from
Flanders settled here during the late fifteenth or early
sixteenth century – just as they did on the outskirts
of London at Woolwich and Greenwich. The finer
redware (Canterbury-type fine earthenware), though
of late medieval origin, and mainly a dull orangebrown colour in its early stages, marks the start of
the post-medieval redware tradition which endured,
in Canterbury, until as late as c. 1850. The third ‘local’
pottery industry represented in the cess-tank is the
Wealden-type sandy wares which are distinguished
by their buff or cream sandy fabrics, which are
sometimes green-glazed. No kilns for this type have
yet been located but they must have been made
from pale-firing Wealden and Gault clays which
outcrop in south and central Kent well to the south
and west of Canterbury.
A smaller number of vessels, all types of drinking
vessel, come from other English sources including
the green-glazed Surrey/Hampshire whitewares.
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These consist of around half a dozen barrel-shaped
drinking jugs in Cheam whiteware (main photo), and
a similar number of thin-walled drinking jugs and
pedestal-footed cups in brightly glazed ‘Tudor Green’
ware (main photo). From sources abroad, there are
around eight drinking jugs or mugs in grey-brown
Raeren stoneware (main photo). These sturdy little
vessels, forerunners of the modern beer mug, were
imported from Germany in vast quantities during the
period c. 1475–1550. The most distant source
represented is a drug jar (albarello) in tin-glazed
earthenware, with blue painted floral decoration,
which probably comes from Valencia in eastern Spain
(see above). This luxury item probably dates to the
fifteenth century and is closely related to the betterknown Valencian lustrewares which have metallic
lustre decoration. In this case, however, there is no
evidence that it was ever lustre painted.
Vessel form (shape) is usually a reflection of vessel
function, though pots can sometimes be re-used for
quite different purposes to those originally intended.
The larger jugs would have been used for fetching
and serving liquids. Smaller jugs, of which there are

many, were often used as drinking vessels in the
medieval period. The Surrey wares and German
stoneware mugs were also drinking vessels. A few
pedestal-footed cups, perhaps copying Surrey ‘Tudor
Green’ ware forms, also occur in the local redware
and Wealden ware fabrics. At least four of the
smaller ‘baluster’ jugs had their tops broken off in
antiquity and appear to have been roughly filed-down
so as to be still useable (see below). They may
originally have been drinking vessels and possibly
remained so after alteration, or else were re-used
as general purpose pots.
A large number of jugs have a limey whitish deposit
internally, which was evidently deposited during their
lifetime. In some cases these are probably
evaporation deposits (lime scale) resulting from
prolonged storage of the local hard water. In other
cases, where the deposits are thicker and crustier,
one may be looking at water jugs perhaps re-used
as urinals in the monastic dormitory and carried down
for emptying into the latrines each morning. Chemical
analysis of the deposits for uric salts will hopefully
reveal if this is the case. One may be looking,
therefore, at a mixed assemblage of jugs – some
gathered-up from the refectory and kitchen, others
gathered-up from the latrines adjacent to the cesstank. Purpose-made ceramic urinals, though fairly
common finds on monastic sites in northern England,
are puzzlingly rare in south-east England. Quite why
this should be is not properly understood, but
southern monks must surely have used something
on cold winter nights and an old jug might have
sufficed. There are several examples of an unusually
squat form of jug, from the cess-tank and nearby
pits, which has not previously been encountered in
the city; perhaps these are urinals too?
While jugs predominate in the cess-tank
assemblage several other vessel forms are
represented, mostly in the local redwares. Among
these are jar-shaped vessels of various descriptions,

Baluster jugs: the small jug on the right has had its broken top filed down.
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including storage jars of assorted size, tripod-footed
cauldrons or cooking pots and smaller tripod cooking
pots or ‘pipkins’ (a type of saucepan). Several types
of bowl are represented, though these are not so
numerous as jugs and jars. There are plain bowls
and possibly some handled ‘skillets’ (a type of frying
pan). There are also several very large Flemish-style
bowls which are decorated with an internal covering
of white slip paint under a clear glaze. These have
collared rims, a pair or horizontal handles, a pouringlip or spout pulled from the rim and classic Flemishstyle pulled ‘feet’ pinched from the basal angle while
the clay was still soft. On the Continent these large
Flemish-style bowls (Flemish teil, French tèle à lait)
were often used in the production of dairy products
such as butter and cheese but could also be used
for other types of food preparation.
A small number of miscellaneous vessel forms,
usually single examples, were also found. The most
enigmatic of these is a large but fragmentary vessel
in Wealden buff sandy ware, the precise form and
function of which is uncertain (main photo). The base
of this vessel was made as a large bowl and then
inverted to form a high footring base. The centre of
the base is perforated as if to drain off fluids. Vestiges
of some kind of superstructure or upper part once
joined (‘luted’) to the base still survive and the join
was reinforced externally with a broad thumbed clay
strip. A number of thick-walled yellow-glazed sherds
have survived which may come from the
superstructure. The curvature of these, and other
features, suggests that the superstructure was
domed or bee-hive shaped with a large (?oval) cutaway or slot and at least one robust horizontal handle.
The area between handle and slot was decorated
with at least two applied rosettes. No exact parallel
for this vessel has yet been located but it shares a
number of features with a class of late medieval
vessels called industrial bases which, in conjunction
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Complete early post-medieval moneybox.

with other vessels of pottery or glass, formed a
distilling unit for the production of alcohol or acids.
It could conceivably have come from the monastic
dispensary or pharmacy where it was used for
making potent medicinal alcohols or ‘aquavits’. The
Spanish drug jar, mentioned above, being a purposemade container for medicines, might also have come
from the dispensary.
The uppermost two cess-tank fills, which may
be immediately post-Dissolution in date, produced
a complete spherical moneybox (above) and the
frilled or knife-faceted base of a chafing dish (plate
warmer) in a post-medieval redware fabric (main
photo). The large rubbish pits near the cess-pit also
produced a near-complete Wealden chafing dish,
a rectangular condiment dish, part of another
moneybox in late medieval transitional sandy ware,
and a small dish-like object – probably a ‘salt-cellar’
formed from the pedestal base of a ‘Tudor Green’
ware cup which, though broken, had been neatly
filed down for re-use. A rare fifteenth-century
green-glazed Siegburg drinking jug, produced in
Germany but glazed in Flanders, had also been
neatly filed down for re-use – thus bringing the
number of filed-down jugs or drinking vessels in

the pit/cess-tank complex to at least six. Evidently
life in the last years of the friary was not so
extravagant that chipped or damaged pots were
automatically replaced with new ones, but rather
there was some level of concern with small-scale
economies or house-keeping. The concentration of
repaired or salvaged pots in and around the cesstank might also be a reflection of the fact that,
however complete, the cess-tank pots might
represent a deliberate selection and dump of the
oldest and grubbiest pots left in the friary after
someone (workmen or departing monks?) had taken
their pick of the newer, cleaner or more valuable
vessels and taken them away.
More detailed analysis of the pottery fabrics, vessel
forms and functions is certainly required together
with a study of the contexts in which they occur and
their associated artefactual and environmental
evidence. Only then will a clearer picture emerge of
the full significance of the cess-tank assemblage and
its relationship to the adjacent latrine drain and
nearby rubbish pits with their own large assemblages
of pottery.
The cess-tank alone, with its scores of complete
or reconstructable pots, will undoubtedly constitute
a major contribution to our knowledge of local and
imported pottery types in late medieval Canterbury
at the critical late medieval/post-medieval transition
period during which pottery types and many other
aspects of material culture were in a state of change.
As well as this, it provides a fascinating insight into
the types of ordinary pottery in use in a late medieval
monastery, including some evidence for the changing
function of individual vessels within their own
lifetime. The salvage and repair of damaged vessels
too, hints perhaps at an institution that was
somewhat down-at-heel on the eve of the
Dissolution.

