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Abstracts

West Malling Bypass

A programme of archaeological fieldwork, including
evaluation, targeted excavation and targeted watching
briefs was undertaken both in advance of and
during the construction of the A228 West Malling
and Leybourne Bypass. Evaluation indicated
predominantly later prehistoric (specifically Late Iron
Age but also Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age)
and medieval (12th—-13th century) activity along
the route. Subsequently, targeted excavations
were undertaken in seven areas of high archaeological
potential.

Residual worked flint (Late Mesolithic—Late
Bronze Age) was recovered from topsoil/subsoil
horizons and later (mainly Iron Age) archaeological
features from several areas. No firm evidence was
identified to indicate settlement activity of this date
within Area A, although the palaeotopographic setting
would have been attractive to hunter-gatherers and
sedentary farmers alike. A possible cremation burial
was recorded in Area B. An important find in Area B2
was a near-complete Pot Beaker deposited in a pit.

Two Iron Age enclosure groups were found in
Areas A and E2. In both cases the main focus of
associated settlement lay outside the road corridor.
Finds suggest animal butchery and cooking,
textile manufacture, crop harvesting and possibly
pottery production within these small-scale
agricultural communities.

Very little evidence for either Romano-British or
Anglo-Saxon activity was found. Romano-British
activity was limited to residual pottery, two coins and
a piece of possible tile. An Anglo-Saxon sunken-
featured building (SFB) and a post-hole were
identified in Area E2 producing artefacts and
environmental material.

Medieval and post-medieval features and finds
include, most significantly a bakery structure of
medieval date in Area Bl and a post-medieval mill
leat in Area C. The bakery structure contained
hearths and ovens, from which charcoal-rich deposits
were recovered. A near-complete pottery vessel was
recovered from the final filling of the structure.

Weatherlees—Margate—Broadstairs pipeline

Archaeological investigations were undertaken in
advance of the expansion of a wastewater treatment
works and the construction of a c¢. 12.5 km long
underground wastewater pipeline traversing the Isle
of Thanet, Kent. The pipeline route extended
northwards from Weatherlees Wastewater Treatment
Works (Weatherlees WTW) to Margate Headworks,
Foreness Point. A further route extended from the
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Headworks south-east towards the smaller

Broadstairs Headworks, North Foreland.

Thirteen sites with archaeologically significant
remains were identified along the route. Features
from all periods from the Neolithic to the Second
World War were encountered; stray finds of
Palaeolithic and Mesolithic date meant that all
periods of human history were represented. A
selection of the most significant findings are reported
on here.

A Late Neolithic mortuary enclosure was found
next to Broadley Road, Margate. This may be the
remains of a non-megalithic long barrow, with a later
superimposed ring-ditch (probably a Bronze Age
round barrow). In addition to three previously known
examples, two further examples of Late Bronze Age
‘Carp’s Tongue’ hoards were recovered from
Weatherlees WTW. These occurred in or overlaying a
large ‘midden’ spread.

More than 30 Late Iron Age-Romano-British
burials were encountered, including some graves
with burial customs only rarely found in Kent,
for instance:

. a small cremation cemetery at Coldswood
Road, Manston, dated the to the mid- and
later 1st century AD, with several burials
containing cremated remains deposited in
wooden caskets. Four inhumation burials, also
dated to around the time of the Roman
Conquest, were found in large, probably
defensive boundary ditches at Ebbsfleet Lane
and Weatherlees WTW;
two adjacent early Romano-British inhumation
burials were located near to Cottington Hill,
in an area close to the location of a Romano-
British villa;
an enclosed, dual-rite cemetery, including
several burials in amphorae, of early to late
Romano-British date as recorded just north of
Cottington Road.

Of more local significance was the Middle Anglo-

Saxon sunken-featured building at Cottington Road,

just south of the Romano-British dual-rite cemetery,

as well as an inhumation burial at the base of a ditch
terminus at Cottington Hill. A sunken-featured
building at Star Lane, with two partially extant ovens,
was probably used as a bakery in the 12th—13th
centuries. It belongs to a type of building so far
confined to northern Kent. Evidence for the
fortification of Thanet during the Second World War
includes a probable searchlight position at Ebbsfleet
Lane, and air-raid shelters at Manston Airport and
Foreness Point.



A medieval enclosure and bakery/brewery at

Fulston Manor, Sittingbourne, Kent

Excavations in advance of housing development
revealed part of a large rectangular ditched enclosure,
subdivided by internal ditches and dated by pottery to
the mid-11th—early 13th centuries. The most
significant feature within the enclosure was a sunken-
floored building, interpreted as a bakery, for which a
number of close parallels are known in Kent. It
contained a bread oven, rebuilt on at least two
occasions, and an adjacent hearth. Archaeomagnetic
dates from the oven indicate its use between 1180 and
1230, following which the bakery was demolished.
Other features in the enclosure included a fire-pit and
some form of drier, as well as pits containing
apparently domestic waste, although no domestic
structures were recognised.

A second phase of medieval activity was dated by
pottery to the early 13th-mid-14th centuries. The
main feature was another rectangular sunken feature,
the base of which was accessed by a metalled ramp
from one end. Although no evidence of a building
superstructure was identified, this feature probably
represents the base of an overlying timber structure.

Animal bone, charcoal, and charred plant remains
from the medieval features reflect the mixed
agricultural base of the economy, with the rearing of
cattle, sheep/goat, and pig, and with fish, fowl, and
horse also contributing to the diet. Following
woodland clearance, wheat, barley, oats, and rye were
cultivated, along with peas and beans.

Apart from medieval pottery, there were relatively
few finds and little to indicate a settlement of high
status. However, the presence of the bakery within the
enclosure, the site’s proximity to the supposed site of
the post-medieval Fulston Manor and, therefore,
potentially to that of the medieval manor, may
indicate that the enclosure was part of the manorial
complex. Documentary research has placed Fulston
Manor, first referred to as Fugeleston (meaning
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Fugul’s farmstead) in 1197, within its wider social,
economic, and historic context as part of the former
Saxon royal estate of Milton Regis.

A possible post-medieval building was represented
by a small stone structure, and an associated spread of
material, within which a number of possible beam-
slots were recorded, indicating the extent of a floor.

Manston Road, Ramsgate

An area of c. 1 ha south of Manston Road on the
western periphery of Ramsgate was excavated in
advance of redevelopment. Previous evaluation had
established the presence of features of Late Bronze
Age, Anglo-Saxon and medieval date. The subsequent
programme of work revealed a single Early Neolithic
pit; two pits containing the remains of Middle Bronze
Age vessels; a complex of Late Bronze Age enclosure
ditches; and a rectangular post-built structure
assigned to the 11th-8th century BC. Five Anglo-
Saxon sunken-featured buildings of 6th—7th century
AD date produced a wide range of finds including
metalwork, glass, and sherds from a group of
wheelthrown Frankish vessels. A series of ditches
defined a possible moated orchard surrounding
structural remains associated with the medieval
manor known as Upper Court.

A Kentish type of medieval sunken-featured
bakery/kitchen

During the past decade, a number of sunken-featured
buildings with two ovens, or an oven and a hearth,
have been excavated in Kent. So far, no parallels are
known from outside the county, suggesting that this
may be a regional type of kitchen, bake- and/or
brewhouse. The buildings date between the 11th- and
14th century. It is possible that in some instances
these buildings were communal structures, perhaps
under seigniorial control, but the considerable
number found at one site on the Isle of Thanet may
also hint at less centralised types of ownership.



Zusammenfassungen

West Malling Bypass

Sowohl vor als auch wihrend der Bauarbeiten an der
Umgehungsstrafie der A228 zwischen West Malling
und Leybourne in Kent wurden archiologische
Voruntersuchungen sowie gezielte Ausgrabungen und
baubegleitende Mafinahmen durchgefiihrt. Die
Voruntersuchungen  lieferten  Hinweise  auf
vorgeschichtliche (hauptsidchlich spate Vorromische
Eisenzeit aber auch spite Bronze-/frithe Eisenzeit)
und mittelalterliche (12./13. Jh.) Aktivititen entlang
der geplanten Straflentrasse. Im Anschlufl daran
wurden  sieben  Areale mit signifikantem
archiologischem Potential fur gezielte Aus-
gegrabungen ausgewahlt.

Streufunde von bearbeitetem Feuerstein (spétes
Mesolithikum bis spidte Bronzezeit) wurden in
mehreren Arealen aus der Pflugschicht und dem
Unterboden aber auch aus spiteren, hauptsichlich
eisenzeitlichen, Befunden geborgen. In Area A fanden
sich keine schlussigen Hinweise auf Besiedlung
wihrend dieses Zeitraums, obwohl die
Paldotopographie dieses Fundplatzes sowohl fir
Jager/Sammler als auch fur sefShafte Bauern attraktiv
gewesen sein mufl. Eine mogliche Brandbestattung
wurde in Area B dokumentiert. Ein wichtiger Fund in
Area B2 war ein nahezu vollstindiger ,Pot Beaker’,
der in einer Grube deponiert worden war.

Zwei separate Gruppen eisenzeitlicher
Einfriedungen wurden in Areas A und E2 gefunden.
Beide Fundpliatze gehoéren zu zeitgleichen
Siedlungen, aber in beiden Fillen lag der
Schwerpunkt der Siedlungsaktivitidten auflerhalb der
Strafientrasse. Das Fundmaterial dieser Fundstellen
bezeugt das Schlachten von Tieren, sowie Kochen,
Textilherstellung, Ernte und moglicherweise Topferei
innerhalb dieser kleinen landwirtschaftlichen
Gemeinschaften.

Nur geringe Hinweise auf romano-britische oder
angelsdchsische Aktivitidten fanden sich entlang der
Strafientrasse. Romano-britische Funde beschrinken
sich auf Streufunde von Keramik, zwei romischen
Minzen und einem moglichen Ziegelstiick.
Angelsichsischer Zeitstellung sind ein Grubenhaus
und ein Pfostenloch in Area E2; beide enthielten
Kleinfunde und paldobotanische Reste.

Mittelalterliche und frithneuzeitliche Befunde und
Funde waren etwas hiufiger. Die wichtigsten Befunde
waren eine mittelalterliche Béickerei in Area Bl und
ein fruhneuzeitlicher Miuhlgraben in Area C. Der
Bickereikomplex enthielt Ofen und Herde mit stark
holzkohlehaltigen Fundschichten. Ein fast komplettes
keramisches Gefdl wurde aus der jingsten
Verfullschicht des Komplexes geborgen.
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Weatherlees—Margate—Broadstairs pipeline

Im Vorfeld der Erweiterung einer Kldranlage und des
Baus einer ca. 12,5 km langen, unterirdischen
Abwasserleitung quer durch die Isle of Thanet
wurden archédologische Untersuchungen durch-
gefiihrt. Die Pipelinetrasse verlief von der Kliranlage
Weatherlees (WTW) im Siiden bis zur Pumpstation
Margate bei Foreness Point im Norden. Ein weiterer
Arm der Trasse ersteckte sich von der Pumpstation in
stidostlicher Richtung zu der kleineren Pumpstation
Broadstairs bei North Foreland.

Insgesamt wurden 13 archiologisch signifikante
Fundbereiche im Verlauf der Trasse entdeckt. Es
wurden Befunde aller Zeitsbschnitte vom
Neolithikum bis zum zweiten Weltkrieg freigelegt; da
auch paldolithische und mesolithische Streufunde
gemacht wurden, sind quasi alle Perioden der
Menscheitsgeschichte vertreten. Eine Auswahl der
bedeutendsten Funde und Befunde werden in diesem

Band vorgelegt.
In der Ndhe der Broadley Road, Margate, wurde
eine spédtneolithische  Grabanlage freigelegt.

Hochstwahrscheinlich handelt es sich dabei um die
Uberreste eines nicht-megalithischen Langhiigels, der
durch einen spiteren Kreisgraben (wahrscheinlich
eines bronzezeitlichen Rundhiigels) geschnitten
wurde. Zusitzlich zu drei bereits bekannten Horten
wurden zwei weitere spitbronzezeitliche Metallhorte
(sogenannte ‘Carp’s Tongue’ hoards) bei der
Klédranlage Weatherlees in, oder unmittelbar unter,
einer ausgedehnten Abfallschicht (midden) gefunden.
Mehr als 30 Bestattungen der spiten
Vorromischen Eisenzeit und der RoOmischen
Kaiserzeit wurden im Verlauf der Pipelinetrasse
gefunden, darunter einige Gréber mit
Bestattungsriten, fiir die es nur wenige Vergleiche
innerhalb Kents gibt, u.a.:
. ein kleines Brandgriberfeld des mittleren und
spdten 1. Jhs. n. Chr. an der Coldswood Road,
Manston. Es fanden sich hier mehrere
Bestattungen bei denen der Leichenbrand in
holzernen Kisten oder Kistchen niedergelegt
wurde. Vier Korperbestattungen, ebenfalls aus
der Periode der RoOmischen Eroberung
Britanniens, wurden an der Ebbsfleet Lane und
der Kliaranlage Weatherlees (WTW) in grofien
Begrenzungsgriben gefunden, die
wahrscheinlich Verteidigungsszwecken dienten;
zwel benachbarte Korpergriber der frithen
Romischen Kaiserzeit, die bei Cottington Hill
in der Nihe einer dort vermuteten réomischen
Villa gefunden wurden;



ein eingefriedeter, bi-ritueller Friedhof der frithen bis
spiaten Romischen Kaiserzeit, mit mehreren
Bestattungen in Amphoren, der unmittelbar nérdlich
der Cottington Road ausgegraben wurde.

Von eher lokaler Bedeutung waren ein
Grubenhaus der mittleren angelsichsischen Periode
an der Cottington Road, unmittelbar stidlich des bi-
rituellen Friedhofs, sowie eine Korperbestattung
gleicher Zeitstellung, die bei Cottington Hill in einem
Grabenende niedergelegt worden war. Ein
Grubenhaus mit zwei teilweise erhaltene Ofen an der
Star Lane diente wihrend des 12./13. Jhs.
wahrscheinlich als Béackerei. Das Grubenhaus gehort
zu einem Gebdudetyp, der bislang nur aus dem
nordlichen Kent bekannt geworden ist. Hinweise auf
Verteidigungsanlagen aus der Zeit des zweiten
Weltkriegs in Thanet fanden sich in der Form einer
moglichen Suchscheinwerferanlage an der Ebbsfleet
Lane sowie von Luftschutzbunkern beim Flughafen
Manston und bei Foreness Point.

Fulston Manor

Vor Erschliefung eines Neubaugebiets in Fulston
Manor, Sittingbourne, Kent, wurde eine Ausgrabung
als Teil der bauleitplanerischen Auflagen
durchgefiihrt.

Im Zuge der Ausgrabung wurde ein Teil eines von
einem grofien, rechteckigen Graben umschlossenen
Areals freigelegt, das durch interne Griben weiter
unterteilt war und anhand von Keramikfunden in das
mittlere 11. bis frihe 13. Jh. datiert wurde. Der
wichtigste Befund innerhalb des Areals war ein
Grubenhaus, das als Béckerei interpretiert wird, und
fiir das es mehrere enge Vergleiche in Kent gibt. Es
enthielt einen Backofen, der mindestens zweimal
erneuert wurde, sowie einen daneben liegenden Herd.
Die Nutzung des Ofens wurde archdomagnetisch auf
die Zeit zwischen 1180 und 1230 datiert; danach
wurde der Ofen abgerissen. Weitere Befunde
innerhalb des Areals waren eine Feuergrube und eine
Art Darre sowie einige Gruben mit Siedlungsabfall; es
wurden jedoch keine Hausbefunde erkannt.