L’entente cordiale jadis: Britain and her neighbours 16,000–400 B.C.
Peter Clark

Based in the centre of the sea-girt peninsula of east
Kent, the Canterbury Archaeological Trust has long
been aware of the geographical importance of its
location, the closest part of Britain to the European
landmass and the gateway to countless immigrants,
invaders, traders and visitors to these islands. Our
research into the Dover Bronze Age boat has once
again emphasised the importance of our region in
the relationship between British archaeology and that
of Western Europe. Today we have strong
relationships with many of our professional
colleagues in France, Belgium, the Netherlands and
elsewhere, and our mutual friendship and exchange
of ideas and information is already bearing fruit in
the form of richer and more satisfying explanations
of the archaeology we study. In this short note, we
shall attempt a brief review of the changing
relationships between the people of these islands
and their European neighbours from the end of the
last Ice Age until the end of the Bronze Age.
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A forgotten Lyonesse
Eighteen thousand years ago, Britain was still part
of the continental landmass, lying below the thick
ice sheets of the Devensian Ice Age. South of the
ice, and of the Weichsalian sheet that covered what
is now Scandinavia, the Thames was confluent with
the Rhine, both tributaries of a great river, the
precursor of the English Channel that led away to
the south east. The site of what was to become
Canterbury was about 800 km. (430 nautical miles)
from the open sea. As the ice retreated, a great plain
was revealed where now lies the North Sea, today
known by the name ‘Doggerland’ (Coles 1998). This
was slowly repopulated by plants and animals; pollen
analysis of samples recovered from excavations at
Holywell Coombe, near Folkestone in 1987
suggested a grassy parkland developed, with a light
tree cover of birch, with some pine, juniper and
willow (Bennett and Preece 1998). Here we also

found the bones of auroch, red fox, wild boar and
red deer (Lister and Stuart 1998, 255–257); other
animal remains found elsewhere include mammoth,
elk, horse, säiga antelope, arctic fox, bear, wolf,
beaver and hare, with reindeer arriving later (Currant
1991; Housley 1991; Lister 1991).
Following the animals came humans; people were
living in what was to become England from around
15,000 years ago (Housley 1991; Jacobi 1991). They
probably hunted mammoth and horse, moving large
distances across this vanished landscape, sharing a
broadly similar material culture from Britain to
Scandinavia and the Polish lowlands (Coles 1998,
72; Cook and Jacobi 1994). Evidence of these
Palaeolithic and latterly Mesolithic peoples can be
found in the artefacts of worked bone and antler,
(notably a barbed point of red deer antler and axes
or adzes made from auroch’s bone) dredged from
the bottom of the North Sea (Bjerck 1995; Clark and
Godwin 1956, 16, fig. 5; Verhart 1995).
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western Europe, from the light birch ‘parkland’ of
the Pre-Boreal to the thicker hazel and other
deciduous forests of the Boreal took a long time,
and perhaps the fluid, semi-mobile lifestyle of
Mesolithic foragers was better adapted to the
coastal environment. Perhaps the simple absence
of appropriately sized trees to fashion wooden boats
might contribute to the slow spread of farming into
these islands. Eventually, though, the continued sea
level rise, growing population and possibly
technological advances in seafaring brought these
communities closer together, so that the remaining
foragers of north-western Europe became
acculturated or merged with the Neolithic population.
People must have had the technological capability
to cross the sea at this early time; scholars have
speculated that hide boats might have been
employed (e.g. McGrail 2001, 182–183), but there
is no evidence of this or of any other kind of vessel.
There is also very little evidence that there was much
cultural contact between Britain and the continent
in the first few millennia following the breaching of
the land bridge (Kinnes 2004); cultural expression
appears to have developed in isolation from the
trends apparent on the European mainland. However,
from around 4500–4000 B.C., there appears to have
been increasing contact with our neighbours across
the water. Several examples of southern Alpine
jadeite and nephrite axes are known from the southeast (Jones et al. 1977; Woodcock et al. 1988);
though these could be carried in fairly insubstantial
boats, the introduction of domesticated animals from
about 4000 B.C. surely implies the use of vessels of
some size and robustness (Kinnes 2004, 194).
Although the earliest evidence for forest clearance
appears around 4500 B.C. and the earliest evidence
for a Neolithic economy around 4300–4200 (Cunliffe
An isolated Europe; following the breaching of the land bridge between Britain and mainland Europe, the
remains of Doggerland survived as large islands off the eastern coast of Britain for many centuries (© B.J. Coles
and S.E. Rouillard).

But as the ice melted and the glaciers retreated,
so sea level rose, and over the millennia Doggerland
was slowly immersed beneath the waves. Between
7600–6750 cal B.C. the northern limb of the WealdArtois anticline, a chalk escarpment extending from
the North Downs of Kent into northern France was
breached and the Strait of Dover was formed (Preece
and Bridgland 1998, 20). Sometime after this, the
last land bridge between Britain and the Continent
disappeared, the only vestige of which is a
submerged ridge, the Haisborough-Terschelling rise,
stretching from Lincolnshire to the Netherlands along
the bottom of the North Sea. Europe was isolated
from Britain, and for the next 9000 years the only
way to reach the Continent was by boat.
The processes by which this final breach was made
are imperfectly understood and the subject of intense
debate. Some imagine a rapid, catastrophic event;
others a prolonged period of rising water and gradual
erosion of the banks of the Channel River. Certainly
Doggerland did not disappear overnight; great islands
lay off the eastern coast of Britain for many centuries.
Even today, the last vestige of this forgotten land, the
Dogger Bank, can still be walked upon at low tide.
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Continental fashions: the arrival
of farming
The move to a Neolithic way of life in Britain was
relatively late when compared to that of western
continental Europe, a pattern that can also be seen in
Ireland and southern Scandinavia. The inhabitants of
the archipelago formed by the British Isles and the
remnants of Doggerland maintained a Mesolithic way
of life, foraging and exploiting the rich diversity of the
coastal zone. In north-west Europe, it appears that
inland Neolithic farming communities co-existed with
coastal foragers for an extended period of time
(Whittle 1996, 144ff). In the Netherlands, for example,
an aceramic, stable hunter-gatherer group, the
Swifterbant, began to make pottery in around 4500
B.C., selectively adopting ‘Neolithic’ traits from the
Bandkeramic farmers of the interior after a long period
of independent co-existence (Raemakers 1999).
The reasons for this apparent resistance to adopt
the ‘full Neolithic package’ are unclear (Coles 1998,
76). The slow process of soil formation after the
Devensian/Weichsalian ice sheets had retreated
meant that the spread of woodland across north-

Excavation of the Neolithic causeway enclosure at
Ramsgate by the Trust in 1998. Although these
monuments were relatively commonplace in western
Europe from the beginning of the fifth millenium B.C.,
they do not appear in Britain until around 4000 B.C..
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2001, 152), causewayed enclosures, widespread in
Europe between the fifth and third millennia, do not
appear in Britain before around 4000–3500 B.C., the
date of the carinated and globular bowl fragments
retrieved from the enclosure excavated by the Trust
at Ramsgate in 1998 (Gibson 2001; Shand 2001).
Also excavated at Ramsgate was a possible cursus,
a type of monument unknown on the continent, as
are the circular bank and ditch monuments known
as henges (Kinnes 2004, 193). Several ‘henge-type’
enclosures have been identified on the Isle of Thanet
close to the Ramsgate causewayed enclosure
(Perkins 1976, 15–16; Smith 1987, 238; Perkins and
Gibson 1990). In spite of sharing many cultural
aspects with other Neolithic communities in Western
Europe, such as causewayed camps, long barrows
and flint mines, the British Neolithic remained
somewhat distinctive from developments across the
water.

The Golden Age of Europe
This scenario was to change with the move to a
Bronze Age way of life from the start of the second
millennium B.C.. Along with the disuse of large scale
communal monuments such as henges and long
barrows and the move to individual burial and small
scale familial settlement came the widespread
adoption of metal tools. Even in Kent, where the
raw materials for making flint tools are readily to
hand, bronze became ubiquitous, so that the ancient
traditions of stone tool making that had lasted for
millennia declined into a technologically
unsophisticated, ad hoc industry from thereon in.
It would appear, therefore, that every community in
Bronze Age Kent had access to bronze in substantial
quantities, but every scrap of bronze had to be
imported over large distances; there are no natural
sources of copper or tin in the south-east of Britain.
The nearest source of tin is in Cornwall in south-west
Britain; on the Continent tin deposits can be found in
Brittany and south of the Loire. Copper deposits can
be found in Wales, northern Britain and southern
Ireland, but on the Continent, one must venture south
of the Pyrenees or into central Europe before one finds
suitable sources (Kristiansen 1998, fig. 11).
The need for bronze meant that communities in
south-eastern Britain had perforce to negotiate with
other social groups over considerable distances.
Nautical technology would have been of great
importance in facilitating these contacts and the
movement of bronze and other goods. Overland
transport would have been very slow and costly, and
obviously movement between Britain and the
continent would have necessitated a vessel of some
kind. Studies of commercial trading in Roman Iberia,
for example, have shown that the journey between
Gadir (modern Cadiz) and Brigantium (A Coruña), a
distance of 1200 km. (650 nautical miles) took just
seven days by boat, but over forty days on foot
(Naveiro 1991, 127, note 33). In Kent, the Trust found
a Trevisker urn from Cornwall (probably made in the
Lizard peninsula from a Serpentine/Gabbroic fabric;
Harrard 2004, 284) dated to 1530–1320 cal B.C. in
the ditch of a burial mound at Monkton (Gibson et

ANNUAL REPORT 28

A reconstruction of the Trevisker Urn excavated by
the Trust at Monkton on the Isle of Thanet in 1995. It
was probably imported by boat from the Lizard
peninsular in Cornwall sometime in the middle of the
second millenium B.C.. Drawn by Nigel MacphersonGrant. Scale in centimetres.