Eine zweite Phase mittelalterlicher Aktivitdt wurde
anhand von Keramik in das frithe 13. bis mittlere 14.
Jh. datiert. Der wichtigste Befund dieser Phase war
ein weiteres rechteckiges Grubenhaus, dessen Sole
uber eine an einem Ende gelegene gepflasterte Rampe
erreicht werden konnte. Obwohl keine Spuren des
Aufgehenden erkannt wurden, wird es sich bei dieser

Struktur ebenfalls um das Fundament einer
dariibergelegenen Holzkonstruktion handeln.
Tierknochen, Holzkohle und verkohlte

Pflanzenreste aus den mittelalterlichen Befunden
bezeugen die verschiedenen landwirtschaftlichen
Grundlagen der mittelalterlichen Wirtschaft, die die
Haltung von Rindern, Schafen/Ziegen und
Schweinen umfafite, aber auch Fisch, Gefliigel und
Pferd fanden sich auf dem Speisezettel. Nach der
Waldrodung wurden Weizen, Gerste, Hafer und
Roggen angebaut, dariiber hinaus auch Erbsen
und Bohnen.

Mit Ausnahme mittelalterlicher Keramik gab es
nur relativ wenig Fundmaterial und kaum etwas, daf3
eine Besiedlung hoéheren sozialen Rangs andeuten
kéonnte. Es ist jedoch moglich, daf3 die Béickerei
innerhalb der Anlage sowie die Ndhe der Fundstelle
zum neuzeitlichen Fulston Manor, und damit
moglicherweise  auch zum  mittelalterlichen
Herrenhaus, als Hinweise darauf zu deuten sind, daf3
die Anlage Teil des Gutsgehofts war. Mithilfe
historischer Dokumente war es moglich, das weitere
soziale, wirtschaftliche und historische Umfeld von
Fulston Manor, 1197 erstmals urkundlich erwidhnt
als Fugeleston (d.h. Fugul’s Gehoft), als Teil
des angelsdchsischen koniglichen Guts Milton Regis
zu rekonstruieren.

Ein moégliches neuzeitliches Gebdude wurde durch
eine kleine steinerne Struktur angedeutet, und eine
dazugehorige Fundschicht, in der mehrere Spuren —
wohl von Schwellbalken — dokumentiert wurden,
markierten die Ausmafle eines Fu3bodens.

Manston Road, Ramsgate

Im Vorlauf einer Wiederbebauung wurde eine Fliache
von ca. 1 ha siidlich der Manston Road am westlichen
Rand von Ramsgate ausgegraben. Eine
vorausgegangene Voruntersuchung hatte ergeben, daf
sich in diesem Bereich Befunde der spidten Bronzezeit
sowie angelsichsischer und mittelalterlicher
Zeitstellung befinden. Im Zuge der nachfolgenden
Untersuchung fanden sich eine vereinzelte
frihneolithische Grube, zwei Gruben mit Resten
mittelbronzezeitlicher keramischer Gefidfle, ein
Komplex spétbronzezeitlicher Einfriedungsgriben
sowie eine rechteckige Pfostensetzung, die in das 11.
bis 8. Jh. v. Chr. datiert wurde. Fiunf angelséchsische
Grubenhiuser des 6.—7. Jhs. n. Chr. enthielten ein
grofles Spektrum an Funden, u.a. Metallfunde, Glas
und Scherben scheibengedrehter, friankischer
Keramik. Eine Reihe von Griben gehort vielleicht zu
einem von einem Wassergraben umgebenen
Obstgarten, in dem sich auch bauliche Reste
befanden, die mit dem als ,Upper Court’ bekannten
mittelalterlichen Gutshaus in Zusammenhang stehen.

A Kentish type of medieval sunken-featured
bakery/kitchen

Wihrend des verganganen Jahrzehnts wurden in Kent
mehrere Grubenhiuser mit zwei Ofen, oder einem
Ofen und einem Herd, gefunden. Bislang sind keine
Vergleiche auflerhalb der Grafschaft bekannt
geworden, so dafl es sich wohl um einen regional
begrenzten Typ eines Kiichen-, Back- und/oder
Brauhauses des 11. bis 14. Jahrhundert handelt. Es ist
moglich, dafl die Gebdude in einigen Fillen
gemeinschaftlich genutzt wurden, vielleicht unter
herrschaftlicher Kontrolle. Die beachtliche, an einem
einzigen Fundplatz auf der Isle of Thanet gefundene
Anzahl solcher Grubenhéuser deutet aber auch auf
weniger zentralisierte Besitzstrukturen hin.

Ubersetzung: Jorn Schuster
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Résumé

Archéologie de la déviation de West Malling et de
Leybourne, West Malling, Kent

Un programme de prospection au sol, qui comprenait
une évaluation , des fouilles et une surveillance ciblées
fut entrepris a la fois avant et pendant la construction
de PA 228, la déviation de West Malling et de
Leybourne. Le long de la route I’évaluation a
essentiellement relevé une activité de la préhistoire
récente (plus particuliérement du second age du fer,
mais également de I’ 4ge du bronze final/du premier
age du fer) et de la période médiévale (12¢me/]3¢éme
siécles). Par la suite, des excavations ciblées furent
entreprises dans sept zones qui offraient un fort
potentiel archéologique.

Des rebuts de silex travaillés (du mésolithique final
au bronze final) furent recouvrés des horizons de terre
arable/sous-sol, et des vestiges archéologiques plus
tardifs (essentiellement de I’ age du fer) de plusieurs
zones. On n’a pas identifié de témoignage solide
indiquant la présence d’une occupation de cette date
dans la zone A, bien que la situation paléo-
topographique aurait présenté des attraits aussi bien
pour les chasseurs-cueilleurs que pour les agriculteurs
sédentaires. On a répertorié, dans la zone B, ce qui
pourrait étre une sépulture a incinération. Une
importante trouvaille, dans la zone B2 consistait en
un pot, de type peuples a vases, presque complet,
déposé dans une fosse.

On a trouvé dans les zones A et E2 deux groupes
d’enceintes de I’age du fer. Dans les deux cas,
le centre principal des occupations associées se situait
a DPextérieur du corridor formé par la route.
Les trouvailles suggerent I’abattage et la
cuisson d’animaux, la fabrication de textile, la récolte
de céréales et peut-étre la production de poterie
dans le cadre de ces communautés agricoles de
petite taille.

On n’a trouvé que trés peu de témoignages
d’activités soit romano-britanniques, soit anglo-
saxonnes. [’activité romano-britannique se limitait a
des rebuts de poterie, deux piéces de monnaie et un
morceau peut-&étre d’une tuile. On a identifié un
batiment Anglo-saxon a fondations enterrées (SFB),
et un trou de poteau, dans la zone E2, révélant des
objets manufacturés et du matériel environnemental.

Les traces et trouvailles médiévales et post-
médiévales comprennent plus particulierement une
structure de fournil datée du moyen-dge dans la
zone Bl et un bief de moulin post-médiéval dans la
zone C. La structure de fournil contenait des foyers et
des fours d’ou on a recouvré des dépots riches en
charbon de bois. Un récipient en poterie quasi-
complet a été retrouvé dans le dernier remplissage de
la structure.

Xix

La plus longue excavation de Thanet — Recherches
archéologiques le long du tracé de la conduite
d’eaux usées de Weatherlees—Margate—Broadstairs
On a entrepris des recherches archéologiques en
anticipation de I’extension d’une usine de traitement
des eaux usées et la construction d’une conduite
souterraine d’évacuation de ces eaux, longue
d’environ 12,5 kilométres, a travers I’ile de Thanet,
Kent. Le tracé de la conduite s’étendait, vers le nord,
de ’usine de traitement des eaux usées de Weatherlees
(WTW) a la station de pompage de Margate,
Foreness Point. Une branche supplémentaire
s’étendait de la station principale, dans une direction
sud-est, vers la plus petite station de Broadstairs,
North Foreland.

Le long du tracé on a identifié treize sites recélant
des vestiges archéologiques conséquents. On y a
rencontré des traces de toutes les périodes du
néolithique a la seconde guerre mondiale; des
trouvailles éparses datant du paléolithique et du
meésolithique attestent que toute les périodes de
I’histoire humaine étaient représentées. On présente
ici une sélection des trouvailles les plus
représentatives.

Un enclos mortuaire du néolithique final a été
découvert a coté de Broadley Road, Margate. Ce sont
trés probablement les vestiges d’un tertre en longueur
non-mégalithique, sur lequel un fossé circulaire avait
été surimposé a une date ultérieure (problablement
un tertre rond de I’age du bronze). En plus des trois
exemples déja connus, on a recouvré de Weatherlees
WTW deux autres exemples de trésors de type
‘langue de carpe’ de ’dge du bronze final. Ceux-ci se
trouvaient dans ou sous un important tas de
rejets domestiques.

Nous avons retrouvé plus de 30 sépultures du
second age du fer — période romano-britannique, y
compris des tombes attestant de pratiques funéraires
qu’on ne trouve que rarement dans le Kent,
par exemple

un petit cimetiere a incinération a Coldswood
Road, Manston daté du milieu et de la fin du 1¢°
siecle ap. J.-C., avec plusieurs sépultures dont les
restes calcinés avaient été déposés dans des
coffrets en bois. Quatre sépultures a inhumation,
datées également des alentours de la période de la
conquéte romaine ont été découvertes dans de
grands fossés limitrophes probablement a rodle
défensif a Ebbsfleet Lane et Weatherlees WTW.
deux sépultures a inhumations adjacentes du
début de la période romano-britannique se
trouvaient prés de Cottington Hill, dans une zone
proche de l’emplacement d’une villa romano-
britannique



* on a répertorié un cimetiére enclos, ou les deux
rites étaient représentés, comprenant plusieurs
sépultures dans des amphores, daté début a fin de
la période romano-britannique, juste au nord de
Cottington Road.

Plus important sur le plan local était le batiment a
fondations enterrées de la période anglo-saxonne
moyenne a Cottington Road., juste au sud du
cimetiére a double rite romano-britannique, ainsi
qu’une sépulture a inhumations a la base d’un
terminus de fossé a Cottington Hill. A Star Lane un
batiment a fondations enterrées, avec deux fours en
partie debouts, servait probablement de fournil aux
12¢me/13¢éme gigcles. Il appartient 4 un type de
batiment jusque la exclusivement confiné a la partie
nord du Kent. Les témoignages de la fortification de
Thanet pendant la seconde guerre mondiale
comprennent la position probable d’un projecteur a
Ebbsfleet Lane et des abris antiaériens a I’aéroport de
Manston et a Foreness Point.

Enceinte médiévale et fournil/brasserie a

Fulston Manor, Sittingbourne, Kent

Des excavations en prévision de la construction d’un
lotissement ont mis au jour une partie d’une grande
enceinte rectangulaire avec fossé, subdivisée par des
fossés internes et datée par sa poterie du milieu du
11¢me ay début du 13¢me siecles. 1’élément le plus
remarquable a l’intérieur de cette enceinte était un
batiment a sol enterré, interprété comme étant un
fournil, auquel on connait un nombre de proches
paralléles dans le Kent. Il contenait un four a pain,
reconstruit au moins a deux occasions, et un foyer
adjacent. Des dates archéomagnétiques du four
indiquent qu’il était en usage entre 1180 et 1230, a la
suite de quoi le fournil a été démoli. Parmi les autres
vestiges dans I’enceinte, on compte une cuvette a feu
et une sorte de séchoir, ainsi que des fosses qui
contenaient des déchets apparemment domestiques,
bien qu’on n’ait reconnu aucune structure
domestique.

Une seconde phase d’activité médiévale a été datée
du début du 13%™m¢ au milieu du 14¢™e siécles grice a sa
poterie. I’élément principal était une autre structure
rectangulaire enfoncée, on accédait a la partie basse par
une rampe métallique a un des bouts. Bien qu’on n’ait
identifié aucun indice de superstructure pour ce
batiment, ce vestige servait probablement de base a une
structure en bois au-dessus.

Des restes d’ossements d’animaux, de charbon de
bois et de plantes carbonisées provenant des vestiges
médiévaux reflétent ’agriculture mixte a la base de
I’économie, avec élevage de bétail, moutons/chévres et
porcs, poissons, volailles et chevaux contribuant
également a ’alimentation. A la suite du défrichement
des foréts, blé, orge , avoine et seigle furent cultivés a
coté des pois et des haricots.

A part la poterie médiévale, les trouvailles étaient

relativement peu nombreuses et peu d’indices
attestent d’une occupation de haut rang. Cependant
la présence du fournil a P’intérieur de ’enceinte, la
proximité de ce site du site supposé du manoir post-
médiéval de Fulston Manor, et donc, potentiellement
de celui du manoir médiéval, pourraient indiquer que
I’enceinte faisait partie du complexe du manoir. Des
recherches documentaires ont placé Fulston Manor,
mentionné sous le nom de Fugeleston (ce qui veut
dire ferme de Fugul) pour la premieére fois en 1197,
dans son contexte social, économique et historique
plus étendu comme faisant partie de [’ancien
domaine royal saxon de Milton Regis.

Une petite structure en pierre, et du matériel
associé dispersé, dans laquelle on a répertorié un
nombre de possibles emplacements de poutres,
indiquant I’étendue d’un sol, pourrait représenter un
batiment post-médiéval.

Excavations d’un site d’occupation de ’4ge du
bronze final, de la période anglo-saxonne et du
moyen-ige & Manston Road, Ramsgate, 1995-97
Une zone d’environ un hectare au sud de Manston
Road, a la périphérie ouest de Ramsgate a été fouillée
avant sa remise en valeur. Une évaluation précédente
avait confirmé la présence de traces datant de I’age du
bronze final, de la période anglo-saxonne et du
moyen-age. Le programme de travaux qui s’en est
suivi a révélé une seule fosse du néolithique ancien,
deux fosses contenant les restes de récipients de ’age
du bronze moyen; un complexe de fossés d’enceintes
de I’age du bronze final; et une structure rectangulaire
batie ultérieurement et attribuée aux 1]¢éme_géme
siecles av. J.-C. Cing batiments anglo-saxons a
fondations enterrées datant des 6fme—7¢me gidcles
av. J.-C. ont révélé une gamme étendue de trouvailles
y compris du métal, du verre et des tessons d’un
groupe de vases francs fagonnés au tour. Une série de
fossés délimitait peut-étre un verger avec douves
entourant des restes de batiment associés au manoir
médiéval connu sous le nom d’Upper Court.

Un type’ Kent’ de fournil/cuisine médiévale a
fondations enterrées

Pendant la derniére décennie, un certain nombre de
batiments a fondations enterrées avec deux fours, ou
un four et un foyer, ont été excavés dans le Kent.
Jusqu’a présent, on ne connait aucun paralléle a
Pextérieur du comté, ce qui donne a penser que ce
pourrait étre un type régional de cuisine/fournil et/ou
brasserie. Les batiments datent d’entre les 11¢me et
14éme gjécles. Il se pourrait que dans certains cas ces
batiments aient été des structures communales, sous
contréle du seigneur, mais le nombre considérable
découvert sur un site de I’lle de Thanet pourrait aussi
indiquer des types de propriété moins centralisés.

Traduction: Annie Pritchard



Specialist methodologies

Later prehistoric and Roman pottery
by Grace Perpetua Jones

All pottery examined for Chapters 1-3 of this volume
was fully analysed, using the Wessex Archaeology
recording system (Morris 1994) in accordance with
national guidelines for both prehistoric (PCRG 1997)
and Roman pottery (Darling 1994). Each sherd, or
group of related sherds, was allocated a pottery record
number (PRN) as a unique identifier. The fabric
codes used for the recording system are alpha-
numeric and indicate the dominant inclusion(s).
Where appropriate, Roman fabrics have been
correlated with the Canterbury Archaeological Trust
(CAT) type series. Each rim type has been assigned
an ‘R’ code; however, well-known type series have also
been used or referred to, including the Dragendorff
series for samian, and the Thompson (1982) form
series for ‘Belgic’ wares in the South-East. Details of
decoration, surface treatment, and evidence of use
have also been recorded. Assemblages from all
features that produced more than 30 sherds have been
termed ‘key groups’ and examined in detail.
Appendices 1.1 and 2.7 give brief descriptions of the
wide range of fabrics present at sites discussed in
Chapters 1 and 2 respectively.