al. 1997; Gibson forthcoming), and a fragment of
shale found on the inboard surface of the Dover boat
proved on analysis to originate from Kimmeridge Bay
in Dorset (Bown et al. 2004). Dover to Kimmeridge
is about 220 km. (120 nautical miles); the Trevisker
urn must have been transported nearly 465 km. (250
nautical miles) to its final resting place.
Sadly we cannot say for sure what journeys the
Dover boat undertook, and debate continues to rage
over the original form and capabilities of the vessel
(Marsden 2004), though the presence of marine sand
on the bottom of the vessel does suggest it did at
least venture out to sea (Green 2004). Discussion
about the boat has mostly centred on the possibility
of it travelling along the south coast of Britain and

An unworked fragment of shale discovered at the
base of the Dover Bronze Age boat. Although we
cannot say for sure if this is a vestige of the boat’s
last cargo, we know that it came from Kimmeridge
Bay in Dorset, over 120 miles away.

perhaps making the short sea crossing to Wissant
or Étaples in France, but there is other evidence that
even longer voyages were undertaken during the
Bronze Age. Rock art from the late third and second
millennia B.C. in north-western Iberia demonstrates
striking similarities with that of the British Isles
(Bradley 1997), which must surely indicate direct
contact between the two regions, involving journeys
of over 1000 km. (580 nautical miles) across the
uncertain waters of the Bay of Biscay. Artefacts from
the region also demonstrate long distance contacts,
such as the Nordic flint dagger found in a megalithic
tomb at Mos in Galicia (Suárez Otero 1998) and the
Irish-type gold lunulae from Galicia and northern
Portugal (Bóveda 1998, 146; examples have also
been found in Normandy, Brittany and the Côtesd’Armor in France; Cunliffe 2001, 239, fig.6.14).
Thus there is good evidence that the Bronze Age
communities of Britain were in regular contact with
other peoples along the western European seaboard,
exchanging not only prestige items but also large
quantities of raw materials, most particularly bronze,
as shown by the substantial hoard of scrap metal
recovered from the sea floor in Langdon Bay, just
east of Dover in 1975 (Coombes 1976; Muckelroy
1980; 1981; Needham and Dean 1987), as well as
the typological similarities of bronze tools on either
side of the channel (Gabillot 2003; Rowlands 1976).
The sea was no longer a barrier to cultural exchange
and social intercourse, but rather a well-frequented
highway, drawing together the peoples of the
Atlantic Zone into a prehistoric European Community.
Indeed, it has been suggested that these seaborne
links involved more than simple exchange between
individual peoples separated by the waves; there is
evidence suggestive of a single social group lying
on either side of the English Channel who maintained
their identity over many centuries, co-existing with
other inland groups and communicating by boat; ‘the
people of La Manche’ (Clark forthcoming).
But the horizons of Bronze Age Britons were not
limited to the maritime zone; great rivers provided
navigable waterways deep into the interior, and the
distribution of artefacts such as ‘Carps Tongue’ or the
Northern Irish ‘Ballintober’ type swords along these
river valleys shows that there was an extensive web
of relations throughout Western Europe. This cannot
be easily dismissed as simple ‘down-the-line’ trade of
a few prestigious baubles; for example, in the Late
Bronze Age, a particular type of straight-sided
socketed axe was produced in large numbers in
Brittany, known as ‘Amorican axes’ (Briard 1965). Their
distribution stretches across Europe, from Scotland
to the Pyrenees and from Ireland to Poland. Some
315 hoards of these axes have been recovered,
comprising 38,000 axes representing several tonnes
of metal. These axes are usually found in large hoards
and often comprise very high amounts of lead, making
them very soft and barely functional; indeed some
examples are made entirely of lead, and it is clear
that many were buried unused. This has led some to
suggest they were deliberately made for ritual
deposition, and the wide distribution of these axes
further suggests that many people in Europe shared a
common religious perception of the world. Of course,
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Members of the Dover Sub-aqua club in the late 1970s, displaying some of the hundreds of Bronze Age
implements recovered from the bottom of Langdon Bay.

contact with these Western European communities
also brought knowledge of other societies further to
the East; analysis of the symbols on Bronze Age razors
and other artefacts in Scandinavia and northern Europe
has demonstrated the influence of the Eastern
Mediterranean and possibly Egyptian religious
concepts on the iconography of the far North-West of
Europe (Kaul 2004).
Thus the island of Britain during the Bronze Age
was part of a huge network of interconnected
communities that stretched across the continent,
locally distinctive but sharing similar religious beliefs
and an intimate interdependency for metal, salt and
other essentials; not for nothing has this period been
described as ‘Europe’s first Golden Age’ (Harding
1999, 42).

Environmental catastrophe and
the canker of war
Sometime around the twelfth century B.C. there
appears a major change in the nature of the
archaeological record all across Europe; large areas
of upland settlement were abandoned, many sites
were fortified with banks, walls and ditches and the
cult of the warrior became dominant; ‘the whole
fabric of ancient society appears to have crumbled’
(Baillie 1999, 71). In the eastern Mediterranean, longestablished cultural groups went into rapid decline,
resulting (for example) in the virtual extinction of
Mycenaean civilisation (Popham 1994), the conflict
with the enigmatic ‘sea people’ recorded in Egyptian
bas-reliefs in 1190 B.C., and Eratosthenes’ account
of the sack of Troy in 1184 B.C. (Cunliffe 1994, table
3). There was an increasing move to building
defended settlements, often situated on hilltops or
promontories. British examples include Hog Cliff Hill
in Dorset, Eston Nab, Boltby Scar and Thwing in
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Yorkshire; the Mooghaun fort in County Clare, Ireland;
Springfield Lyons in Essex and Highstead in Kent. A
series of hillforts were created right across Europe,
including Predikstolen in Sweden, Chateau-surSalins, Châtelet d’Etaules and Citu in France, Biskupin
and Izdsebno in Poland and the Wasserburg, Groâer
Knetzberg and Hesselberg in Germany to name but
a few, in addition to the many castellieri of northern
Italy, Slovenia and Croatia and the thousands of
castros in north-western Iberia (Osgood et al. 2000).
In addition to these fortified settlements, there is
evidence of a move to greater production and
increased sophistication of weaponry and it is in the
Late Bronze Age that we first find specialised body
armour of hammered bronze; helmets, shields,
cuirasses and greaves. Analysis of the heavy slashing
swords of this period shows that the great majority
had been used in serious combat (Kristiansen 2002),
whilst the Late Bronze Age helmet from
Hajduböszörmeny in Hungary is battered and dented
with the marks of blows from swords, axes and
arrowheads or spears (Hencken 1971, 45). We also
find increasing evidence of the victims of violence
during this period; the skeleton of a young male from
Tormarton in Gloucestershire had a hole in its pelvis
made by a lozenge-shaped spearhead which had
been driven into the victim’s side as he fell. He was
accompanied by another skeleton in which a bronze
spearhead was still imbedded in its backbone (Knight
et al. 1972), a fate also represented by a skeleton
found at La Grotte du Pas de Joulie, near Trèves in
France (ibid., 17). This is not to say that interpersonal
violence was unknown in earlier times, but from the
Late Bronze Age into the Iron Age it became a much
more significant factor in the lives of people living
across Europe.
What caused this dramatic change is not clear;
many believe environmental factors were the trigger;

perhaps a volcanic eruption or a close encounter with
a cometary body caused large quantities of dust and
debris to enter the upper atmosphere, causing mean
temperatures to drop and precipitation to increase.
This increased the likelihood of failed harvests,
diminished the availability of arable land and brought
about waterlogging or flooding of low lying areas
(Baillie 1999). In the Somerset levels, a major phase
of track-building was undertaken early in the first
millennium B.C., and similar examples can be found
elsewhere in Europe, such as the two trackways
found in Lower Saxony, lying 40 km. apart but both
now dated to 713 B.C. by dendrochronology (Coles
and Coles 1989). From around 1300 B.C. onwards,
we also see new types of crop appearing in the
archaeological record; millet, rye, ‘celtic beans’ and
oil bearing plants such as flax, poppy and ‘gold-ofpleasure’ (false flax or Camelina sativa; a loaf of bread
with seeds of this plant sprinkled on top was
discovered at the Early Iron Age site of Aggtelek in
Hungary) – a wider range of ‘support’ crops able to
survive poor environmental conditions (Harding 1994,
315–316). In this scenario of diminishing resources,
increasing population and social upheaval, it is
perhaps not surprising that relations between
neighbours became strained.
It is also during the first millennium B.C. that we
perhaps see the precursor of the heroic aristocracy
familiar from later ages; ‘the emergence of a warrior
leadership with coercive power over…a group of
clans’ (Cunliffe 1974, 305). Horses were used for
transport from 2000 B.C. onwards, but there was a
massive expansion of their use from 800 B.C. when
graves containing horse riding equipment appear all
over central and Eastern Europe. The adoption of
iron as the standard material for tools and weapons
from about 600 B.C. meant that the need for the
long distance transport of metal diminished, as the
raw materials for making iron are far more
widespread than those needed for making bronze.
We may be seeing some of this pan-European
upheaval of the Late Bronze Age and Iron Age in the
archaeology of Kent. The chronology of later
prehistory in the county remains sketchy, with terms
such as ‘Middle Bronze Age’, ‘Late Bronze Age’ and
‘Early Iron Age’, etc. being rather imprecise, if useful
relative chronological periods. Further publication and
study of ceramic evidence from the late second and
first millennia B.C. in Kent is required to improve this
situation, preferably allied with a programme of
absolute dating. Pollen evidence from Wetherlees
Hill on the Isle of Thanet and elsewhere suggests
the thick oak and hazel woodlands of the Middle
Bronze Age began to be cleared at an accelerating
rate through the Late Bronze Age and Early Iron Age,
with a concomitant rise in agricultural plant species,
itself suggesting increasing demand for agricultural
land and possible agricultural reorganisation (Scaife
1995, 311). This demand may also be reflected in
the proliferation of organised land division during the
Late Bronze Age, seen at sites such as Churchwood
Drive (Chestfield), Northumberland Bottom
(Gravesend), Coldharbour Lane, Cobham Golf Course,
Blind Lane (Sevington), Willow Farm (Broomfield) and
Westhawk Farm (Allen 2002; Glass 1999; Mudd
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1994; Helm 2003a; Booth and Lawrence 2000),
mostly lying on the north coast of Kent or along the
Greensand Vale running along the southern edge of
the North Downs from Maidstone to Folkestone.
This land division appears to take the form of
organised systems of rectilinear fields, a pattern seen
elsewhere in the Thames Valley (Yates 1999; 2001;
Guttman and Last 2000), and generally interpreted
as evidence of intensive animal husbandry (Pryor
1998). This pattern of field systems does not appear
to have been so intensive on the chalk lands to the
east of Canterbury or on the Isle of Thanet; indeed,
only one possible example has been located at Wick
Wood, Barham (Willson 1984). East of the Stour we
find evidence of enclosed settlements, such as at
South Dumpton Down (Thanet; Perkins 1995), Eastry
(Willson 1993), Eddington (Shand 2002) and possibly
defended settlements or ‘ringforts’ such as those
excavated at Mill Hill, Deal (Stebbing 1934),
Hartsdown, Margate (Perkins 1996) and a number
of examples at Highstead (Tatton-Brown 1976).
These defended sites seem to have co-existed with
unenclosed settlements, such as those at Herne Bay
(Allen et al. 1997), Monkton Court Farm (Perkins et
al. 1994) and Shelford (Boden 2004).
Thus at a time when elsewhere in Europe there is
evidence for environmental downturn, increasing
pressure on land and a rise in defended settlement
and the proliferation of weapons and the signs of
conflict, large areas of the Kentish landscape were
being cleared of woodland and subjected to
increasingly intensive agricultural exploitation.
Though we do not see hillforts in Kent during the
Late Bronze Age and Early Iron Age, (unlike the
situation to the west of the Weald, where there are
many forts of this date on the high ridge of the South
Downs), there is also evidence of a move to defended
settlements, in the east of the county at least.
From about 400 B.C., the climate started to
improve, and by the end of the British Iron Age was
probably similar to today (Haselgrove 1999, 129).
In Kent, the field systems described above appear
to have been abandoned by the Early Iron Age;
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indeed, there is very little evidence for settlement
or land organisation throughout the Early and Middle
Iron Age (Champion forthcoming), a pattern of
abandonment that can be seen throughout the
Thames Estuary region (Yates 2001). Unless this
apparent hiatus is an artefact of our poor
understanding of ceramic chronologies, there
appears to be little evidence of settlement until the
Late Iron Age, when new field systems began to be
established on the same sites as the earlier Bronze
Age examples.

Changing patterns: the rise of
Mediterranean power
The Golden Age of Europe had passed, but this did
not mean an end to Britain’s relationships with her
continental neighbours, though the nature and
orientation of these cultural and economic
relationships changed irrevocably. Certainly there
appears to be continuing contact between Kent and
northern France and the Low Countries. Pottery such
as the ‘East Kent Rusticated tradition’, known from
some twenty or thirty sites in East Kent
(Macpherson-Grant 1991), may be linked with
material from De Kemmelberg in Belgium (van
Doorselaer et al. 1987), Fréthun and Coquelles in
Pas-de-Calais (Blancquaert and Bostyn 1998), and
elsewhere in north-western Europe (Hurtrelle et al.
1990; Leman-Delerive 1984), whilst metalwork types
indicate close ties with the leading elements of
society on either side of the channel (Haselgrove
1999, 131). During the Iron Age, there was a
fundamental shift to a north–south alignment of trade
and cultural contact, particularly along the major
rivers of the Rhône, Saône, Rhine and Danube, with
a gradual dominance of Mediterranean cultural
expression throughout Europe.
There is no space here to describe the story of the
rise of Mediterranean control of these important
routeways; the Phoenician (latterly Carthaginian)
dominance of the Western sea route through the
Pillars of Hercules to the Atlantic zone, or the

Etruscan and Greek control of the river routes through
the European landmass, nor the effects of the
Halstatt and then the La Tène cultures north of the
Alps, the mass migrations of people from central
Europe between 450–200 B.C. and the rising
dominance of Rome, resulting in the gradual
acculturation and ultimately conquest of most of
Europe.
The story of Late Iron Age Kent can only be properly
understood when viewed in the context of the
developing tale of European history. Caesar’s short
invasion of 54 B.C., when his fleet crossed the
channel (and returned) at night was just a precursor
to the Claudian invasion a century later, which was
to enfold these islands into a European superstate
for another four centuries. As at many times before,
the sea was the umbilical cord that tied Europe to
the island of Britain, bringing visitors and immigrants
from all over the Empire to these shores, guided by
the lighthouses at Dover and Boulogne (Wheeler
1929; Seillier and Knobloch 2004). The story of
Kent’s links with its European neighbours during this
period is a fascinating and complex one, but it must
await another day.
In this short note we have of course grossly
oversimplified the story of Kent’s relationships with
her continental neighbours, and have selectively
emphasised certain aspects of the story in order to
be provocative. Nevertheless, we hope it is clear
that Kent’s story cannot be told in isolation; there is
still much more work to do both to articulate the
nature of local developments and their place in the
wider picture. We might also observe that our
location, the closest point of Britain to mainland
Europe, has sometimes led us to neglect our
immediate terrestrial neighbours; we have seen
above how Bronze Age settlement in Kent has close
connections with communities throughout the
Thames valley, and we should not forget to weave
the sometimes very different stories of Essex, Greater
London, East Sussex and Surrey into our
understanding of the prehistory of Kent.

Environmental archaeology
Enid Allison

Westwood Cross, Broadstairs
The deposits excavated at Westwood Cross (see
pp.18–19) were calcareous, well drained and with
a low moisture content. Samples taken from
prehistoric features produced substantial
assemblages of terrestrial and marine molluscs and
smaller assemblages of charred plant remains.
Charred cereal remains and weed seeds were
abundant and reasonably well preserved in several
samples. The assemblages contained barley
(Hordeum), emmer wheat (Triticum dicoccum) and
occasional spelt wheat (Triticum spelta). Chaff from
hulled wheats was present in many of the samples,
suggesting waste from small scale processing of
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grain for domestic use. The weed seeds tended to
be from species with larger seeds such as goose
grass (Galium aparine), black bindweed (Fallopia
convolvulus), oat (Avena sp.), brome grass (Bromus
sp.), and vetches or wild peas (Vicia/Lathyrus) that
are often removed in the final stages of grain
processing (Allen and Stevens 2004). Full analysis
will provide data on the production, processing and
storage of crops, on local land use and the agricultural
history of the Thanet area.
Terrestrial molluscs were abundant and excellently
preserved in all samples. Detailed analysis has not
yet been carried out but there appears to be a
mixture of taxa typical of moist sheltered places
including woodland (e.g. Discus rotundatus,

Carychium tridentatum, Ena obscura, Clausilia
bidentata) and those typical of dry, open habitats
(e.g. Vallonia costata, Pupilla muscorum, Truncatellina
cylindrica).
Remains of shellfish were recovered from all but
three of the twenty-seven samples examined. Ten
species were represented. It is striking that marine
molluscs are particularly abundant in samples from
the earlier phases of use of the site, provisionally
dated to the Middle Bronze Age, and very poorly
represented from later deposits provisionally dated
to the Late Bronze or Iron Age.
The composition of the shellfish assemblages and
the presence of waste from domestic cereal
processing in the same deposits suggests that shells
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Mussels.