The material from Manston Road, Ramsgate
(Chapter 4) was examined in 1997 and the original
fabric codes used at that time have been retained
here. Fabric codes combine the fabric group letters
with a chronologically significant number (1-99 for
prehistoric fabrics; 100-399 for Romano-British
fabrics). Brief fabric descriptions are given in
Appendix 4.1.

Post-Roman pottery
by Lorraine Mepham

The pottery examined for Chapters 1-3 of this
volume was recorded following the standard Wessex
Archaeology recording system for pottery (Morris
1994), using similar methods to those used for the
later prehistoric and Romano-British pottery. Fabric
types were correlated with the Canterbury
Archaeological Trust (CAT) type series for post-
Roman pottery. The definition of vessel forms follows
nationally recommended nomenclature (MPRG
1998). Details of decoration, surface treatment and
manufacture were also recorded. Quantification in all
cases is by both number and weight of sherds. All data
are held in the respective project archives. For
Manston Road, codes 400-599 were used for post-
Roman fabrics and these are retained here.
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Human bone
by Jacqueline 1. McKinley

Osteological analysis of the cremated bone followed
the writer’s standard procedure (McKinley 1994,
5-21; 2004a). The degree of erosion to the unburnt
bone was recorded using the writer’s system of
grading (McKinley 2004b, fig. 7.1-7). Age (cremated
and unburnt bone) was assessed from the stage of
tooth and skeletal development (Beek 1983; Scheuer
and Black 2000), and the patterns and degree of age-
related changes to the bone (Buikstra and Ubelaker
1994). Sex was ascertained from the sexually
dimorphic traits of the skeleton (Bass 1987; Buikstra
and Ubelaker 1994). Measurements were taken of the
unburnt bone (Brothwell and Zakrzewski 2004) and
skeletal indices calculated where possible (Trotter and
Gleser 1952; 1958; Bass 1987). Non-metric traits
were recorded in accordance with Berry and Berry
(1967) and Finnegan (1978).

Animal bone
by Jessica M. Grimm and Sheila Hamilton-Dyer

Each animal bone fragment examined for Chapters
1-3 of this volume was recorded using the
Disarticulated Animal Bone database (DAB)
developed by Wessex Archaeology. For each fragment,
the following characteristics were recorded where
applicable: species, bone element and side, fusion,
mandible wear stages (following Grant 1982), sex,
and measurements (von den Driesch 1976). The
positions of butchery marks were recorded according
to the pictorial system of Lauwerier (1988). To
establish the degree of burning the data published by
Wahl (1981) was used. Evidence of gnawing and
condition (on a scale of 1-5) was also recorded.
The zone system of Serjeantson (1996) was used to
record completeness.

Conjoining fragments that were demonstrably
from the same bone were counted as one bone in
order to minimise distortion and, therefore, specimen
counts (NISP) given here may differ from the
absolute raw fragment counts in the finds table. There
may also be some discrepancies when bone is fragile
and may fragment further after initial quantification.

Prummel and Frisch (1986) was used to
distinguish sheep from goat and the atlas published by
Prummel (1987) to identify domesticate foetal bones.
Fragments that could not be identified to species or
family were recorded as small, medium, or large
mammal, bird, fish, or amphibian. Withers heights
were calculated using von den Driesch and Boessneck



(1974, cows), Teichert (1975, sheep), Clark (1995,
dogs), Harcourt (1974, dogs), Vitt (1952, horses), and
May (1985, horses) and ages estimated using
Habermehl (1975) and Jones (2006, sheep).

For Manston Road, identifications were made
using the modern comparative collections of the
writer. Bones excavated in pieces were counted as
single fragments where reconstruction proved
possible. Unidentified cattle/horse-sized and
sheep/pig-sized, and other, small, indeterminate
fragments were recorded as mammalian only.
Measurements follow von den Driesch (1976).

Charred plant remains and charcoal
by Chris J. Stevens, Dana Challinor,
and Catherine Barnett

The samples examined for Chapters 1-3 of this
volume were processed by flotation in a modified
Siraf-type machine, with the flots collected onto a 500
pm mesh. The residues were fractionated into 4 mm,
2 mm, 1 mm, and 0.5 mm mesh sizes. The flot was
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dried and the course residue sorted by eye, while a
low-powered binocular microscope was used for
sorting the flot and small residue fractions. Plant
macrofossils were then extracted, identified, and
quantified. The plant taxa identified from each sample
are tabulated following the nomenclature of Stace
(1997) for native species, Zohary and Hopf (2000) for
cultivated taxa, and the traditional nomenclature for
cereals, (ibid., 28, table 3 and 65, table 5).

Bulk soils samples from Manston Road were also
processed by flotation. The charcoal was extracted
from the seed and plant plant macrofossils from the 2
mm and 4 mm flot fractions.

Charcoal fragments measuring >2 mm in radial
cross-section were prepared for examination using
standard methods. Each fragment was fractured to
expose fresh transverse, tangential and radial surfaces.
The fragments were supported in sand and examined
using a Labophot incident-light microscope at
magnifications of up to x400. The anatomical
structure was matched to reference material. Where
possible the maturity (ie, sapwood/ heartwood) of the
wood was recorded.



Preface

This volume presents the results of archaeological
investigations undertaken by Wessex Archaeology at
four sites in Kent, one west of the Medway and three
to its east — hence the title of the volume. The decision
to combine these sites in one volume was first
suggested when it became clear that the medieval
sunken-featured buildings revealed at West Malling,
Fulston Manor, and Star Lane, Manston, might
belong to a type of building specific to Kent. A short
study is included at the end of this volume, examining
the function and distribution of these buildings which
might have had combined uses as bakeries,
brewhouses, and/or kitchens.

Individually, the four reports are too large for
inclusion in a regional journal, while they are at

the same time too short to merit publication as
individual monographs. The opportunity was taken to
include the fourth site, Manston Road, Ramsgate,
which had been awaiting a suitable publication
venue. This site and those investigated in the
course of the wastewater pipeline scheme also share
some phases of activity, most notably the
Anglo-Saxon period with six additional sunken-
featured buildings, thus considerably augmenting

the number of such structures known from the Isle
of Thanet.

J6rn Schuster
Wessex Archaeology
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1. Archaeology of the West Malling

and Leybourne Bypass
by Chris Ellis

This report presents the results of archaeological
fieldwork carried out prior to, and during, the
construction of the West Malling and Leybourne
Bypass in 2005. The route of the Bypass ran from the
M20 Motorway along Birling Road before joining the
existing A228 to the south of Leybourne (Fig. 1.1).
The route lay between the historic towns of West
Malling and Leybourne and crossed a landscape
where prehistoric, Romano-British, and especially
medieval activity and settlement is well-attested.

Assessment and evaluation of the route in 2005
(Thorne and Worrall 2005) identified seven sites with
features of Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age to post-
medieval in date. Worked flint ranging in date from
the Late Mesolithic to the Bronze Age was also found
along the route. The aims and objectives of both the
evaluation and subsequent investigations were to
record and understand the archaeological resource
within the Bypass route where the preferable option of
‘preservation in situ’ was not feasible. More specific
aims were to identify the character, nature, and extent
of the archaeological resource in areas of greatest
archaeological potential.

Topography, Geology, and Land-use

The Bypass commences at Junction 4 of the M20
Motorway (NGR 5692 1594) at a height of c. 22 m
above Ordnance Datum (aOD) and runs adjacent to
Birling Road, reaching a height of 40 m aOD, close to
Leybourne Wood. The route then descends a shallow
slope and crosses a small tributary of the Medway,
formed by the nearby confluence of the Leybourne
and West Malling streams, at a height of 20 m aOD. It
then ascends the adjacent slope and crosses the A20,
rejoining the present A228 to its south. From this
point to the Tower View roundabout, the existing
A228 was widened. Along this stretch of the Bypass
the land gradually rises from 25 m aOD to c¢. 70 m
aOD at the roundabout (NGR 5677 1564) at the
southern end of the route.

The underlying natural geology of the route
comprises Folkestone Beds overlain by Head deposits
in the northern part and Sandgate Beds and Hythe
Beds overlain by Head Brickearth and Brickearth
to the south (Geological Survey 1976). There is a
band of alluvium along the course of the
Leybourne Stream. Prior to construction the land
was largely farmland although a section around the

A20 comprised rough ground, former housing,
and gardens.

Archaeological Background and
Previous Fieldwork

Previous archaeological investigation along the
Bypass route included a desk-based assessment and
fieldwalking survey by Canterbury Archaeological
Trust (CAT 1992) and an earthwork survey, also
undertaken by CAT (2005), covering most of the later
Areas C and E, in conjunction with a small watching
brief by Oxford Archaeology (2004) on works in the
Leybourne Stream valley to the north of the A20.

A number of prehistoric and Romano-British
findspots are known from this work, or are recorded
on the Kent Sites and Monuments Record (SMR),
along or close to the route (Fig. 1.1).
Mesolithic—Neolithic worked flint has been found on
and in close proximity; to the south of Park Road
(SMR TQ 65 NE 89) and to the east of Leybourne
Wood, close to Pump Close (SMR TQ 65 NE 91).
Although no Iron Age material had been found within
the route, Iron Age pottery and coins are recorded
within a few hundred metres; to the east of Junction 4
of the M20 (SMR TQ 65 NE 25), in West Malling
(SMRTQ 65 NE 23) and in East Malling (SMRTQ
65 NE 55). Romano-British finds including coins
(SMRTQ 65 NE 10, 17 and 20) and two cremation
burials (SMR TQ 65 NE 4 and 7) have also been
recorded around West Malling.

Both West Malling and Leybourne were well-
established settlements by the medieval period. West
Malling benefited in particular from the
establishment of an Abbey (St Mary’s Abbey,
established c¢. AD 1090) at the eastern edge of the
settlement. Medieval pottery and other material has
been found along sections of the Bypass route
between Lavenders Road and the railway line
(CAT 1992) and along Birling Road (SMR TQ 65
NE 80 and 90). The area of the streams, close to
Pump Close and the A20, in the area of Leybourne
Mill (SMRTQ 65 NE 67) contains the remains of a
post-medieval water management system of leats,
embankments, and other features (SMR TQ 65
NE 54 and 68), the origins of which may be
significantly earlier.

A programme of trial trench evaluation was
undertaken along the full length of the Bypass route
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(CAT 2005; Thorne and Worrall 2005), comprising
280 evaluation trenches. The route was divided into
12 Areas (A, B, B2, E, E2, F, G, H, 1, 12, ], and K)
based on modern land divisions and features (Fig.
1.1). Areas F and K initially included within the
evaluation, were subsequently withdrawn and no
excavations were undertaken in these areas.

These designated Areas were utilised, with minor
changes, for the excavation and have been used in this
report. Areas B and E each contained two discrete
excavation areas (B1-2, E1-2). Finds ascribed to
these areas are from the evaluation trenches, even
when they coincide with later excavation areas. Where
evaluation features are referred to in the text they are
described by Trench No./Feature or Layer No. ie, pit
with cremation-related deposit 35/004 and fill
35/005. In a few instances features identified in the
evaluation were subsequently re-examined during the
excavations; where this occurs both numbers are
noted (ie, 214/004 (ditch 220)).

The evaluation (and earlier CAT fieldwork in Area
C) resulted in seven areas of significant archaeological
potential being highlighted for further work
(excavation Areas A, B1, B2, C, El, E2, and ]) (Fig.
1.1) which contained features of Late Bronze
Age/Early Iron Age, Late Iron Age, Saxon, medieval,
and post-medieval date. Additionally a little evidence,
largely worked flint, for Mesolithic to Early Bronze
Age activity was recovered.

Results
Evaluation

The distribution of datable and diagnostic finds from
the topsoil and subsoil of the evaluation trenches
supported the general distribution of the features that
were subsequently revealed during the excavations
(Table 1.1). However, a small assemblage of later
prehistoric pottery was recovered from the
topsoil/subsoil of Trenches 57-8, 60-1, 64 (Area B),
on the higher ground between excavation Areas Bl
and B2. Only residual prehistoric pottery was
recovered, no contemporaneous features were
identified in Area B1. An undated pit with cremation-
related deposits (35/004) was recorded from Area B,
to the north-west of Area B1 (Fig. 1.1).

Excavation

Seven excavation areas were undertaken, based upon
the results of the evaluation:

. Area A - South-west of the M20/A228
junction: possible Late Bronze Age and Late
Iron Age field systems and settlement.

Plate 1.1 West Malling Bypass: Pit 1004 with
pot 1451 in situ

. Areas Bl and B2 — East of Birling Road: gully,
ditches and pits/post-holes dating from the
Late Iron Age and Anglo-Saxon—medieval
periods.

. Area C — Adjacent to Pump Close: possible
Romano-British road/crossing-point.

. Areas E1 and E2 - South-west of the
A228/A20 crossroad: ditches, pits, and post-
holes and possible structure, dating from Late
Iron Age and Anglo-Saxon—medieval periods.

. Area ] — South-west of the Lavenders Road
Bridge: undated ditches/possible enclosure,
thought to be associated with Neolithic
worked flint

Mesolithic—Early Bronze Age

Worked flint provides evidence for Mesolithic and
Neolithic activity. This material was mostly
redeposited in later features or came from the topsoil
and subsoil. Unstratified, undiagnostic, and
undatable worked flint, mostly debitage, came from
most areas (A, B, Bl, B2, C, E, E2, ]J). Diagnostic
residual Early Neolithic worked flint was recorded
from the topsoil/subsoil horizons in low quantities in
Areas E, I, and ] in the southern extent of the route.
The greater part of the flint assemblage came derived
from the base of the subsoil and from Late Iron
Age features in Area A. Later Neolithic distinctive
forms include transverse arrowheads. Some Early
Bronze Age worked flint was also recovered (see
Leivers below).

Area B2

In the very north-west corner of Area B2 an irregular,
oval pit (1004), contained a near-complete Pot
Beaker (Obj. No. 1451) (Figs 1.1-2; PL. 1.1). The



Table 1.1 Summary of areas by period and finds type

Area Geology Prehistoric ~ Meso/Neo LBA/EIA M-LIA/RB  Saxon Medieval Post-medieval
A (Eval)  Sands 0o 0 o oml o
A (Exc) Sands 0o [ @ com Al
B Sands [ o o o ocmll
B1 Sands [ o o ocom@
B2 Sands [ o o 1
C Alluvium and 0 5 5 o o LEAT
Gravels
E Clayey sand/
Kentish rag ‘maA 0 ° oo I ° ° I
El Sands with o om0 I
Kentish rag
E2 Clayéy sand with 0 5 om A om0
Kentish rag
G Sands [0 o
H Sands
I Sands [ [ o o o
] Sands [ on o of
Note: Only a single post-medieval feature of note was recorded (Area C). Other post-medieval features and residual
finds have not been included in the table.
[ ] Finds only O Worked flint o Pottery o0 Metalwork
[[] Datable features Animal bone A Fired clay I Ceramic building material
Table 1.2 Radiocarbon determinations
Fc:;;re Feature Context Material Lab. no. 5(:13 %o result BP Date cal BC 95%
Pit 1004 1008 Charred Corylus KIA-37133  -21.82 3821+29 2450-2140
avellana frag.
Pit 1004 1006B as above KIA-37133 -23.44 3788+32 2340-2060
Pit 2540 2549 S3408 emmet/spelt (Triticum NZA-27235 213 2237430 390-200
dicoccum/spelta)
Pit 2620 2632 S3430 as above NZA-27236 -23.7 2095+30 20040
P1 ditch Gpl36 227 S421 as above NZA-27233 -23.1 209330 200-40
P2 ditch Gp 169 142 S409 as above NZA-27234 -23.0 2144+30 360-50

Note the dates are rounded to 10 years, OxCal 4.0 (after Bronk Ramsey 2007 and Reimer ez al. 2004)
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Figure 1.2 Area B2 plan of pit 1004 and pot 1451




vessel lay on its side and was filled with a silty sandy
material (1005/6), charcoal, (mainly oak but
including a piece of hazel), fragments of hazelnut
shell, and burnt sandstone. Two radiocarbon dates,
both on charred hazelnut shell, were obtained. One
sample (KIA-37133 3820%+30 BP) came from the
layer (1008) beneath the vessel and the other (KIA-
37134 3790£30 BP) from the fill (1006b)
immediately above. Both dates have returned
consistent results and, when calibrated, indicate a
date in the range of 2450-2060 cal BC. This date
indicates that the vessel belongs to an early phase of
Beaker use and at a time when Beaker cultural values
were becoming more widespread across Britain
(Needham 2005, 209). The date confirms this vessel
(mid-carinated, all-over incised/grooved) as one of the
earliest Beaker finds from Kent. It also confirms the
idea that so called ‘pot beakers’ were in use at a very
early stage.

Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age

Limited evidence for Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age
activity was recovered from the excavations. Features
recorded in Areas A, B, and E consisted of pits and
ditches. Later prehistoric worked flint and post-
Deverel-Rimbury pottery were recovered as residual
finds or from the topsoil/subsoil of several other areas
(B, B1, B2, C, E, E2, I, ]). Significant residual finds
also include two pieces of copper alloy: an ingot (Obj.
No. 3322) from the subsoil of Area E2 and a leaf-
shaped socketed spearhead (Obj. No. 162, Fig. 1.16,
1) from the subsoil of Area J. Both are thought to be
Late Bronze Age in date but whether casual losses or
originally components of ‘placed deposits’ or hoards
is not possible to ascertain.

Only two features of Late Bronze Age/Early Iron
Age date were found in and around Area A. Pit 132
lay south of the entrance to Late Iron Age/Romano-
British enclosure ditches 169/220 (Fig. 1.3). It was a
large, sub-oval steep-sided pit measuring 2.23 by
1.67 m. It had a flat base and was 0.42 m deep. A little
worked flint, burnt flint and pottery was recovered
from its fills. A possible pit (225/004), was recorded in
Trench 225, immediately south-east of Area A. It was
0.41 m diameter and 0.09 m deep. A small quantity of
abraded pottery and a few charcoal fragments were
recovered from its fill. Late Bronze Age pottery was
also recovered from the topsoil/subsoil of two other
nearby trenches (224, 228).

An undated pit (35/004) was identified In Area B
(Fig. 1.1). It was steep-sided, measured 0.39 m in
diameter and was 0.33 m deep. It was filled with a
single charcoal-rich layer (35/005) from which a small
quantity of cremated remains, identified as an adult,
possibly female, were recovered. The remains

represent a deposit of pyre debris rather than a formal
cremation burial (see McKinley below). It is possible
that other cremation-related deposits were present in
the vicinity but no further fieldwork was undertaken
in this area. Although undated, this feature is likely to
be prehistoric.

Ditch 266/004 was in the south of Area E. It was
aligned north-east to south-west and was 1.40 m wide
and 0.26 m deep. It had a U-shaped profile and
its single fill (266/005) contained worked flint,
animal bone, fired clay, and shell, suggesting a
prehistoric date.

These results are indicative of low density Late
Bronze Age/Early Iron Age activity along the Bypass
route but particularly in Areas A, B, and E. These
areas subsequently became foci for later Late Iron
Age and medieval activity.

Late Iron Age/ Romano-British

Material of this date was recovered from
topsoil/subsoil from all areas except Areas G and H
(Table 1.1). Archaeological features were only
recorded in Areas A, B2, E2, and ], of which the most
significant remains are from Areas A and E2. In Areas
B2, 1, and ] single features of this date were recorded.

Area A

Traces of a possible Late Iron Age/early Romano-
British settlement were identified during the
evaluation of Area A. At least four phases (1-4) of
ditched enclosures were identified (Fig. 1.3).
However, a small component of the pottery
assemblage suggests a 2nd century BC, Middle Iron
Age, date for the beginning of the sequence, perhaps
during phases 1-2.

Phase 1

Two parallel east—west aligned ditches (136 and 137)
were assigned to this phase. The ditches were 45 m
long and 2.60-4.00 m apart. Both were cut by later
enclosure ditches (Fig. 1.3) but probably form an
early component to the enclosure system. They
appeared to be too close together to be a droveway,
but they may have been retained within the Phase 2
enclosure (ditches 169 and 220) to define distinct
zones of activity.

Ditches 136 and 137 were 0.60-1.20 m wide and
0.35-0.55 m deep with steep sides and concave bases.
They were filled with greyish-brown and
orange-brown silty sand. Dumps of charcoal-rich
material, fired clay, and large quantities of burnt
animal bone (especially within cut 264, fills 227,
262-3), were recovered from the fills. This domestic
rubbish is indicative of settlement in the vicinity.
Carbonised grain from a deposit in the upper part of
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ditch 136 (264) produced a radiocarbon date of
200-40 cal BC (NZA-27233; 2093+£30 BP) (Table
1.2, Fig. 1.11).

Phase 2

A large sub-rectangular enclosure (ditches 169 and
220), which extend beyond the southern extent of the
excavation area, was constructed during Phase 2. This
substantial ditched enclosure (c. 0.25 ha) was 44-51
m wide (widening to the north side) and at least 51 m
long. A single entrance, 4.5 m wide, was recorded
towards the eastern end of the north side. The only
possible contemporaneous internal feature was a
short length of undated gully (158/160) in the north-
west corner.

The ditches were of slightly different proportions,
with the deeper ditch (169) forming the western side
of the enclosure (Fig. 1.3).This was 2.40 m wide and
0.98 m deep with a U-shaped profile. Ditch 220 was
less substantial, measuring 1.20-2.00 m wide and was
up to 0.90 m deep. Both ditches became shallower to
the north to 0.30-0.40 m depth. They contained 2-3
fills of greyish-brown and yellowish-brown clayey
sand and sandy silt.

A concentration of large sherds and near-complete
vessels, together with significant amounts of burnt
sandstone, were recorded at the southern ends of both
ditches (4, 10; Fig. 1.3). This differs from the pattern
of finds distribution in the Phase 3 enclosure ditch
and suggests that the focus of the Phase 1 settlement
activity may have been immediately to the south of
the excavation area. Finds from the ditches included
Late Iron Age pottery, animal bone, residual early and
later prehistoric worked flint, burnt flint, and
briquetage. A total of 408 g of slag was recovered from
the south of this ditch suggesting metalworking in the
vicinity. A bone spindlewhorl was recovered from
ditch 220 (214/004).

Sherds of a whiteware flagon as well as a possible
Roman tile fragment from the southern end of ditch
169 indicate that the enclosure was still in use as late
as the third quarter of the 1st century AD. Carbonised
grain from the east terminal (141) of ditch 169
produced a radiocarbon date of 360-50 cal BC
(NZA-27234; 2144%30 BP) (Table 1.2, Fig. 1.11).

Phase 3
A new enclosure ditch (235) was dug during this
phase of activity. It was at least 37 m long and 57 m
wide, providing a minimum enclosed area of 0.20 ha.
This later enclosure was on the same alignment as the
earlier Phase 2 enclosure, although it extended
further east than Phase 2 ditch 220. It had no
discernible entrance within the excavated area.
Ditch 235 was less substantial than those
associated with the Phase 2 enclosure, being on
average 1.18 m wide and 0.80 m deep with a U-

shaped profile (Fig. 1.3). It was filled with light to
mid-orange/brown silty sand.

A relatively large concentration of pottery
(comprising large sherds and near-complete vessels)
and burnt sandstone, fired clay fragments, and dumps
of charcoal were found along the length of the ditch
(eg, 146, 240). These deposits are likely to represent
deliberate dumping of domestic refuse close to a
settlement, as indicated by the condition and size of
the potsherds recovered. Other finds include residual
worked flint, burnt flint, and animal bone. The
pottery is predominantly Late Iron Age in date but
also includes sherds of a whiteware butt-beaker from
the latest fill of ditch segment 224, which may date as
late as the third quarter of the 1st century AD.

A small number of small, shallow pits (84, 110,
106, 118, and 203) and post-holes (33, 167) were
recorded inside the Phase 3 enclosure. Unfortunately
nearly all were undated, except 106 and 203 which
contained small quantities of Late Iron Age pottery.
These cannot be firmly associated with the Phase 3
enclosure but at least one pit (118) post-dates Phase
2 ditch 220.

A four-post structure (278) was located just inside
the eastern Phase 2 enclosure ditch (220) (Fig. 1.3).
The structure was c. 2.60 m square, with sub-
rounded steep-sided post-pits (19, 31, 35, and
214/008). The post-pits were 0.85-1.20 m in
diameter and 0.16-0.60 m deep, and were filled with
mid-greyish—brown silty or clayey sand. Fragments of
burnt sandstone were used as packing stones. Post-
built structures are traditionally interpreted as above-
ground granaries (Cunliffe and Poole 1991) although
other functions have been proposed (Ellison and
Drewett 1971).

Phase 4

This phase is represented by two ditches (202, 274)
which have no stratigraphic relationship with each
other, but are stratigraphically the latest features
within Area A.

Ditch 202 was a north-east to south-west aligned
ditch, at least 61.20 m long, 1.00 m wide and up to
0.39 m in depth with moderate, concave sides and a
shallow, concave base (Fig. 1.3). The ditch cut all
earlier ditches (136, 137, 169, 235) and continued
beyond the northern and southern limits of the
excavated area. It was filled with reddish-brown and
greyish-brown silty sands. Residual worked flint,
burnt sandstone fragments, and a little Late Iron Age
pottery were recovered from these fills.

Ditch 274, aligned east-west, cut the north-
eastern corner of the Phase 3 enclosure (235;
Fig. 1.3). This ditch was 14.50 m long, 1.86 m wide
and 0.50 m deep. It was filled with light brown sandy
silt, a little Late Iron Age pottery was recovered from
this fill.
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Area E2

A small but significant number of Middle-Late Iron
Age/early Romano-British features were recorded
during the evaluation of this area, although no datable
material was recovered from the topsoil or subsoil.
Upon excavation the remains of a small farmstead
complex within a D-shaped enclosure were found
(Fig. 1.4).

A large sub-divided and incomplete, possible
D-shaped enclosure of Late Iron Age/early Romano-
British date lay at the eastern edge of the excavated
area (2637) (Fig. 1.4). It extended eastwards out of
the excavation area, with a significant portion lying
below the present A228. The enclosure (ditch 2637)
measured at least 30 m by 45 m (0.16 ha) in extent,
within it there were a number of pits and post-holes.
A terminal (2684) in the northern end of the ditch
suggests at least one entrance to the enclosure at this
point. The ditch was 0.70-1.20 m wide and 0.25-0.69
m deep (Fig. 1.4). A relatively small assemblage of
predominantly Late Iron Age, but also including
residual Late Bronze Age, pottery was recovered. An
iron ring (Obj. No. 3309) from terminal 2684 may be
part of a bridle (see Jones, below).

The main enclosure was defined by two separate
lengths of enclosure ditch (2652, 2637) with a slight
indication at the south-west end of ditch 2652 that
ditch 2637 could be later. Ditch 2652 was more
substantial than 2637, being 1.00—1.20 m deep and c.
0.90 m wide with concave sides (Fig. 1.4). Fills were
derived from erosion of the clayey sand ditch sides as
well as dumps of material including a relatively large
assemblage (218/2721 g) of Middle-Late Iron Age
pottery, residual Late Bronze Age pottery, animal
bone, loomweight fragments (Obj. Nos 3303, 3304,
Fig. 1.17, 2) and quantities of fragments of Kentish
ragstone. An iron nail and a possible iron binding
from a copper alloy vessel or shield were recorded
from ditch 2652 (context 2504).

A shallow section of curvilinear ditch (2625) was
recorded to the south-west of the D-shaped enclosure
which appears to respect the line of the enclosure
ditch and may be associated with it. It was 20 m long,
0.75 m wide and 0.20 m deep. It contained a small
quantity (22/87 g) of Late Iron Age pottery. Ditch
(2602) to the south-west of the D-shaped enclosure
may also be associated. It was at least 30 m long and
extended beyond the southern edge of the excavation
area. It was 0.52 m wide and 0.10 m deep with a fill
single containing a small quantity (3, 22 g) of Late
Iron Age and a southern Gaulish samian platter
fragment of late Ist century AD date. An undated
fenceline (2688) lay to the south of ditch 2602.

A number of pits (2518, 2534, 2538, 2540, 2572,
2620, 2624, 2677-78, 2700; Fig. 1.5), and post-holes
(2505, 2508, 2587) lay within or immediately
adjacent to the D-shaped enclosure (2637). There

were several relatively large, sub-oval bathtub-shaped
pits (2518, 2534, 2538, 2540, 2620) and a large
nearly cylindrical one (2677). The bathtub-shaped
examples (Fig. 1.4) were typically 2.00-3.00 m long,
1.40-1.50 m wide, with vertical or near-vertical, sides
and flat bases. They were 0.40-0.90 m deep. Finds
include residual Late Bronze Age pottery, Late Iron
Age pottery, animal bone, dumps of charcoal, fired
clay loomweights (Fig. 1.17, 1), and metalwork,
including an iron hooked cutting tool (Obj. No. 3306)
from pit 2620 and iron blade (Obj. No. 3317) from
pit 2678 (Fig. 1.16, 2-3).

Carbonised grain from pits 2540 and 2620 was
radiocarbon dated (Table 1.2; Fig. 1.11). The sample
from pit 2540 produced a date of 390-200 cal BC
(NZA-27235; 2237130 BP). The sample from pit
2620 produced a date of 200 BC—40 cal BC
(NZA-27236; 209530 BP) which correlates well
with the pottery assemblage suggesting that this
feature is later than pits 2450, 2677, and 2678
(see Jones, below). The material from these pits
suggests a possible Middle/Late Iron Age date,
perhaps 2nd century BC, which may indicate an open
settlement on the site originally, later enclosed in the
1st century BC.

The remains of an undated neonatal burial (2589)
were recovered from a smaller pit (2572) also within
the D-shaped enclosure (Fig. 1.4). The sub-oval pit
measured 0.52 m by 0.41 m and was 0.44 m deep.
The burial was at the very base of the pit and was
covered with a large quantity of small (80—-120 mm),
Kentish ragstone fragments.

Areal

Only two features containing Late Iron Age pottery
were recorded in Area I. A possible pit (114/004),
1.09 m wide and 0.19 m deep was recorded which
contained a few sherds of possibly Late Iron Age
pottery. A north-south aligned ditch (119/004) was
1.46 m wide and 0.26 m deep. A small quantity of
Late Iron Age pottery and burnt stone was recovered.

Area]

A north-east to south-west aligned ditch (142/004)
was recorded during the evaluation. The ditch,
possibly a field boundary, contained a small finds
assemblage including possible Iron Age pottery,
unidentifiable fragments of copper alloy and a small
quantity of fuel ash slag.

Romano-British

There were no archaeological features of post-1st
century AD date from the Bypass route and the only
finds were residual pottery from topsoil or subsoil in
Areas B1, C, E, E1, and E2. Two Roman coins of late
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3rd/early 4th century and late 4th century date
respectively were recovered from the subsoil of Areas
A and E. A possible Roman tile was recorded from
enclosure ditch 169 (Area A). Overall, this reflects
the very low density of Romano-British material or
features in this particular part of the River
Medway valley.