were debris from food preparation. Shellfish meat
has a low calorific value as it contains little
carbohydrate or fat. The food value is increased
depending on how and with what they are cooked.
Mussel (Mytilus edulis) was by far the most
important species at Westwood Cross. They are
found on rocky coasts, often in dense beds where
they would have been a readily available seasonal
food resource. They can cause serious shellfish
poisoning if harvested in the summer when the sea
is relatively warm. Prehistoric shellfish consumers
would have been as aware of the dangers of eating
mussels out of season as we are today. After
collection, shells would have been transported intact
to where they were to be eaten. The shells open
when cooked. Cooking also has the effect of
loosening any acorn barnacles that adhere to the
mussels which results in sand and grit contained
within the barnacles being released into the cooking
vessel and food. Reflecting this, plates of acorn
barnacles were common in samples containing a
high proportion of mussels.
Cockles (Cerastoderma edule) and peppery furrow
shells (Scrobicularia plana) were present in a majority
of samples, and both appear to have been harvested
for food. Peppery furrow shells are usually restricted
to brackish water, and are found in estuarine muds
in the intertidal zone. Cockles are collected from mud
flats in the intertidal zone. They can tolerate low
salinity and may have been collected in estuarine
mud along with the peppery furrow shells. At the
present day in East Kent the cockle picking season
lasts from June to December (Bruce 2003).
Oysters were not numerically well represented.
Some of the individuals recovered were not of eating
size and may have been collected with other larger
specimens from a coarse bottomed substrate from
extreme low tide mark and the sub-littoral zone down
to about 50 metres. They are unlikely to have been
collected incidentally with other species represented.
Oysters become unpleasant to eat in the summer
because of the presence of spawn in the mantle
cavity and after spawning they are thin and tasteless
for a while (Bruce 2003). Harvesting of oysters
therefore takes place between the months of
September and April. The sizes and low frequency
of the oysters from Westwood Cross indicates that
they were not from farmed stock.
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Winkles (Littorina littorea), common whelks
(Buccinum undatum), and chequered carpet shells
(Tapes decussata) were represented in some
samples. They are not sufficiently well-represented
to suggest that they were systematically collected
but may have been picked up occasionally during
harvesting of the more common species.
Three other species unlikely to have been used as
food were present: grey top shell (Gibbula cineraria),
flat winkle (Littorina obtusata) and Baltic tellin
(Macoma balthica). The first two of these are often
found on or under seaweed along the shore. Baltic
tellins were recorded from several samples. They
are often abundant in estuaries and on tidal flats
and were probably collected accidentally with
peppery furrow shells or cockles.
The shellfish species recorded indicate that several
distinct coastal locations were exploited for shellfish:
coastal rocks for mussels, tidal estuarine mud flats
for peppery furrow shells and cockles, and a coarse
bottomed area of the sub-littoral zone for oysters.

Market Way, Canterbury
The soils on the northern side of Canterbury, including
those at Market Way, are generally unsuitable for
the preservation of organic material unless it has
been carbonised (converted to elemental carbon by
burning in a reducing atmosphere) or mineralised in
some way, usually in deposits containing cess. Bone
and shell are usually very poorly preserved. Cremated
or burnt bone is more resistant to breakdown in the
soil because of changes that take place in the crystal
structure of hydroxyapatite (the mineral component)
during burning.
A selection of the bulk samples taken from the site
was processed to assess the potential of the site to
produce environmental data. These included samples
from the fills of four sunken structures of probable
Anglo-Saxon date (see pp.10–12) and the fill of a pit.
Despite the generally poor preservation of bone,
the fills of the pit contained abundant bones of large
domestic mammals. These consisted of a deposit
of calcined bones overlying a layer of unburnt bone.
The bones in the upper surface of the lower deposit
were heavily charred black suggesting that the
calcined material in the deposit above may still have
been very hot when it was put into the pit, causing

charring of the surface of the previous deposit. Some
of the unburnt bones were articulated and may be
primary butchery waste. Both deposits contained
assemblages of charred cereal grains.
Animal bone was not common on the rest of the
site. Tooth enamel is much harder and more resistant
to decay than the rest of the skeleton, and teeth
(particularly of cattle) were often the only easily
recognisable fragments in features. Even substantial
bones of large mammals that were recovered were
pale, eroded and crumbly. This suggests that the
paucity of bone recovered was due to poor
preservation rather than to lack of bones being
deposited.
Small charred plant assemblages, together with
small quantities of large mammal bone and traces
of fish bone, oyster and mussel shell were recovered
from the fills of the sunken structures. The
assemblages will provide information on local land
use and economy. It would also be possible to use
some of the grain (after identification and analysis)
to obtain an accelerator date for the fills of the sunken
structures.

Charred plant remains from the
Guston roundabout, near Dover
A deposit rich in charred cereals was identified within
the fill of a prehistoric pit found during maintenance
of a watching brief in 2002 on a pipeline trench by
the A2 near the Guston roundabout, before the road
descends to the Eastern Docks at Dover. A
radiocarbon date of 920–800 B.C. was obtained from
wood recovered from the pit, placing it in the Late
Bronze Age (Parfitt 2004c, 30). A sample of soil was
collected from the deposit and processed to recover
plant remains that provide valuable data on
prehistoric cereal cultivation in East Kent.
The charred plant remains were in a superb state
of preservation, consisting of mixed cereal grains
and chaff, other seeds and lumps of charcoal. They
have been examined by Ruth Pelling (Pelling 2004).
Hulled six-row barley (Hordeum vulgare) was the
dominant cereal but emmer (Triticum dicoccum) and
spelt wheat (T. spelta), and oats (Avena sp.) were
also numerous.
Most of the oats in the assemblage were probably
wild oat (Avena fatua) as floret bases of this species
were identified. The oat grains could not be reliably
identified as either wild or cultivated forms, however.
Other weed seeds present were mostly large and of
the size that would remain with the grain during the
processing stages. Seeds of brome grass Bromus
sp. were abundant among these.
Spelt was more common than emmer wheat.
Emmer was the main wheat grown in Europe from
the Neolithic up to the Bronze Age. It is low in gluten
and can be used to make a type of porridge among
other things. It was gradually replaced by spelt
which, in Britain, begins to appear in the
archaeological record from the Middle Bronze Age
onwards. Until recently spelt was recorded from only
a few sites of this period in the Thames Valley but
work on charred plant remains from Princes Road in
Dartford has shown that it was grown in the Darent
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valley at a similar time (Pelling 2003). Spelt doesn’t
make such tasty porridge as emmer, but has
excellent baking and milling properties. It can be
made into bread although the gluten content is low
and the bread is rather cakey in consistency.
An early Iron Age charred cereal assemblage from
Whitfield near Dover (Campbell, forthcoming), Late
Iron Age material from Wilmington in north Kent
(Hillman 1982) and unpublished data from Channel
Tunnel Rail Link sites (Ruth Pelling and Chris Stevens,
pers. comm.), shows that cultivation of emmer
wheat persisted in Kent throughout the Iron Age. It
seems to have ceased to be grown as a crop in other
parts of southern England at the beginning of the
period.

Fowl discovery at Canterbury
Police Station
During excavations at Canterbury Police Station in
1999, an abnormal domestic fowl skull was
recovered from a mid Roman pit dated to A.D.150–
250. The skull had lost the upper beak as is almost
always the case with archaeological material, since
the beak is only tenuously attached to the rest of
the skull. The anterior part of the cranium had also
been damaged. Enough of the skull survived,
however, to distinguish a marked globular
expansion of the frontal region into which a large
part of the brain (a cerebral hernia) would have
protruded.
There appears to have been a large perforation in
the bone on the left side of the anterior third of the
cranium, facing frontally. The bone surrounding the
perforation is smooth – it is not broken and therefore
is not post mortem damage. The perforation cannot
be measured because of the damage to the front of
the cranium, but it must have had a height of at
least 9 mm. and probably extended over most of
the left side of the front of the cranium. It cannot be
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Polands, also known as Paduan fowls, illustration
by Aldrovandi.

said whether a similar perforation existed on the right
of the cranium due to breakage in that area. The
breakage towards the front of the cranium is probably
due both to the presence of perforations and to
general thinning of bone in this region.
Cranial deformity of this type, and the associated
cerebral hernia, is linked to the possession of a crest
of feathers on the head. A crest is found in a number
of modern breeds of fowl including the Silkie, Houdan,
Poland and Creve-Coeur. The Poland or Polish was a
well-established breed by the sixteenth century when
they were described by Aldrovandi (1527–1605) as
Paduan or Pativian fowl (Hams 1978). A single
incompletely dominant gene appears to be responsible
for both the crest of feathers and the underlying cranial
abnormality (Fisher 1934; Hutt 1949).
The police station specimen is of great interest
with regard to the history and development of the
domestic fowl. A skull with a similar deformity but
of later date was recovered from refuse associated
with a Romano-British temple complex at West Hill,
Uley (Brothwell 1979). Coins recovered suggest that
the temple was built in the second quarter of the
fourth century and demolished in about A.D. 380.
The Uley specimen is more complete and shows
two large perforations in the bone in the anterior
third. It is also rather asymmetrical towards the back

of the cranium. The cranial expansion, however, is
much more pronounced in the Canterbury cranium,
and may have been almost globular in the complete
skull.
The skull from Canterbury provides further evidence
for the presence of a striking genetic trait among
fowl in the Roman period, although on the evidence
of two skulls it cannot be demonstrated that there
was an established ancient crested breed.
Bones of domestic fowls are usually common in
assemblages of animal bone from the Roman period
onwards, but skulls are usually much less wellrepresented than the rest of the skeleton. Long bones
can be measured to provide data on sizes of fowl
and evidence for differential breeding in particular
periods and locations. Roman assemblages generally
show a greater range in sizes of fowl than is seen in
Anglo-Saxon and early medieval material.
Apart from differences in size, many breeds of fowl
are distinguished by variations in feather colouration
that are impossible to detect by study of bones.
Several unusual traits are discernable in the skeleton,
however, including the crest of feathers described
here, possession of five toes rather than the usual
four, and shortening of limb bones seen in breeds
such as the Scottish Dumpy. All of these have been
noted occasionally in archaeological material (Allison
1985).
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Sheppey Hospital Boards
Simon Pratt