Anglo-Saxon

Little evidence for Anglo-Saxon activity was
recovered. Only two Early to Middle Anglo-Saxon
(5th—7th centuries) features (2673, 2593) were
identified in Area E2 (Fig. 1.4). Residual pottery was
recovered from the topsoil and subsoil in Areas B, C,
and E.

Sunken-featured building (SFB) 2673 was
identified in the evaluation of Area E (Trench 252); it
was subsequently fully excavated. SFB 2673
measured 4.90 m by 3.06 m wide and was 0.30 m
deep. Large post-holes were positioned at the western
(2622) and eastern (2621) ends, 5.41 m apart (Fig.
1.6). The post-holes were sub-oval in shape,
measuring 0.28 m by 0.18 m and 0.41-0.75 m deep.
The hollow was filled with light to mid-
yellowish—brown sandy silt. A charcoal dump (2596)
was recorded in the north-west and south-west
quadrants. Finds included pottery, animal bone,
fired clay, burnt bone, and 11 badly corroded copper
alloy fragments (Obj. No. 3305) which are probably
from a single object but could otherwise not be
identified further.

To the north of the SFB, a post-hole (2593) within
the earlier Late Iron Age enclosure (2637) contained
a small quantity of Saxon pottery and animal bone
(Fig. 1.4). Two undated post-holes close to 2593
(2508 and 2587) may be of a similar date.

Medieval

Residual medieval pottery, along with small quantities
of medieval roof tile, was recorded in Areas A, C, E,
G, and H. Medieval features were recorded in Areas
B1, El, and J.

Area Bl

In Area B1 a large sub-rectangular feature (638) was
identified. The ploughed out remains of numerous
field boundaries and a few isolated post-holes
and a pit were also found. Dating evidence was
generally fairly sparse although a 12th century coin
came from ditch 672 and 13th century pottery from
pit 554.

11

Plate 1.2 Bakery structure 638, from NE (2 m scale)

Bakery(?) structure (638)

Structure 638, large sub-rectangular feature (Figs
1.7-8) was recorded in the north-west corner of Area
Bl (Pls 1.2-3). This structure consisted of a sub-
rectangular pit or hollow, measuring 4.06 m by 3.24
m and 0.34 m deep. It was aligned north-east to
south-west, on the western side it had been partially
terraced into the natural geology. A possible entrance
was noted in the north-eastern quadrant.

Inside structure 638 were two ovens (679 and
686) and a small hearth (699). Oven 679 was a small
teardrop-shaped feature in the south-east quadrant of
the structure. It was 1.24 m long and 0.92 m wide. A
poorly-preserved foundation (698) of Kentish
ragstones (c. 80—-150 mm) was in situ against the east
side of the oven. A charcoal-rich deposit (697) was
recovered from the oven, analysis of which showed
that oak was the main fuel used (see Barnett, below).
The oven seems to have been sealed deliberately with
a layer of sterile silty clay (676).

A small hearth-like feature (699) was located
against the east side of structure 638 immediately
north of oven 679. Hearth 699 was a small sub-
circular area of burnt natural, c¢. 0.40 m diameter.

Plate 1.3 Bakery structure 638, oven 638, from SW
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Oven 686 lay in the south-western part of
structure 638. The foundation of the oven consisted
of fragments of Kentish ragstone (680) with an
infilling of fine gravel (687) that had burnt during the
oven’s use. This foundation was capped by a 0.10 m
thick baked clay lining (688). A series of rakings of
charcoal-rich deposits (including 678), interspersed
with sand lenses lay above this base. The material
spread to the north-east quadrant of the structure
suggesting the mouth of the oven lay to the north-
east. Analysis of the charcoal shows that oak and
beech were the most commonly used fuel although
hazel, hawthorn, maple, and elm were also found.

An assemblage of early 13th century pottery,
including a near-complete pottery vessel (Obj. No.
952), which seems to have been smashed in situ in the
final fill, was recovered from the structure. Other finds
from the structure included residual worked and
burnt flint, oyster shell, and a small number of
unidentifiable iron lumps (Obj. Nos 953, 954).

The lack of smithing or smelting waste material or
intense heating associated with metalworking or other
craft activity such as pottery production would
suggest a bakery. The recovery of rich environmental
remains consisting grains and many rachis
fragments of free-threshing wheat (Triticum

aestivum), a little barley (Hordeum sp.) and possible
rye (Secale cereale), and two seeds of broad bean
(Vicia faba) were also recovered along with many
weed seeds (see Stevens, below). Nearly identical
structures of 11th-13th century date have been
recorded at Manston (Perkins et al. 1998),
Fulston Manor (see Chapter 3), and Star Lane (see
Chapter 2).

Field system

Ten truncated boundary ditches were recorded (549,
565, 571, 603, 624, 631, 657, 658, 672, and 685),
forming a rectilinear field system, orientated north-
west to south-east and north-east to south-west which
clearly continued beyond the extent of the excavation
area (Fig. 1.7).

Many of the ditches were discontinuous, 15-20 m
in length, although some shorter lengths were also
recorded. Most were 0.25-0.8 m wide with shallow
concave profiles, often only 0.10-0.25 m in depth.
They were filled with light to mid-orange—brown
sand. A relatively small finds assemblage was
recovered, predominantly from the ditches, including
residual Neolithic and Bronze Age worked flint, burnt
flint, very fragmentary animal bone, oyster shell, clay
pipe, and iron nails. A notable find was two quarter
fragments of a cut silver penny of Stephen (Obj. No.
951), dated AD 1145-1150, from ditch 672.

The largest element of the field system was a large
axial ditch (571) which was at least 20.50 m long,
1.70 m wide and 1.10 m deep. The fills were light
yellowish—brown or reddish—brown sands. A small
quantity of abraded residual Late Bronze Age pottery
was recovered.

Other features

A number of other features were recorded in this area
including five post-holes (544, 546, 566, 595, 612)
and a small pit (554). The post-holes were steep-
sided, 0.30 m diameter and 0.12-0.25 m deep.
Post-hole 546 contained fragments of Kentish
ragstone as packing stones. The single fills of these
features were characterised by an homogeneous, red-
tinged greyish—brown silty sand.

Pit 554 was filled with identical material to the
post-holes and contained early medieval (13th
century) pottery. The few datable features fit with
the general date of the rectilinear boundary system
and the bakery structure (638) all suggesting
early medieval activity, with possible settlement in
the vicinity.

Area El

The recovery of residual medieval pottery in Areas C
and the north of Area G, as well during the
evaluation, indicates a low level of medieval activity in
Area E. Excavation revealed two field boundary
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ditches (2031, 2036) with an associated post-hole
alignment (2037), along with a large pit (2024; Fig.
1.9). All contained 13th century pottery. A relatively
large assemblage of residual 13th century pottery and
peg tile fragments was also recovered during
machining from the subsoil, notably within the north-
west of the excavation area.

Ditches
Ditch 2036 was aligned north-west to south-east in
the southern part of the area which contained early
13th century pottery. This ditch is likely to be a
precursor to the present field boundary hedgerow that
runs along the southern extent of the paddock
containing Area El. The ditch was at least 28 m in
length, 1.10 m wide and 0.26 m deep with a moderate
concave profile. A section of fenceline (7037), at least
8.00 m in length was recorded parallel and to the
immediate south (0.4-0.8m) of ditch 2036. It
comprised sub-square post-holes (2008, 2010, 2012,
2014), generally 0.30 m square, 0.10-0.24 m deep,
and 2.50-3.20 m apart filled with single fills
characterised by dark greyish-brown silty clay with
some sand mottling in places. A single sherd of
medieval pottery was recovered from post-hole 2014.
The north-west end of ditch 2036 intersected
perpendicularly with a second, larger ditch (2031),

although no clear stratigraphic relationship was
discernible between them. Ditch 2031 was at last 35
m long and aligned north-east to south-west, it
partially followed the contours along the upper
terrace. The ditch was 1.40-1.60 m wide and
0.30-0.40 m deep with a moderate to steep, concave
profile. It had a reddish—brown clayey silt primary fill
and a mid-greyish—brown clayey silt upper fill, which
contained common angular Kentish ragstone
boulders (10-400 mm in size). A relatively large
assemblage (76/881 g) of 13th century pottery was
recovered from the ditch as well as a small quantity of
animal bone and oyster shell. Most of the pottery
(69/798 g) comprised part of a north-west Kent ware
jar (Obj. No. 2401), from the upper fill (2003) of the
ditch (Fig. 1.15, 1).

Although the stratigraphic relationship between
the two ditches could not be proven; they contained
similar fills and similar dated material, and were
perpendicular to each other. No indications from the
ditch sections suggest associated banks. The
alignment of these ditches with reference to natural
geological terraces and present fencelines suggests
that these represent a small part of a rectilinear
pattern of 13th century land divisions following
the prevailing topography. The size and general
condition of the pottery assemblage recovered from
the ditches suggest that contemporaneous settlement
was located nearby.

Pir 2024

This large pit was immediately north of ditch 2031. It
was relatively shallow, oval, measuring 2.60 m by 2.22
m, and was 0.21 m deep. It contained a single
mid—-dark orange/brown silty loam fill (2025), from
which an iron nail, medieval tile fragments, and a
single sherd of 13th century pottery were recovered.

Area]

Little was recorded in this area during the evaluation
and the subsequent excavation and watching brief
though a small quantity of residual medieval pottery
was recovered from the topsoil/subsoil horizons in the
immediate vicinity of the later recorded ditch and c.
200 m to the south-west.

Only one archaeological feature was observed,
ditch 3615 (Fig. 1.1). It was orientated north-east to
south-west and extended beyond the northern and
southern limits of the excavation area. The ditch was
52 m long, 1.00-1.20 m in width and up to 0.27 m
deep with a concave base. It contained a single fill, a
mid-reddish—brown silty sand with rare gravel and
small fragments of Kentish ragstone. A small quantity
of medieval material was recovered, including
medieval pottery dating to the late 12th—13th century
and medieval peg tile fragments.



Post-medieval

Only one post-medieval feature of note was recorded.
This comprised a mill leat in Area C, initially noted
on historical maps (CAT 1992) and recorded during
the watching brief. Initial topsoil stripping of this area
revealed faint traces of a possible mill leat,
immediately to the north-west of the stream and so a
small number of machine-excavated trenches
(1A-5A) were opened to record it.

At least two phases of the mill leat were evident in
Trenches 4A and 5A (Fig. 1.10), which was recorded
over at least 68 m on a north-east to south-west
alignment as shown on the early map. The earlier
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channel (4010) was characterised by a 5.30 m wide
and 0.50 m deep shallow concave cut and base. The
fills (4005-4008) were fine greyish-brown natural
alluvial clayey silts, sands, and gravels indicating a low
energy environment. The small number of finds
include Romano-British pottery, clay pipe, and post-
medieval iron nails and pottery.

The later channel (4004/4015) was characterised
by a 3.90 m wide and 0.50 m deep, shallow concave
cut and base (Fig. 1.10). This cut into the natural
geology (4002) as well as the fills of the earlier leat.
This later channel was filled predominantly with
alluvial clayey silts (4003, 4012-4014) which were
devoid of finds.
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Calibrated Date (cal BC/AD)

Figure 1.11 Plot of radiocarbon determinations

Although the leat channel is not closely datable its
location corresponds exactly that clearly shown on a
mid-19th century map. The channel runs along a
contour to the east of Leybourne Wood into the ‘Mill
Race’, which is marked to the immediate south of the
known post-medieval mill on early maps. Remnants
of this later mill structure are extant in a house on
Pump Close (CAT 2005). The existence of a mill at
Leybourne is documented in Domesday, which might
suggest a mill at Leybourne in the Anglo-Saxon
period, however, these references cannot be
correlated confidently with the known location of a
post-medieval mill. The present remains probably
date from the mid-16th century onwards, though the
first historical mention of a mill at this location is
from 1686 (CAT 2005).

Finds and Environmental Remains

Worked Flint
by Matt Leivers

A total of 578 pieces of worked flint was recovered
from the excavations, 497 of which came from Area A
(Table 1.3). None of the flint was securely stratified
and is therefore summarised below; further details of
the assemblage may be found in the site archive.

Table 1.3 Composition of the flint
assemblage from Area A

Flint Types No. % of
assemblage
Retouched tools:
Microliths 1 0.20
Scrapers 12 2.41
Tranchet Adze 1 0.20
Projectile points 1 0.20
Misc. retouched pieces 6 1.21
Retouched tools sub-total 21 4.22
Debitage:
Flakes (incl. broken) 380 76.47
Blades (incl. broken) 35 7.04
Bladelets (incl. broken) 2 0.40
Utilised flakes, blades, bladelets (73) (14.69)
Core preparation/rejuvenation pieces 14 2.82
Cores/core fragments 36 7.24
Debitage 9 1.81

Total 497 100.0

Raw material

Small, poor quality cobbles and pebbles from the
local gravels, a much better quality dark grey/black
flint which may originate in the chalk either of the
north Kentish Downs or further afield, and a small
amount of Bullhead flint, probably from the local
beds was utilised. Most of the material is in good
condition, suggesting that it came from the immediate
locality and was not exposed to long periods of
surface reworking. Some patination was noted.

Burnt unworked flint

A relatively small quantity of burnt, unworked flint
was recovered, from six areas. Only one context
(Area A, ditch 169) produced more than 500 g.
This material is probably derived from Late Iron
Age activity.

Area A

Most of the assemblage is not diagnostic
chronologically, and could date to any period. There
are, however, a number of pieces which are more
distinct. A large tranchet adze (subsoil) and a
geometric microlith of Late Mesolithic date (Clark’s
(1934) type B4; Palmer’s (1977) lanceolate B2;
Jacobi’s (1978, 5b)) came from ditch 141 (Group
169). Similar Mesolithic material has been recovered
in the vicinity. Tranchet adzes from Snodland and
New Hythe, a pick from Barming, and microliths and
other flakes and blades from East Malling, suggesting
general utilisation of the Medway floodplain margins.

A number of blades, bladelets, flakes, and
associated cores struck primarily with soft hammers
are likely to date to the later Mesolithic or earlier
Neolithic. A blade fragment and scraper of
comparable date were recovered during initial work
on the route (CAT 1992).

Identifiable Neolithic and Bronze Age tools
include end and end-and-side(s) scrapers, mostly of
Riley’s types 3-6 (1990, 225-7). A Late Neolithic
transverse arrowhead (Green 1984) came from the
subsoil and a second unfinished example was found in
ditch 273 (Group 235). Numerous cores date to this
period, including several discoidal examples, most of



which are worked-out multi-platform cores. Several
occur in a dark grey-black flint of significantly better
quality than the bulk of the assemblage and which
may have been quarried from the Kentish chalk (or
obtained from further afield). Material of this period
has been found in the general vicinity. Leaf-shaped
arrowheads, polished flint axes, and other tools and
flakes were found at East Malling, Ham Hill, and
Barming. The Medway was a focus for Neolithic
activity and contains a well-known group of
chambered tombs (Ashbee 1999; 2000).

A number of unsystematically worked cores and
rudimentary flakes with characteristics of hard-
hammer percussion are likely to be Middle Bronze
Age, if not later. These tended to be made on poor
quality flint with many flaws and incipient thermal
fractures and flaking errors. There is also some limited
evidence for the re-use of older materials, including
an end scraper with a very low-angle retouch from
evaluation Trench 293 (to the immediate north-west
of the Area A excavation).

Other areas

A total of 81 pieces of worked flint, almost all residual
in later contexts, was recovered from the other areas
investigated. A small patinated group of flakes and
blade-like flakes, an end scraper and a pyramidal core
of probable earlier Neolithic date were recovered from
the interface of the subsoil and natural geology in
Area J. A roughed-out but unfinished fine leaf-shaped
arrowhead (probably Green’s type 3c or 4c) was
recovered from an unstratified context on Area J. The
only other formal tools included a variety of scrapers
and a scraper knife; the from these areas were a side
scraper from Area G (perhaps Bronze Age), end
scrapers from Area E (one probably later Neolithic,
the other crude and not closely datable), and end-
and-side scrapers from Area I (one Early Neolithic;
one a scraper knife, not closely dated).

Discussion

The density of the material suggests low-level human
activity of Late Mesolithic and Neolithic date,
especially in Area A and to the south of the route. The
relatively low density and size of the assemblage for
each location is difficult to characterise further and
probably represents the residue of small hunter-
gatherer communities exploiting a range of resources.

Pot Beaker
by Alistair Barclay

A fragmentary Pot Beaker (potbeker), weighing 1987
g was found lying on its side in a shallow pit (Pit 1004,
context 1008, ON 1451 and small number of
sherds from 1005-6, 1009; Fig. 1.2). It could have
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been buried in a complete or semi-complete state
(P1. 1.1); although it had suffered some post-
depositional disturbance.

Form and decoration

The relatively tall (440 mm) vessel has the slender
S-shaped profile found in some Wessex/Middle Rhine
(W/MR) Beakers (Clarke 1970; Needham’s (2005,
188 and fig. 6) tall mid-carinated (TMC) group);
although the sinuous shape can be described as
bipartite with the rounded shoulder set relatively high
and just above the mid-point. The rim diameter is
slightly wider than the shoulder and both are more
than twice the width of the base, which is surprisingly
narrow. The rim is thickened so that it has a slight
collar, a feature that is found on W/MR and other
styles of vessel (Clarke 1970, 37 and fig. vi). The base
is almost flat but has a notable boss on the interior, a
recognised feature of some vessels (ibid., 30 and
fig. v) and has a slight ‘foot’. The base is decorated
with finger-tip impressed rustication, while the rest of
the vessel is decorated all-over with evenly spaced
grooved lines (V-shaped and rounded profiles),
although in places the application is haphazard. The
grooves appear to have been made with a point or
with a rounded object. It is possible that some of the
V-shaped grooves were made by dragging a finger-nail
tip across the surface of the pot. Slight finger print
marks on the collar could be from manufacture rather
than a deliberate attempt at decoration.

This type of grooved decoration is widespread
with a notable concentration in the south and south-
east of England. Other grooved vessels from Kent
have been found at Beechbrook Wood (Barclay et al.
2006) and Springhead (L. Mepham pers. comm.).
There is evidence that the vessel was in a worn state
when buried with slight damage to the surfaces, base
and rim.

Fabric

PGSF1/LNEBA: Hard fabric with a soapy texture,
tempered with sparse clay pellets (P; <4 mm) and
sub-angular grog (G; <8 mm - some reddish—-brown clasts
are likely to be naturally occurring iron-rich clay), possibly
shell (S; rare lenticular voids) and very rare angular white
flint (F; < 5 mm). The outer and inner surfaces, which
had originally been smoothed, are oxidised to a patchy
pale reddish-brown or darker greyish-brown. The core is
dark grey.

Discussion

The vessel can be placed within the overall
incised/grooved group of Beakers, within which a
distinction can be made between the groove-
decorated vessels and those that are decorated with
many finer-incised lines and between those vessels
where the decoration is arranged so as to spiral up the
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wall of the pot as opposed to parallel horizontal rows
(as at West Malling).

The vessel is without close parallel and is different
in style to classic potbekers from the Netherlands and
elsewhere (Case 1993; Gibson 1980; A. Gibson pers.
comm.; H. Fokkens pers. comm.). Therefore, it is best
considered as a British style Pot Beaker or oversized
vessel. A vessel type that is frequently found on
domestic sites and/or from pit deposits and only rarely
found in graves (Gibson 1980; Clarke 1970).

Clarke illustrates a number of vessels with either
all-over or banded grooving (1970: Brantham Hall
Suffolk 107 (854), Hexham, Northumberland 321
(679), Stanton Harcourt and Eynsham, Oxfordshire.
509 (764) and 326 (741), Rudstone 62, Yorkshire 386
(1371), Upper Deal, Kent 391 (414), Boyton, Suffolk
420 (850), Staltham, Norfolk 424 (603), Broad
Down, Devon 880 (155)) and others are illustrated by
Gibson (1982). Of particular note is a vessel from
Uddelermeer, Gelderland, Netherlands (Clarke 1970,
325) which has both grooved decoration and finger-
tip impressions around the base.

The two radiocarbon dates (KIA-37133 and
37134) indicate that the pot was deposited at some
point during the interval 2450-2060 cal BC, which
suggests that it belongs within 100—200 years or just a
few generations of the uptake of Beaker culture values
(Needham 2005, 209 and fig. 13). The precise
currency of Pot Beakers and domestic assemblages is
still a matter of debate, although these results support
the suggestion that vessels recovered from funerary
and non-funerary contexts can be equally early.

The deposition of whole or near-complete Beakers
buried in pits is a fairly common practice (Barclay et
al. 2006) with several examples known from Kent (eg,
Ringlemere, Stuart Needham pers. comm., and
Beechbrook Wood (Barclay et al. 2006).

Later Prehistoric and Roman Pottery
by Grace Perpetua Jones

A combined total of 2415 sherds (32,239 g) of later
prehistoric and Roman pottery, predominantly of Late
Iron Age date, was recovered from evaluation and
excavation. Despite a relatively high average sherd
weight (MSW) across the assemblage (13.3 g), the
surface condition of the pottery is poor and this may
have masked evidence of surface treatment and use.

Chronology

Areas A, B, B1, and E2 produced small quantities of
material (66 sherds, 624 g) that have been identified
as Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age (fabrics VF1, FG1,
F3, F4). This material mostly occurs as body sherds,
however three rims are present and include a long-
necked form of uncertain profile (R28, FGIl;

Fig. 14.28), a high-shouldered jar (R49,VF1), and a
lid (R45, F4). For the most part these sherds were
residual in Late Iron Age features (such as enclosure
ditches 220 and 235 in Area A; ditch 2504 and pit
2538 in Area E2) or recovered from subsoil layers in
Area B (Trenches 44, 58, 61, 64) and B1l. Two
features contained exclusively Late Bronze Age/Early
Iron Age material: pit 132 (Area A) and ditch 531
(Area B1).

Romano-British pottery was encountered in
similar quantities (64 sherds, 535 g) across the route:
Area A (38 sherds, 254 g); B1 (6 sherds, 97 g); C (1
sherd, 6 g); E (1 sherd, 3 g); E1 (7 sherds, 47 g); E2
(1 sherd, 12 g) and J (7 sherds, 52 g). This material
mostly consisted of undiagnostic greyware and
oxidised sherds, however a whiteware butt-beaker
(R100, Cam. 113) and probable flagon were
identified from Area A, and a south Gaulish samian
platter (Dragendorff form 15/17) from Area E2. The
remainder of the assemblage is predominantly of Late
Iron Age date; however Middle Iron Age elements are
also present. The Iron Age material is broadly of 2nd
century BC to 1st century AD date, with a focus on
the 1st century BC.

Context of recovery

The route-wide assemblage was recorded from 169
contexts, of which 23 produced 30 sherds or more but
88 contexts contained five sherds or fewer. The largest
concentrations of material were from Area A and Area
E2 (Table 1.4). The vast majority of pottery from the
excavations came from ditches (60% by count), with
smaller quantities from other features, including 16%
from pits (Table 1.5).

Fabric

Fabric descriptions are given in Appendix 1.1. The
assemblage is dominated by grog-tempered fabrics,
representing 34% of the overall count and 37% of the
weight (Table 1.6). Glauconitic sandy fabrics are also
very common and account for 27% of the count and
35% of the weight. This glauconitic sand was also
used in combination with flint (6% by count and 2%
by weight) and grog (4% by count and 3% by weight).
Non-glauconitic sandy wares occur in lesser
quantities (10% by count and 8% by weight), and in
combination with grog in only eight sherds. Shell-
tempered fabrics make up 8% of the assemblage by
count (6% by weight), and flint-tempered wares only
5%. Minor fabrics comprise one Late Bronze Age
ware dominated by organic and flint inclusions (1%)
and one imported Roman fineware (<0.1%).

Grog temper was widely used for ‘Belgic’ forms in
Kent and much of south-east Britain (Pollard 1988,
31). Most of the West Malling grog-tempered
fabrics are equivalent to Canterbury Archaeological
Trust (CAT) fabric group B2, ‘Belgic coarse



grog-tempered’. Exceptions include G4 which relates
to CAT Bl ‘Belgic fine-grog-tempered’, and G6,
equivalent to CAT B3, ‘grog-tempered with sparse
flints’. Fabrics QG1-QG4 are equivalent to CAT
fabric B5. Pottery from the recent excavations along
the Channel Tunnel Rail Link (CTRL) shows that
grog-tempered fabrics were most common in the
Ashford area (Barclay et al. 2006).

The West Malling glauconitic fabrics are
equivalent to CAT fabric B9.1, while the glauconitic
sandy wares with flint are equivalent to CAT B9.2.
Glauconitic fabrics are characteristic of sites in the
Medway Valley where they were used for ‘Belgic’
forms, both handmade and wheelthrown (Thompson
1982, 12). Glauconitic fabrics have been found at
Quarry Wood, Loose, and Teston, Rochester (Pollard
1988, 31). Recent work on the Channel Tunnel Rail
Link (CTRL) has revealed that these distinctive
fabrics first occur during the Middle Iron Age. At
Eyhorne Street, Hollingbourne, glauconite-rich
fabrics have been recorded from a pit dated to
400-260 cal BC (NZA 22594; G.P. Jones 2006b). At
Beechbrook Wood, Hothfield, glauconite-rich fabric
Q5 was used for barrel-shaped jars, S-profiled bowls
and jars, proto-saucepan pots, and more developed
saucepan pot forms. These vessels were recovered
from an enclosure ditch, a radiocarbon date for the
recut of which provided a terminus post quem of
390-170 cal BC (NZA-20052; G.P. Jones 2006a). At
Hockers Lane, CAT fabrics B9.1 and B9.2 made up
44% of the Late Iron Age/early Roman assemblage by
count, with the grog-tempered wares accounting for a
further 22% (Lyne 2006a). At Snarkhurst Wood
glauconitic fabrics accounted for nearly all of the
earliest Late Iron Age phase at the site (Phase 1, dated
AD 10-30) and were used for bead-rimmed jars with
corrugated shoulders (Lyne 2006b). The evidence
from the CTRL sites supports Pollard’s interpretation
(1988, 31) that the distribution of glauconitic wares
centred on the Medway Valley, in particular the
Maidstone area (Barclay et al. 2006).

The underlying geology of West Malling consists of
the Folkestone Beds of the Lower Greensand, and this
is the local geology of many of the CTRL sites,
including Eyhorne Street and Beechbrook Wood. The
presence of glaunconitic fabrics on these sites is
therefore to be expected. However, petrological
analysis of samples of a ‘hard dark grey—black fabric
tempered with much fine hard grey sand’ (Fabric A)
from Little Waltham, identified as probably
glauconitic, appeared identical to material from
Birchington, Holwood, and Oldbury and is
comparable in the hand specimen to sherds from two
sites in Essex: Gun Hill and Mucking. The close
textural similarity of the Little Waltham fabric to the
Kentish material presents ‘a strong argument for
regarding it as emanating from a single source’
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(Peacock and Williams 1978, 58). The glauconitic
fabrics did not survive the Conquest (Thompson
1982, 12) and ‘appear to have been abandoned in the
early part of the 1st century AD at the latest’ (Pollard
1988, 33).

The non-glauconitic sandy wares often contain
rare to sparse amounts of red ferruginous inclusions.
A sand-tempering ‘ceramic zone’ has been identified
in the south-eastern part of Kent, focusing on the
Deal and Folkestone area (Pollard 1988, 31). Indeed,
in West Kent sandy wares were of little or no
importance during the pre-Conquest period (ibid.,
41). This trend has again been recognised along
the CTRL route (Barclay et al. 2006). The
clear dominance of glauconitic fabrics over non-
glauconitic sandy fabrics at West Malling also
supports this pattern.

Shell-tempered wares, which represent c. 7% of
the West Malling assemblage, are characteristic of the
later 1st century BC—late 1st century AD in north and
west Kent and south Essex (ibid., 31). This
distribution pattern is again borne out along the
CTRL route and shell-tempered wares occur in some
quantity at Thurnham but are not seen to the south of
this (Barclay et al. 2006).

The flint-tempered wares comprise a minor
component of the assemblage (5%). Of the 126
sherds identified, 13 are of Late Bronze Age date.
During the Late Iron Age, such fabrics tend to be a

Table 1.4. Quantification of later prehistoric
and Roman pottery by area

Area Count Weight (g) MSW (g)
A 1301 19,972 15.4
B 83 646 7.8
B1 27 183 6.8
B2 5 25 5.0
C 2 7 3.5
E 17 214 12.6
El 7 47 6.7
E2 914 10,624 11.6
1 42 390 9.3
] 17 131 7.7
Total 2415 32,239 13.3

Table 1.5 Quantification of later prehistoric and
Roman pottery by feature type

Feature type Count Weight (g)
Ditch 1445 21,478
Leat channel 1 6
Pit 394 4144
Posthole 1 3
Pit/posthole 2 14
?Kiln 159 2354
?Oven 1 2
SFB 2 4
Wall/plinth 12 52
Tree-throw hole 14 63
Natural features/subsoil/topsoil 45 510
Evaluation trenches (ASE) 339 3609
Total 2415 32,239
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Table 1.6:

Quantification of fabrics by count, weight and percentage

Fabric Count % of count Weight (g) % wt Phase
Flint-tempered
F1 85 3.5 1661 5.2 LIA
F2 8 0.3 61 0.2 LIA
F3 3 0.1 13 <0.1 LBA
F4 10 0.4 47 0.1 LBA
F5 4 0.2 27 0.1 LIA
F99 16 0.7 29 0.1 Undated
Sub-total 126 5.2 1838 5.7
Flint- and grog-tempered
FG1 26 1.1 135 0.4 Later prehistoric
GF99 2 0.1 2 <0.1 Undated
Sub-total 28 12 137 0.4
Grog-tempered
Gl1 586 24.3 8347 25.9 LIA
G2 101 4.2 1196 3.7 LIA
G3 3 0.1 28 0.1 LIA
G4 40 1.7 706 2.2 LIA
G5 20 0.8 653 2.0 LIA
G6 43 1.8 624 1.9 LIA
G7 9 0.4 125 0.4 LIA
G8 8 0.3 77 0.2 LIA
G99 3 0.1 2 <0.1 Undated
Sub-total 813 33.7 11,758 36.5
Sandy wares
Q1 18 0.7 276 0.9 LIA
Q5 19 0.8 260 0.8 LIA
Q6 13 0.5 58 0.2 LIA
Q7 25 1.0 168 0.5 LIA
Q8 136 5.6 1212 3.8 LIA
Q9 36 1.5 579 1.8 LIA
Q99 5 0.2 15 <0.1 Undated
Sub-total 252 10.4 2568 8.0
Glauconitic sandy wares
Q2 69 2.8 635 2.0 LIA
Q3 494 20.4 7330 22.7 LIA
Q4 93 3.9 3112 9.7 LIA
Q10 6 0.2 85 0.3 LIA
Sub-total 662 27.4 11,162 34.6
Sand and flint-tempered (glauconitic)
QF1 57 2.4 256 0.8 LIA
QF2 49 2.0 217 0.7 LIA
QF3 4 0.2 171 0.5 LIA
QF4 27 1.1 126 0.4 LIA
Sub-total 137 5.7 770 2.4
Sand and grog-tempered
QG1 8 0.3 43 0.1 LIA
QG2 (glauconitic) 1 <0.1 9 <0.1 LIA
QG3 (glauconitic) 70 2.9 797 2.5 LIA
QG4 (glauconitic) 31 1.3 160 0.5 LIA
Sub-total 110 4.6 1009 3.1
Shelly wares
S1 183 7.6 1802 5.6 LIA
S2 16 0.7 295 0.9 LIA
Sub-total 199 8.2 2097 6.5
Organic and flint-tempered
VF1 27 1.1 429 1.3 LBA
Sub-total 27 1.1 429 1.3
Imported wares
E301 (South Gaulish samian) 1 <0.1 12 <0.1 RB
Sub-total 1 <0.1 12 <0.1
Roman sandy wares
Q100 (greyware) 14 0.6 159 0.5 RB
Q101 (oxidised ware) 7 0.3 43 0.1 RB
Q102 (whiteware) 38 1.6 254 0.8 RB
Q103 (unsourced colour-coat) 1 <0.1 3 <0.1 RB
Sub-total 60 2.5 459 1.4
Totals 2415 32,239




feature of the Medway Valley and eastern Kent where
they have been found in association with, and even
used for, the manufacture of ‘Belgic’ and Gallo-Belgic
forms (Thompson 1982, 12; Pollard 1988, 32). Kiln
and waster evidence from the Upchurch Marshes
indicate production of flint-tempered bead-rim and
S-profile jar forms during the pre-Flavian period, for
local distribution to a maximum distance of ¢. 15 km
(Pollard 1988, 46). Like the glauconitic fabrics, flint-
tempered wares declined in use during the earlier 1st
century AD (ibid., 32).