At the end of 2002 the Swale Primary Health Care
Trust commissioned the preparation and installation
of six information boards for the new Sheppey
Community Hospital on Barton Hill Drive, near
Minster.
The boards are arranged thematically, partly
matching the names of wards and courtyards at the
hospital. In the main entrance hall a board describes
the archaeology and history of Sheppey, with a
section about the discoveries made before
construction of the hospital in 1998 and 2001 (Diack
2004). Two boards in the clinic waiting area tell the
stories of two Sheppey families, the Cheyneys and
the Shurlands and Minster village is the subject of a
board in the entrance hall to the wards. A pleasant
feature of the new hospital is a number of garden
courtyards accessible from some of the wards.
Boards were installed in two courtyards, one about
Harty and the other about Minster Abbey and its
foundress St Sexburga.
The scope of the work called for a wide breadth of
knowledge and skills. The project team was
composed of Dr Sheila Sweetinburgh (UKC Centre
for Medieval and Tudor Studies), Melanie Caiazza
(UKC and Christchurch College, completing her
doctoral thesis on late medieval Sheppey), David T.
Hughes (Sheppey Local History Society), and from
the Trust, Mark Duncan, Mick Diack, Jane Elder and
myself (as the Trust’s token wet-foot, or Sheppeyite,
for you dry-feet).

Work continued throughout 2003 and into 2004.
One of the greatest problems proved to be cutting
the text down to size; the authors already knew far
more about the island than any sane person would,
could or should wish to. The team discovered,
speculated and wrote even more. There isn’t space
here to précis the précis, though we can show you
some of the illustrations. If you want to find out what
links a modern church at Halfway, a young boy,
Sexburga, the Virgin Mary, an Oxford don, the V&A
and a dark corner in another church, you will have to
visit the hospital.

Sir Robert de Shurland and the hag, an illustration by
George du Maurier for ‘ The Legend of Grey Dolphin’
in the 1870 edition of R.H. Barham’s The Ingoldsby
Legends.

Part of a Bronze Age hoard found on Harty in 1873 (after J. Evans 1881, The Ancient Bronze
Implements, Weapons, and Ornaments of Great Britain and Ireland, London).

Harty, aerial view of (left to right) the medieval moat and Georgian house at Sayes Court, St Thomas’
Church, the abandoned School House and farm workers’ cottages. Photo: Christopher Harris.

The Harty board installed in a hospital courtyard.

The gatehouse of Shurland Hall in the 1970s. (G. & M. Stairs).

62

CANTERBURY’S ARCHAEOLOGY 2003–2004

POST EXCAVATION AND RESEARCH

6

Back to the beginning
Ken Bolton

W.S. Cozens Ltd., 92A Broad Street c. 1956. Plumber’s shop and garage.
Watercolour by K. Bolton 2004.

Finding an article in the B.B.C. History magazine
asking for help cleaning ‘finds’, I find myself at 92A
Broad Street where I began my working life as a
painter and decorator apprentice for W.S. Cozens
Ltd in 1955.
The firm was run by two brothers, John and Robert
Hulme, nephews of the late Mr Cozens, two men as
different as ‘chalk and cheese’. On my first morning,
I was greeted by ‘Mr John’ saying, ‘A pity that we
don’t still do funerals, you would have made a good
pall bearer’. What a wonderful start!
Although 92A has changed, the basic atmosphere
is still here, you can almost hear a saw working
downstairs creating an almost impenetrable cloud
of sawdust. Upstairs in the joiners’ shop a smell of
timber shavings – a hot glue pot, and on the wall
templates for making coffins. Underneath in the
paint shop, smells of linseed oil, white spirit and
caustic soda (for cleaning paint ‘kettles’). In the
plumbers’ shop the smell of hemp, tallow and
paraffin.

In the mid 50s we had little transport for delivering
materials. This was done by hand carts, usually
pushed by ‘the boy’ stacked high with ladders and
steps, all wooden. The work was generally private
houses, some schools, some churches. Cozens had
their own small building estate in Nackington Road.
When I started, I lived at Dunkirk and cycled every
day including Saturday mornings to Canterbury and
obviously onward to a particular job. I think the
farthest I cycled was to Wickhambreux, a round trip
of about 20 miles per day.
It seems strange looking back that there was no
emulsion paint, no ‘polyfilla’ or vinyl wall coverings,
no aluminium ladders or steps. During my
apprenticeship some things seemed harsh, but
generally the tradesmen taught me my trade well. I
learnt to respect my personal appearance, to do a
job to the best of my ability, and to respect other
people’s property.
Many anecdotes come to mind about situations
and people of W.S. Cozens Ltd.

W.S. Cozens Ltd., 92A Broad Street c. 1956. Paint shop with joiners shop above.
Watercolour by K. Bolton 2004.
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Cozens seemed to have a tradition of father/son
or brothers on the firm. There was Ben and Joe
Garner (Ben a joiner and Joe a plumber); Fred Worrell
and his son Peter (Fred a painter and Peter a
carpenter); Dick and Albert (bricklayers); and at one
time two brothers and a son (the Coombs brothers
and Steve, a son, all painters).
The Garner brothers were complete opposites, Ben
was religious and Joe anything but! Joe had a habit
of humming an indefinable tune. One day a customer
asked Joe ‘What’s that tune you always hum?’ The
reply was ‘I don’t know sir, but my father used to
hum it as well!’
A personal remembrance, as I said earlier, I cycled
to Wickhambreux to work on a water mill. My first
day the leading painter, Charlie Gower, explained in
some detail that there were some traps in the
scaffolding and to take care. So he and I climbed to
the top to begin painting (with lead paint). I couldn’t
reach the top boards, so ‘Charlie’ passed up a short
pair of steps and when I finished I passed them back
to him. The next thing I heard was a loud expletive
and a splash. Looking over the edge, I saw a pair of
steps in the mill pond and a spreading pool of white
paint. On closer inspection, I saw Charlie hanging by
his armpits in the corner of the scaffolding, having
fallen foul of a ‘trap’. (A trap is formed by not
overlapping boards causing a see-saw effect.)
While working in the paintshop one day, ‘Mr John’
(the gruff brother) told me to take apart some lead
light, save the glass, and put the lead into bags.
When I’d finished, Mr Robert (the quieter of the two)
saw the bags of lead, asked me to load them into
his car, and he and I took them to ‘Jacksons’ in Knott
Lane (a scrap dealer). I took them in and waited for
Mr Robert. I don’t know how much he got, but I got
half a crown (about 12.5p). Back at 92A, I had to
explain to Mr John what had happened to his lead.
By the raised voices in the office, I don’t think Mr
John was very pleased.
It feels good to be ‘back at the beginning’.

W.S. Cozens Ltd., 92A Broad Street c. 1956. Ladder storage and hand carts.
Watercolour by K. Bolton 2004.
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PART FOUR

Marion Green

A Star is Born
(Paul Bennett move over)

Canterbury Whitefriars
The Big Dig: the final fling

The call came. BBC TV Education wanted someone
to take part in a programme about Roman Britain
for primary schools. The theme was to be a hidden
Roman city and they had chosen Canterbury. I
know it should really be ‘town’, but they wanted to
go with city which they felt was more glamorous.
So, in the searing heat of a July day the small BBC
team and I were out on the streets of Canterbury
filming sites of all the key features, Roman baths,
theatre and so on, tying in with some indoor
shooting at the Museum of Canterbury and the
Roman Museum. The programme was aired in
November and is likely to be repeated several
times, so some good publicity there. The BBC
team were great. More of that please!

Mid December and the last major phase of excavation
at Canterbury Whitefriars drew to a close. Twelve
thousand and seven hundred visitors came to see
the site during the thirteen-week period of opening to
the public. People were thrilled, absorbed and often
left with a new sense of awareness gained from the
experience. Many had tracked the progress of the
excavations since the first Big Dig in 2000 (now the
site of Fenwick’s store).
The excavation afforded a fantastic opportunity to see
Canterbury’s history uncovered and archaeological
techniques at work. Having the construction site
alongside (working above the 2001–02 excavations)
was in many ways a bonus, helping illustrate
the relationship between Archaeology and the
redevelopment process and proving a useful teaching

tool. Members of the HBG Construction team were
intrigued by the ancient technological methods
seen in the buildings being uncovered (especially
the friary cess tank), and some were regular visitors
to the platform.
Over 700 of our visitors came from local schools
and colleges. Probably the most stimulating were the
classes from the primary schools. Children can make
some astute observations and often go where adults
fear to tread! Many thanks go to my colleague, Enid
Allison and volunteers Mary, Freda, Paul and Peggy
who assisted me.
The school visit was organised in partnership
with the Museum of Canterbury and included an
introduction to ‘Archaeology and Archaeologists’ in
the museum’s education room before taking the short
walk to the site. Children and teachers departed happy
and more knowledgeable and good contacts have
been made for the future. Here are some comments

Schools visit the final phase of the Big Dig.

64

CANTERBURY’S ARCHAEOLOGY 2003–2004

EDUCATION

Top 5 Big Dig visitor quotes:

‘Found anything yet?’
‘How much deeper are you going?’
‘How much longer have you got?’
‘Shame it’s all going to be covered up’
‘What’s the most interesting thing you’ve
found?’
… and the worst:
‘I’ve just been sick’ (in our bucket)
Schools visit the final phase of the Big Dig.

from satisfied young visitors from Greatstone Primary
School, New Romney (from their thank you letters):
‘It was fabulous I wish I could come again’ (Shelley)
‘Thank you a lot it can not bin better’ (Lauren)
‘I liked the sheets and the talk and I liked your friend
as well’ (Jessie)
‘My favourite part was when I took pictures because
my mummy and daddy can see what I took at the Big
Dig. I had a lot of fun in Canterbury especially the
Big Dig’ (Emily)
‘I like it when we had to do the sheet you had to
circle what we saw’ (Jemma)
‘I like the medieaval toilet … I was amazed how
much your crew have dug’ (Joe)
‘Thank you for helping us with the Romans…thank
you for showing us the dried up pooh’ (Samuel)
‘The things I liked best was seeing all the bones,
seeds and pavement’ (Dee)
Thank you
I felt privileged to play a key role in the final phase
of excavation at Whitefriars by managing the Big
Dig public facility. The appreciation of those who

came to visit was truly gratifying. I would like to
say a very sincere ‘thank you’ to all those people
who made it such a success:
the HBG Construction team and John
Adams, Andrew Savage, Peter Atkinson and
Evangeline Price at the Trust for their assistance,
particularly in setting up the viewing platform
and graphic displays. Andrew’s photographs were
much appreciated by visitors
all the stewards for their enthusiasm and
commitment
special thanks to my colleague, Enid
Allison, who shared the daily duties (and her wit)
with me and was merciless in getting the punters
to part with their cash!
Mark and Alison for their willing cooperation when needed and who kept us updated
with the discoveries and progress on site. Well
done to them for the souvenir booklet initiative –
all 1000 copies, sold, no problem!
The Trust would also like to thank Helen Evans, the
first Big Dig manager, who put a tremendous amount
of work into planning and setting up the project, the
scale of which had never before been attempted

in Canterbury. It is unlikely that we will ever see
anything like it again, but I would like to think that
future excavations may provide opportunities, on a
smaller scale, for community involvement.

The Website
There is a core of material on the website which
continues to be a valuable teaching resource,
regardless of the more unpredictable nature of
redevelopment and excavation programmes. It is
always good to hear positive observations about the
site and our work, so here are a couple picked up
on the internet:
‘The service [CAT Education Service] is a joint
venture between Canterbury Archaeological Trust,
Kent Archaeological Society and Kent County
Council…and is a superb example of archaeology
in education’ British Archaeological Jobs Resource
(BAJR), Resources Section
‘This [schools pages on website] is aimed
specifically at those who want to teach the basics
of Archaeology to a young audience without making
them either dribble from the corner of their mouths
or fall off their chairs comatose!’ Doncaster Museum
and Art Gallery, Keeper of Archaeology
http://www.canterburytrust.co.uk

Science, Technology and
Archaeology

Enid Allison tells visitors about the site from the walkway (medieval Whitefriars cess tank visible, right). Inset:
Roman tesserae were given away in exchange for a donation.
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It’s very refreshing to be able to exploit the scientific
aspects of Archaeology. We had another really
successful time with the Year 8 boys (12–13 year
olds) at Greenacre School, Chatham, at their Science
Day managed by Medway Education Business
Partnership. Dr Enid Allison and I did a double act
for around 150 students spread over seven sessions.
Hands-on material is essential for this kind of event
and we took plenty. A whole variety of animal and
human remains kept the teenage boys engaged and
entertained throughout the day.
A spin-off from this was a request from the school’s
Biology department to assist with the ‘A’ Level
‘Human Evolution’ module and Enid was able to
oblige by giving a presentation to the group at a
later date.
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Dr Enid Allison with the whale vertebra from the
Hersden excavation.

The Diocesan and Payne Smith CE Primary
School, Canterbury, had a ‘Science and Technology
in the Historical Built Environment’ week which
involved studying the building techniques of some
of Canterbury’s wonderful medieval buildings.
We spent a day with Years 3 and 4 (7–9 year
olds) showing them evidence for buildings which
archaeologists usually encounter on an excavation
and helped with some wattle and daub model
building. Each child brought in some hair from

home to mix into the clay - pet rabbit, cat, human
… the mind boggles.

basis for expanding and generating further kits for
beyond the Canterbury District. But more about
this next time, I hope.

New project proposal: ‘CAT Kits’
for Canterbury District schools

Then there’s the rest …

The Trust generates vast amounts of bulk finds
from its excavations and our archive store groans
under the weight of pottery sherds, animal bones
and building materials. With careful selection from
published sites, we believe we can build valuable
resource kits of material which would be welcomed
by local schools and community groups. If you
came to the Big Dig on a school visit day you will
have seen how successful the hands-on approach
is with young people – or people of any age for
that matter! The idea has the enthusiastic support
of local teachers, Ian Coulson (LEA Schools
History Advisor) and Canterbury Museums and
some time has been spent researching and
planning a project proposal to put to the Heritage
Lottery Fund. If we manage to secure funding
and undertake this project, it would be a sound

Dr Enid Allison shows university students evidence for medieval diet.

John Cotter demonstrates a wealth of ceramic evidence for medieval
Canterbury.
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A satisfactory Work Experience placement where
staff engage with students means, of course,
demands on time and money. We had to limit
our usual number of placements this year due
to insufficient funding, but still managed to
accommodate students from schools in Margate,
Canterbury, Folkestone, Ramsgate, Tonbridge,
Faversham and Orpington.
Lec t u res an d wor ks h ops were giv e n to
undergraduate teachers at the Primary Education
Department at Canterbury Christ Church University
College, where the Trust has a long-standing and
successful relationship. Finally, the wealth of new
medieval evidence resulting from the Whitefriars
project meant we were able to give a new twist to
our annual UKC Medieval Monasticism week. I am
sure I will put the new material to further good use
in the coming year.

Laying out a medieval skeleton from St Gregory’s Priory, Canterbury.

Alan Ward illustrates the archaeological evidence for St Gregory’s Priory,
Canterbury.
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PART FIVE

The Friends of the Canterbury Archaeological Trust
Norman Smith

It would be wrong to describe the year in which the
excavation stage of the Whitefriars ‘Big Dig’ came
to end as uneventful – far from it. Support given by
Friends to the Trust in respect of that epic project
ranged from the financial (helping to fund the
Heritage Lottery grant application and underwriting
the publication of the leaflet) to the practical, both
on and off-site. The latter continues in the finds
processing area.
Whitefriars will probably prove to be a unique
event in the life of the Trust, and thus of the Friends.
That does not mean that the need for the Friends
to support the Trust has come to an end. Clearly
it has not, though for the foreseeable future our
practical help is likely to be focussed on postexcavation work.
Whether or not that proves to be the case, there
will be a continued need for the Friends to offer
financial support to the Trust and, on this front,
the prospects look modestly encouraging. During
the year under review, the Friends income from
subscriptions (including income tax reclaimed
under Gift Aid) and other sources rose slightly,
allowing us to absorb the printing costs for our
new application form and folder (see below)
with only a small fall in the surplus available to
support the Trust compared with the previous
year. As the contribution made from our funds
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to the Trust actually declined in the year (from
£10,728 to £7,305) for the first time in four years
we generated a small increase (of £1,835) in our
general reserves. This was not by design on the
Committee’s part but arose mainly because two
grants agreed totalling £1,425 were in the event
not utilised by the Trust. Details of individual grants
agreed can be found in our regular Newsletters.
Current indications are that our reserves are
continuing to increase, putting us back towards
where we were before we faced the unusually heavy
demands of the period 2000–2003.
The Donald Baron Bursaries Fund dispensed in the
year grants totalling £683 to further the professional
development and training of Trust staff. The amount
the Fund can distribute fluctuates with interest rates
and, of course, with its size. It grew somewhat in the
year under review, thanks to a generous donation.
Once again details of the main bursary disbursements
can be found in the Friends’ Newsletters.
During the year, we took a higher public profile,
issuing five press releases and distributing our new
application form widely. This seemed to stem a
decline in membership, which in fact showed a small
net increase (to 397 at the time of writing). We do
ask Friends to continue to encourage others to join.
The ‘flagship’ annual Frank Jenkins Memorial
Lecture by Trust Director Paul Bennett (a joint