Romanised fabrics are relatively rare in the
assemblage, comprising six sherds of sandy greyware,
38 sherds of whiteware, one sherd of unassigned
colour-coated ware, and one sherd of south Gaulish
samian. The whiteware sherds represent a CAM 113
butt-beaker (Fig. 1.14, 30), possibly of immediate
pre-Conquest date, and a flagon. Large quantities of
south Gaulish samian are first seen during the
Conquest period in Kent (Pollard 1988, 47).

Vessel form

Each rim has been assigned to a sequential rim type.
The variability exhibited in prehistoric forms has
resulted in a series of 49 rim types. Where possible,
these have been grouped into form types, such as
bead-rim jars, in order to create an overview of the
assemblage. Correlations are made where appropriate
with the regional type series (Thompson 1982).
The correlation of vessel form to fabric is given in
Table 1.7.

Bead-rim jars (Thompson forms C1-2 and C1-3)

R1: Bead-rim jar with flattened rim top and rusticated

body (Fig. 1.12, 5).

Barrel-shaped jar with proto-bead grooved rim

(Fig. 1.12, 2).

R17: Proto-bead rim jar with internally-bevelled channel-
topped rim (Fig. 1.12, 1).

R20: Barrel-shaped jar with beaded rim.

R21: Round-bodied jar with proto-bead rim.

R23: Thin-walled bead-rim jar.

R27: Bead-rimmed jar with internally-bevelled rim

(Thompson form C1-4) (Fig. 1.12, 3).

Proto-bead rim jar with flattened rim top.

R16:

R34:
R37: Bead-rim jar, one example has rilled shoulder
(Fig. 1.12, 4).

R38: Small bead-rim jar with flat-topped rim.

R42: Bead-rim jar with short upright neck.

Storage jars

R6: Bead-rim, form uncertain but probably from
storage jar.

R44: Storage jar with heavy internally-bevelled triangular

rim (Fig. 1.14, 19).

21

Vessels with corrugated shoulders (Thompson form B2-1)
R3: Upright, flat-topped with
corrugated neck.

rim from vessel

R4:  Everted rim jar with corrugated neck (Fig. 1.13,
6, 7).

R7: Everted rim jar with corrugated neck. This form
has a more concave neck than R4. (Thompson
form B2-2)

R8:  Jar with beaded rim and corrugated neck.

R9:  Slack-sided jar with corrugated neck/shoulder.

R19: Vessel with undifferentiated rim and corrugated

exterior surface (Fig. 1.13, 8).

R30: Bead-rimmed vessel with corrugated exterior

surface.

Upright necked jar/bowl with groove or cordon at base of
neck or shoulder (Thompson form D1-1)

R18: Round-bodied bowl with short, upright neck and
beaded rim (Fig. 1.13, 13).
High-shouldered necked bowl with
thickened rim, grooved around base of neck
(Fig. 1.13, 10).

R26: everted

Jars with externally expanded rims and groove(s) on body

R10: Bowl/jar with externally thickened rim and two
horizontal grooves on upper body, possibly carinated
(Fig. 1.13, 11).

R11: Jar with externally expanded, in-turned rim, grooved
exterior suggests this form may be the forerunner of
the vessels with corrugated shoulders.

R15: Jar with out-turned thickened bead-rim and groove
on body.

R31: Jar with everted rim and groove(s) on body.

R32: Externally expanded, almost beaded rim, with

groove at base of rim and raised, roughened band

below neck zone (Fig. 1.13, 12).

Plain jars with internally expanded, bevelled and in-turned

rims (Thompson form C3)

This description encompasses the following forms: R12,
R13, R22, R50 (Fig. 1.14, 16).

S-profiled vessels

R39: Rounded, S-profiled jar with everted rim (Fig.
1.14, 14).

Round-bodied vessel with everted rim, possible bowl
form (Fig. 1.14, 15).

R46:

Other forms

R2:  Slack-shouldered jar with
proto-bead rim (Fig. 1.14, 17)

R5:  Everted rim, form unknown.

R14: Undifferentiated flat-topped rim, slightly thickened,
from neutral or open profiled vessel, possible
saucepan pot style (Fig. 1.14, 22).

internally-bevelled,
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R24: Small, high-shouldered jar with everted rim (Fig.

1.14, 23).

R25: Small bowl or cup, straight-sided, with irregular rim
(Fig. 1.14, 24).

R28: Long-necked vessel with out-turned rim. Uncertain
form, probably Late Bronze Age date (Fig. 1.14, 28).

R29: Flat-topped rim with external lip, form unknown.

R33: Pedestal urn (Fig. 1.13, 9).

R36: High-shouldered jar with upright, flat-topped rim.

R40: Round-bodied bowl with
1.14, 21).

R41: Out-turned bead rim on upright necked vessel.

everted rim (Fig.

Unknown form but probably one of the latest types.
R43: Saucepan pot-style vessel with thickened rim (Fig.
1.14, 20).
R45: Lid (Fig. 1.14, 29).
R47: Platter with rounded wall (Thompson form G1-10).
R48: Carinated jar with long,
flat-topped rim (Fig. 1.14, 18).
R49: High-shouldered jar with upright, flat-topped rim.
R100: Butt-beaker. (Fig. 1.14, 30).

upright neck and

The bead-rim jars are the most commonly
occurring forms (23 examples). They are present in a
range of fabrics, predominantly glauconitic sandy
wares, although grog-tempered and shelly wares also
occur with relative frequency. The bead-rim jars are
encompassed by Thompson forms C1-2 ‘Rims of
rounded jars with bead-rims’ and C1-3 ‘Wide-
rimmed straight-sided jars with bead rims’, both
dating from the late 1st century BC through to the
end of the 1st century AD (Thompson 1982, 218).
Form R27 (Fig. 1.12, 3) may be assigned to
Thompson form Cl-4, of the same date range. A
number of the West Malling forms have less well
developed rims and have been described as having
‘proto-bead rims’. These probably date from the
earlier part of the 1st century BC (R16, R17, R20,
R21, R34). Of note is the R17 rim which is channel-
topped (Fig. 1.12, 1). Form R1 is unique and most
unusual in that the exterior is rusticated (see below;
Fig. 1.12, 5).

Vessels with corrugated shoulders (Thompson
forms B2-1 and B2-2) are also a dominant theme in
the assemblage (18 vessels). This form is closely
associated with grog-tempering which accounts for 13
vessels, including 11 out of 12 of the B2-1 types. The
glauconitic sandy wares were also utilised, but in
much lesser quantities. Both forms date from the 1st
century BC into the post-Conquest period, but the
handmade examples ‘are typologically early and have
some support for an early date in the development of
grog-tempered pottery’ (Thompson 1982, 118).

The plain jars with internally expanded, bevelled,
and inturned rims (Thompson C3) are found in a
range of fabrics. Whilst grog is the most frequently
occurring (6 vessels), shelly wares are also quite

common (5 vessels) and outnumber the glauconitic
sandy wares (3 vessels). The form appears in the
Ist century BC, deriving from Iron Age forms,
and continues into the post-Conquest period
(Thompson 1982).

Jars with externally expanded rims and grooved
bodies are found in glauconitic fabrics (6 vessels) and
grog-tempered wares (4 vessels). Comparanda for this
group has not been forthcoming although the range of
fabrics suggests contemporaneity with the other Late
Iron Age forms.

The S-profiled jars occur exclusively in sandy
wares, most of which (5 out of 6) are glauconitic. The
form is seen from the Middle Iron Age period
onwards. S-profile bowls and jars were identified in a
large Middle Iron Age assemblage from Beechbrook
Wood, Hothfield (G.P. Jones 2006a). Late Iron Age
examples include Bigberry (Thompson 1983, fig.
10.19) and Folkestone (nos 41-5, Thompson
unpublished). A base, possibly from a form R46 in
evaluation context 88/006 (Fig. 1.14, 25), displays a
tooled cross on the exterior, probably some form of
maker’s mark.

Forms R18 and R26 are upright necked bowls/jars
(form D1-1), of late 1st century BC-1st century AD
date (Thompson 1982, 299-300). The groove of the
R18 is located at the shoulder, and one example from
evaluation Trench 214 (Area A) has horizontal
combing on the body (Fig. 1.13, 13). Two of the R18
vessels are in a grog-tempered fabric, a third is in a
non-glauconitic sandy ware. Both examples of the
R26 are in a grog-tempered fabric. The neck of the
vessel is grooved and has the appearance of being
corrugated, and it is therefore probably related to the
B2-1 and B2-2 forms.

The base of one vessel from enclosure ditch 235 of
Area A (Fig. 1.13, 10) retains parts of two square,
pre-firing perforations. The function of this vessel
is unknown; it may have been made as a form
of strainer.

Form R33 (Fig. 1.13, 9) is an upright-necked
cordoned vessel with beaded rim, the upper part of
which is very similar to Thompson form DI-1.
However, a flat pedestal base found in the same
context, and of the same fabric (glauconitic sand Q5),
appears to be from the same vessel and suggests that
this is in fact a pedestal urn, probably a copy of a
grog-tempered example, with a crudely formed base.
Pedestal urns, which occur from the late 1st century
BC through to the post-Conquest period, and are
often seen in burial contexts (Thompson 1982). The
West Malling example may be a copy of a Thompson
type AS8.

The storage jars were identified in a range of
fabrics: two grog-tempered vessels, two glauconitic
sandy ware vessels, one non-glauconitic sandy ware
and one shell-tempered. The R44 vessels are



Table 1.7 Correlation of later prehistoric fabric and vessel form
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FL

FG

GR

QU

GLQ

SH

Bead-rim jars
R1

R16

R17

R21

Storage jars
R6
R44

Vessels with corrugated sho
R3
R4
R7

Vessels with corrugated shoulders (B2-2)

R8
R9
R19
R30

Upright-necked jar/bowl with groove or cordon at base of neck or shoulder

R18
R26

Jars with externally expanded rims and groove(s) on body

R10
R11
R15
R31
R32

Plain jars with internally expanded, beveled and in-turned rims

R12

R13

R22

R50

S-profiled vessels
R39

R46

Other forms:

ulders (B2-1)

1

2
2

1
3
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Key: FL — flint-tempered; FG — flint- and grog-tempered; GR — grog-tempered; QU — sandy wares (non-glauconitic);
GLQ - glauconitic sandy wares; QF — glauconitic sand and flint-tempered; QG — quartz and grog (glauconitic sand & non-glauconitic);
SH - shelly wares; VF — organic- and flint-tempered
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extremely large, with rim diameters of more than 400
mm or more (Fig. 1.14, 19). All vessels classified as
R6 were too incomplete to measure.

The remaining rim forms are represented by only
a small number of vessels and could not be grouped
into coherent types. Nonetheless, these vessels are an
integral part of the assemblage and a number of
comments can be made. Vessels that are reminiscent
of Middle Iron Age forms include the R2 slack-
shouldered jar whose silty fabric contains a moderate
amount of red ferric inclusions, and as such is similar
to a number of Middle Iron Age fabrics from
Beechbrook Wood. Forms R14 (Fig. 1.14, 22) and
R43 (Fig. 1.14, 20) are both vessels of neutral profile,
much like Middle Iron Age saucepan pots, executed
in glauconitic sandy or flint-tempered wares. Perhaps
some of the latest forms include the R24, R25, R41,
and R47. Form R25 (Fig. 1.14, 24) is unique, a
grog-tempered small bowl or cup with straight sides
and everted rim. The vessel is highly irregular and is
very much a one-off. Form R47 (Area ], Trench 140)
is a grog-tempered platter with rounded wall
(Thompson form G1-10), a copy of a Gallo-Belgic
form (Cam. 16), dated to the 1st century AD,
post-Conquest. The R24 represents a small, high-
shouldered jar with everted rim, one of which was
found in a fine grog-tempered fabric, the other in a
sand and grog-tempered ware. Fire-clouding was
visible on the exterior of the former (Fig. 1.14, 23).
Too little of the R41 beaded rim was recovered to
ascertain the form of the vessel but it is thin-walled
and burnished.

Form R40 is round-bodied, with a short, slightly
out-turned rim, and burnished lattice decoration on
the exterior (Fig. 1.14, 21). The orientation of the
vessel is uncertain, but the interior is burnished and
indicates it may have been a bowl, similar to a Late
Iron Age example from Folkestone (Thompson
unpublished, no. 62).

Surface treatment

Surface treatments are not commonly seen in the
assemblage, but this is more likely to be due to
abrasion of vessel surfaces rather than a true absence.
Sixty instances of burnishing were recorded,
predominantly on the exterior of the vessels, with one
example of burnishing present only on the interior, 10
examples of burnishing on both surfaces, two on the
exterior and upper interior and one on the upper
interior only (although the upper exterior is smooth
and may once have been burnished).

Smoothing was recorded on 27 examples, and in
some instances these surfaces demonstrated slight
traces of burnish but this is now too abraded to
distinguish. Like the burnishing it tends to be the
vessel exterior that has been better finished, although
seven of the records relate to smoothing on both

surfaces and two to the interior. Burnished, and/or
smoothed surfaces, were recorded on a wide range of
vessels, namely the bead-rim jars (R1, R16, R37,
R38); jars with corrugated shoulders (R30); jars with
externally expanded (R11, R32) or internally
expanded (R12, R13, R50) rims; the pedestal urn
(R33); S-profiled vessels (R39, R46); jars with upright
rims (R36) or upright neck (R41); an everted rim
bowl (R41); a jar with internally-bevelled rim (R2)
and the platter (R47). Additionally, one R16 vessel
has been wiped on the exterior.