event with the Canterbury Archaeological Society)
in January was of its usual high standard, though
attendance was down on recent years. Our
programme also included an outstanding lecture
on the Beckett Pilgrimage by the former Dean of
Canterbury, the Very Reverend Dr John Simpson,
again less well attended than it deserved to be. If
attendance was disappointing at lectures, the same
could not be said of our excursions. The April short
break based at Cheltenham, the May visit to Lambeth
Palace and the London Eye and the August trip to
Essex churches were all well supported. Anne Vine
is to be congratulated. Visits in June to the Trust’s
Kingsmead store and its finds processing facilities
were fascinating but were enjoyed by only a limited
number of Friends. On the other hand, Meriel
Connor’s Festival Walks proved more popular than
ever with the general public and Friends alike.
Overall, I think it fair to say that we had another
successful year, something that would not have
been possible without the dedication and hard work
of our committee and individual Friends. Among
them are those who save us considerable expense
in postage by distributing Newsletters and Annual
Reports, a task which continues to be organised by
José Rogers. I owe them all my thanks.
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MEMBERS OF THE TRUST COUNCIL

PART SIX

Patron: His Grace the Lord Archbishop of
		 Canterbury (Dr Rowan Williams)
	Vice-Presidents: Mrs Margaret Collins
		 Mrs Margaret Scott-Knight, B.A.
Chairman: The Lord Mayor of Canterbury
		 (Cllr Nick Eden-Green)
Vice-Chairman: *Mr Mansell Jagger, M.A., Dip.T.P.,
M.R.T.P.I.
Hon Secretary: *Mr Lawrence Lyle, M.A.
Hon Treasurer: *Mr Andrew Webster, F.C.A.
Canterbury Museums Officer: Mr K.G.H. Reedie, M.A., F.S.A. (Scot)., A.M.A.

Dr Frank Panton, C.B.E., Ph.D., C.Chem,
F.R.S.C., F.R.Ae.S., F.R.S.A.
Mr David Anning, F.C.A.
Professor B.W. Cunliffe, C.B.E., M.A., Ph.D.,
Litt.D., F.B.A., F.S.A.,
The Dean of Canterbury (The Very Rev. Robert
Willis, M.A.)
Professor Alfred Smyth, M.A., Ph.D., F.S.A.,
F.R.G.S.
Mrs Margaret Sparks, M.A.

One person appointed by each of the following bodies:
The Dean and Chapter of Canterbury Cathedral: Mr John Burton, Dip.Arch., R.I.B.A.
Council for British Archaeology: Mr Tom Hassall, M.A., F.S.A., M.I.F.A.
University of Kent at Canterbury: Mr Andrew Butcher, M.A.
Canterbury Archaeological Society: Mr Colin Graham
Kent County Council: Cllr John Simmonds
Medway Council: Cllr Mrs S. Haydock
The British Museum: Dr Leslie Webster, F.S.A.
Royal Archaeological Institute: Mr Geoffrey Beresford, F.S.A.
Kent Archaeological Society: Cllr Paul Oldham, M.A.
Heritage Projects Ltd: Dr Peter Addyman, C.B.E., M.A.,
		 F.S.A., M.I.F.A.

Four members of Canterbury City Council:
		
		
		
Non-voting members:
		
		
Honorary Legal Advisers:
Auditors:

Professor John Wacher, B.Sc., F.S.A.,
*Mr Bruce Webster, M.A., F.S.A., F.R.Hist.S.
*Mr M.H.S. Bridgeford, F.A.S.I.
*Mr John Hammond
*Mr Christopher Pout
*Mr Roger Sharp
Mr Norman Smith
*Mr Charles Lambie
Brigadier John Meardon
*Dr Anthony Ward

Cllr Mary Jeffries
Cllr Ron Pepper
Cllr Rosemary Doyle
Cllr Wesley McLachlan
Mr Peter Kendall, (English Heritage)
Mr Paul Bennett, B.A., F.S.A, M.I.F.A.
Mr Peter Clark, B.A., M.I.F.A.
Furley Page (Mr Nigel Jones L.L.B.)
Larkings (Mr Michael J. Moore)

* indicates member of the Management Committee

THE CHARITY COMMISSION AND THE TRUST
2003–2004
From time to time the Charity Commission visits charities to find out how
they work and to make sure they’re following legal and advisory guidelines.
It was our turn in February 2003 to spend three and a half hours discussing
our work and methods with three representatives of the Commission led
by one who had a degree in archaeology. They had been supplied with
adequate documentation beforehand – company legal documents, minutes
of various committees including the Friends, copies of Annual Reports and
Newsletters, terms of reference of sub-committees and plenty of financial
information. The Trust was represented by five Trustees and three senior staff.
It was clear that our guests had studied the paperwork carefully and asked
pertinent questions; the afternoon was more friendly and less inquisitorial
than we had anticipated.
Six weeks later their Draft Report arrived for our comments; nothing needed
to be changed because they had accurately described the Trust’s strengths
and weaknesses. We were abiding by charity law but needed to carry out
three Key Recommendations:
the updating of the charity’s Memorandum and Articles of Association
which dated from 1979;
the clarification of the relation between the Trust Council and the charity
(the limited company);
reviewing the relationship between the Friends and the charity (the
limited company).
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The Trustees and Directors appointed a working group of the Director,
the Hon Treasurer and the Company Secretary to look into these matters.
The revised Memorandum and Articles of Association and subsidiary
documents were approved by the Trustees on 5 January 2004, by the Charity
Commission on 19 January 2004 and by the Trust Council and the members
of the charity (the limited company) on 20 February 2004, exactly a year
after the Charity Commission’s visit.
We avoided legal fees by basing the revised documents on a model issued
by the Charity Law Association. The separate constitution of the Canterbury
Archaeological Trust was abolished and the governing body of the Trust is
now the company limited by guarantee whose members elect the Trustees
and Directors. Additional non-voting members, such as City Councillors,
are invited to join the Trust Council. The Friends are now formally established
as an administrative branch of the Canterbury Archaeological Trust Limited
with Terms of Reference drawn up by their Chairman, Norman Smith. The
Trustees retain final responsibility for the funds of the Friends whose accounts
are now included in the main Trust accounts.
Lawrence Lyle
Company Secretary
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The work of the Canterbury Archaeological Trust is mostly sustained by the commissioning and funding of fieldwork and research projects by clients and other
bodies. We are very pleased to acknowledge the support of the following during 2003–2004:

Abbey New Homes Ltd
Abbotts Construction Ltd
Babtie Group
Ballast Needham IPM Ltd
Bovis Homes Ltd
Broadway Malyan Ltd
Bruderhof Community, Nonnington
Cameron Durley Consulting
Canterbury City Council
Canterbury College
Canterbury Developments (UK) Ltd
Carillion Richardson Partnership Ltd
Clague Architects, Canterbury
Mr Stephen Clare, Sandwich
Church of England, Diocesan House, Canterbury
De Vere Hotels & Leisure Ltd
Dean & Chapter, Rochester
Diocesan Architectural services Ltd
Dover District Council
English Heritage
Folkestone & Dover Water Services
Frankham Consultancy Group Ltd
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Geotechnical Development (UK) Ltd
Mr E. K. Heath, Canterbury
Mr & Mrs Horner, Maidstone
Hutchinson 3G Ltd
Janus Developments (South East) Ltd
Mr J. Kazzaz
Kent County Council Corporate Services
Kent County Council Highways Dept
Kent University
King’s School, Canterbury
Mr Anthony Kirton, Rochester
Knowle Housing Development Ltd
La Providence Hospital, Rochester
Land Securities
Lee Evans de Moubray
Mid Kent Water
Mouchel Property Services
Negus Chase Ltd
Northgate Garage (Canterbury) Ltd
O’Brien Homes Ltd
Osbourne Homes Ltd
Perry’s Motor Sales

Purcell Miller Triton
Regent Square Estates Ltd
Mrs Rose, Horsemonden
Rose Farm Estates
Mr G. Ross, Harbledown
Simpson Corrigan Ltd
Sir Roger Manwood School, Sandwich
Solid Oak Ltd
Southern Water
St James the Great Church, Staple PCC
St Mary’s Church Chilham Parish Council
St Mary’s RC School, Deal
St Michaels and All Angels Church, Kingsnorth PCC
St Peter’s Methodist School, Canterbury
Standen Builders Ltd.
Transco
Tweeds Project Management
David Wilson Homes (Eastern) Ltd.
Wingham Wildlife Park
Woodchurch Parish Council
Wyevale Garden Centre
Mr R Yeomans, Rochester
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