A small number of vessels displayed rustication on
their exterior surfaces and one could only be classified
as roughened. The most striking example is a
bead-rim jar (R1) from enclosure ditch 220 of Area A
(Fig. 1.12, 5). The external neck zone has been
smoothed and may once have been burnished as tiny
patches are still visible. The interior neck zone is
burnished. Beneath the smoothed neck area on the
exterior glauconitic clay has been applied to the
surface, creating an extremely rough texture. Towards
the base of the vessel this rustication stops and the
area is left simply unsmoothed. Creating such a rough
surface may have been designed to create a less
slippery surface for handling. Rustication is a
technique of Continental origin that is seen on
pottery from Kent during the Iron Age. The
combination of burnishing/smoothing and rustication
is present on vessels from a number of sites including
Dumpton Gap during the Early/Middle Iron Age
(Bryan 2002), Highstead where it is introduced
during the Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age, becoming
dominant during the early Iron Age (Macpherson-
Grant 1992a, 41-2); Ebbsfleet during the
Early/Middle Iron Age (Macpherson-Grant 1992b,
289), and Middle Iron Age Eyhorne Street,
Hollingbourne (G.P. Jones 2006b). The Eyhorne
Street vessels had been made from a glauconitic clay
and were recovered from a pit dated to 400-260 cal
BC (NZA-22594).

The West Malling vessel is unusual for two
reasons. Firstly, rustication tends to be seen in the east
of the county and rarely west of the Medway
(Macpherson-Grant 1992a, 43; P. Couldrey, pers.
comm.). Secondly, rustication is uncommon during
the Late Iron Age (P. Couldrey, pers. comm.), yet
typologically the form of the bead-rim jar does not
appear to be any earlier than the 1st century BC.

Decoration

Decoration was recorded for 150 of the 742 pottery
records. A range of techniques was employed, the
most commonly occurring being scoring of the vessel
surface (36 examples). This technique was used by
potters from the Middle Iron Age through to the
Romano-British period. Corrugation of the vessel
walls, in particular the neck/shoulder zone, and the
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Figure 1.12 Late prehistoric and Roman pottery
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Figure 1.13 Late prehistoric and Roman pottery
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presence of cordons were also recorded (23 and 19
examples respectively). These forms of decoration are
typical of the Belgic repertoire. The corrugation
mostly occurs on grog-tempered vessels. Other
techniques, such as tooling (16 examples), impressing
(19 examples), incising (9 examples), combing (9
examples), stabbing (4 examples), and rouletting (4
examples) were utilised to create a range of motifs,
often horizontal or vertical lines. There are five
recorded instances of burnished lattice. With the
exception of the corrugation, used mostly on grog-
tempered vessels, no trends were seen between the
types of decoration and fabric types.

Evidence for use

Very little evidence for use was visible on the vessels.
Eight examples of external sooting were noted, two
vessels displayed burnt residue on their interior walls,
and one had pitting on the interior, indicative of a
reaction between the contents of the pot and its
inclusions. The burnt residues and sooting suggest
that vessels were used for cooking, and these include
the R1 bead-rim jar with rusticated exterior. Single
examples of the R4 (Thompson B2-1), R16 bead-rim
jar, R43 saucepan-pot style vessel, and R48 carinated
jar also displayed evidence for use as cooking vessels.

Vessel size

The vessel rim diameters ranged from 80 mm to more
than 400 mm, although most are between 120 mm
and 260 mm. Only five vessels are smaller, comprising
two B2-2 vessels with corrugated shoulders (R9 and
R30), two bead-rim jars (R16 and R38), and two
high-shouldered jars (R24). The largest vessels are an
S-profiled jar (R39; 400 mm diameter) and a storage
jar (R44, >400 mm diameter).

Distribution on site

Area A

This area produced the largest pottery assemblage, a
total of 1301 sherds (50% of the route-wide count),
19,972 g (58%). The average sherd weight is 15.4 g,
higher than the overall average of 13.0 g. The highest
number of Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age sherds
was recovered from Area A (50 sherds, 557 g),
although most were residual, recovered from Late
Iron Age features (enclosure ditches 220, 235, and
small pit/post-hole 225/005). Pit 132 contained only
earlier material, comprising 11 sherds of a flint- and
grog-tempered ware of Late Bronze Age/Early Iron
Age date, including a long-necked vessel of uncertain
profile (Fig. 14, 28).

The Late Iron Age fabrics occur in much the same
proportions as the percentages presented for the route
overall (Table 1.6). A wide range of Late Iron Age and
Romano-British form types were present, including
15 bead-rim jars, five jars with externally expanded
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rims, three jars with internally expanded rims
(Thompson C3) and 12 vessels with corrugated
shoulders (Thompson B2-1/B2-2).

All five of the upright-necked cordoned jars
(Thompson D1-1) from the route were recovered
from Area A. S-profiled jars, of which six occur across
the sites, are absent. Of note from this area are three
vessels: R1, R33, and R100.The R1 is a bead-rimmed
jar with rusticated body, from ditch 220. As discussed
above this form of surface treatment is unusual,
although not unheard of, in the Late Iron Age,
however the form is unlikely to be earlier in date than
the 1st century BC. This vessel therefore displays one
of the latest known examples of rustication from the
region. The R33 (ditch 240) probably represents a
pedestal urn (discussed above). The pedestal urn is a
typical Belgic form, often found in burial contexts of
late 1st century BC—-1st century AD date (Thompson
1982). The West Malling example had been made in a
glauconitic sandy fabric rather than the more
commonly occurring grog-temper.

A small number of vessels are of post-Conquest
date, including the R24 (small, high-shouldered jar).
Part of a whiteware butt-beaker, form CAM 113
(R100), recovered from enclosure ditch 235 (224).
This form is no later in date than the third quarter of
the 1st century AD, and may have arrived on site just
before AD 43. Other Roman pottery from Area A
comprises 31 body sherds from a probable whiteware
flagon from enclosure ditch 169. This vessel is of 1st
century AD date (post-Conquest).

Area B

A total of 179 sherds (845 g) of pottery was recovered
from Area B. This comprised 83 sherds, mostly from
evaluation trenches; 27 sherds from Area Bl and 69
sherds from Area B2. Although this is a much smaller
assemblage than those from Areas A and E, it is
noteworthy for the high quantity of grog-tempered
pottery (63% by count and 73% by weight) and the
almost complete absence of glauconitic sandy wares
(0.7% by count and 1.3% by weight). Too few
identifiable forms were present for any trends to be
recognised. The vessels include two Thompson C3
forms, one B2-2, a bead-rimmed jar, an S-profiled jar,
and a carinated jar with a long neck.

Nine sherds of Late Bronze Age pottery were
present in the subsoil of this area, including a lid
decorated with fingernail impressions (Fig. 1.14, 29).
A further four sherds were present in features: two
small body sherds from evaluation Trench 44, and two
from ditch 531 (Group 571, Area Bl). No later
pottery was recovered from these features. Five sherds
of Roman greyware and one Roman oxidised sherd
were also present in the subsoil, but no Roman
material was stratified in features.
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Figure 1.14 Late prehistoric and Roman pottery



Area C

Only two sherds of pottery were recovered from this
area, a Roman greyware sherd (6 g) from the
post-medieval leat channel and a small (1 g) grog-
tempered fragment from a natural layer.

Area E

This area produced 938 sherds (10,885 g) of pottery.
Of this, 17 sherds were from the evaluation trenches
(240/248/252), seven are from Area El and the
remaining 914 from Area E2. The Area E1 sherds are
all of Romano-British date and are from the topsoil,
with the exception of one oxidised sherd (3 g) from
pit 2024. Pottery from the evaluation trenches
comprised body sherds in a range of Late Iron Age
fabrics, and one small and abraded Romano-British
colour-coated sherd.

A wide range of fabric types was identified in the
Area E2 assemblage, but the dominant fabric type is
the glauconitic sandy ware, accounting for 35% of
the count and 44% of the weight. This contrasts with
24% for grog-tempered fabrics (count and weight).
Where sand and grog are used together as filler,
glauconitic sands are more commonly used than
non-glauconitic (9.7% of the count compared with
1%). Single sherds of Late Bronze Age flint-tempered
ware were residual in ditch 2504 (Group 2652) and
pit 2538. A range of Late Iron Age forms were
present, however these occur in low numbers and
no trends could be recognised. A single sherd from a
post-Conquest 1st century AD samian platter
(form 15/17) was recovered from ditch 2674 (Group
2602), with two sherds of Late Iron Age pottery.
This is of southern Gaulish origin and the only
import that could be positively identified from
the assemblage.

Area I

This area produced a small assemblage of Late Iron
Age pottery (42 sherds, 390 g) from eight evaluation
trenches. They are mostly glauconitic sand- and flint-
tempered wares, with very small quantities of
flint-tempered, grog-tempered, and shelly wares. No
identifiable forms were present.

Area |

The small number of sherds from the subsoil in Area
J are Late Iron Age (7 sherds, 73 g) or Roman (7
sherds, 52g) in date. A further three sherds (6g) from
evaluation Trench 142 are undated. Of interest is a
grog-tempered platter (Thompson G1-10) from
Trench 140. This is a copy of a Gallo-Belgic
form (Cam. 16), and dates to the 1st century AD,
post-Conquest.
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Discussion

The West Malling assemblage is predominantly of
Late Iron Age date, and significant groups of material
were recovered from Areas A, B2, and E2. Small
quantities were also recorded from Areas B1, C,E1, 1,
and J. Pottery of Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age date
from Areas A, B1, B2, and E2 was mostly residual in
later features or recovered from the subsoil, with the
exceptions of pit 132 (Area A) and ditch 531 (Group
571, Area Bl). Little Romano-British pottery was
encountered; identifiable vessels include a butt-beaker
and flagon from Area A and south Gaulish samian
platter from Area E2, none of which is later in date
than the late 1st century AD.

The Late Iron Age material displays many of the
characteristics of the Aylesford-Swarling or ‘Belgic’
style of pottery. Thompson (1982, 4-5) has argued
that the term ‘Belgic’ is a useful way to define a
certain style of pottery from south-east England,
based on curves, corrugation, and cordons, utilising
grog-tempered fabrics, and often wheelmade, a
technological advance that allowed for a new range of
decorative techniques. Combed or furrowed
decoration is also frequently seen on this style of
pottery (Pollard 1988, 30). The West Malling vessels
display many of these traits but most are handmade,
perhaps suggesting the assemblage represents an
earlier phase of this style of potting. The dominance of
vessels with corrugated shoulders over cordoned
vessels also indicates an early focus for the pottery.

A range of fabrics is present in the assemblage,
although the most commonly occurring are
grog-tempered and glauconitic sandy wares. As noted
above, the grog-tempered fabrics are typical of
‘Belgic’ pottery, and here represent 38% of the
assemblage by count, compared to 26% for the
glauconitic fabrics. The latter are characteristic of
sites in the Medway Valley, and were utilised
throughout the Middle and Late Iron Age, but did not
apparently survive the Conquest. During the Late
Iron Age they were used for both handmade and
wheelthrown ‘Belgic’ forms in this region. At West
Malling this includes a pedestal urn from Area A
(ditch 240, Group 235). There appears to be some
chronological significance in the relative proportions
of these fabric groups, with the groups dominated by
grog-tempered pottery being slightly later in date than
those containing higher quantities of sandy wares.
This suggests that the material from Area E is
relatively early, with a focus on glauconitic sandy
wares. The Area A assemblage is typical of the
route-wide assemblage taken as a whole with a high
quantity of grog-tempered wares but still a significant
glauconitic sand component. The Area B group has a
very high percentage of grog-tempered wares, and
virtual absence of glauconitic wares and is therefore
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probably the latest group. At a feature level, the
quantity of grog-tempered material from enclosure
ditch 235 (Area A), suggests it is later in date than
enclosure ditches 220 and 169, containing 73%, 28%,
and 42% of grog-tempered pottery respectively. This
is borne out by the stratigraphic relationships. On this
basis, material from ditches 240 (Group 235, Area A)
and 2643 (Group 2652, Area E2) and pits 2540,
2677, and 2678 (Area E2) are relatively early in
the assemblage and pottery from pit 2620 (E2) is
slightly later.

A range of forms is also present, including a
number clearly associated with the ‘Belgic’ style.
Vessels with corrugated shoulders are a dominant
theme in the assemblage, and are mostly present in
grog-tempered fabrics. This style of vessel dates from
the 1st century BC into the post-Conquest period,
however the handmade nature of the West Malling
examples suggests they are typologically early.

Other typically ‘Belgic’ forms include bowl/jar
forms with grooves or cordons at the base of the
neck/shoulder. These are again mostly present in
grog-tempered fabrics and are typologically later than
the rippled forms, of late 1st century BC-1st century
AD date. Of note is the base of one of these vessels
which displays two pre-firing perforations (ditch 235,
Area A). The upper part of a pedestal urn from Area
A is similar to these vessels, but the exaggerated base
suggests it is akin to Thompson (1982) form A. The
West Malling vessel is rather crudely formed in a
glauconitic sandy ware and may be a copy of a better
produced, possibly wheelthrown, grog-tempered
vessel, a type often seen in funerary contexts (ibid.).
The latest of the ‘Belgic’ style vessels is a platter,
of post-Conquest date, recovered from the subsoil
of Area J.

The assemblage does appear to have its origins in
the Middle Iron Age and includes three vessels which
are similar to saucepan pots. Six S-profiled jars are
also present, and are seen from Middle and Late Iron
Age assemblages in the region. They occur here only
in sandy wares, mostly glauconitic, and represent an
early component of the assemblage. A tooled cross on
one of these vessels from Area E (ditch 88/005 —
Group 2652) may represent a maker’s mark. The
other five vessels are from Area E2.

The most commonly occurring form is the
ubiquitous bead-rim jar. These vessels are present in a
range of fabrics and display varying rim forms,
indicating a date range from the early 1st century BC
to the later part of the century. Of particular interest
is a well-developed bead-rim jar with a rusticated
body, recovered from enclosure ditch 220 (Area A).
This form of surface treatment is rarely seen west of
the Medway, and there is very little evidence of this it
being utilised much beyond the Middle Iron Age. The

clear association with a 1st century BC form at West
Malling is therefore of regional importance.

List of illustrated sherds (Figs 1.12-14)

1. Form: R17, proto-bead rim jar with channel-topped
rim, fabric S1. PRN 1059, Area A, context 51,
intervention 48, ditch 220.

2. R16, barrel-shaped jar with proto-bead rim, scored
exterior, fabric Q3. PRN 1043, Area A, context 22,
intervention 21, ditch 136.

3. R27, bead-rimmed jar with internally-bevelled rim,
sooted exterior, fabric F1. PRN 1122, Area A, context
104, intervention 102, ditch 235.

4. R37, bead-rim jar, incised line decoration on lower
exterior, fabric Q3. PRN 1542, evaluation context
214/015.

5. R1, bead-rim jar with flattened rim top, burnished on
upper interior, smoothed upper exterior, rusticated
body, roughened lower exterior, traces of burnt residue
on interior, fabric Q4. PRN 1000, Area A, context 006,
intervention 004, ditch 220.

6. R4, everted rim jar with corrugated neck, stabbed
diagonal lozenge decoration on shoulder, fabric G1.
PRN 1147, Area A, context 150, intervention 146,
ditch 235.

7. R4, everted rim jar with corrugated neck, smoothed
upper exterior, scored exterior, fabric G1. PRN 1101,
Area A, context 92, intervention 91, ditch 235.

8. R19, vessel with undifferentiated rim and corrugated
exterior surface, fabric Q3. PRN 1561, context 53.

9. R33, upright necked cordoned jar, burnished exterior,
fabric Q3. PRN 1185, Area A, context 142, intervention
141, ditch 169.

10.R26, high-shouldered necked bowl with everted
thickened rim, grooved around base of neck, perforated
base, fabric G1. PRN 1118, Area A, context 104,
intervention 101, ditch 235.

11.R10, bowl/jar with externally thickened rim and two
horizontal grooves on upper body, possibly carinated,
fabric G2. PRN 1024, Area A, context 11, intervention
10, ditch 10.

12.R32, externally expanded, almost beaded rim, with
groove at base of rim and raised, roughened band below
smoothed neck zone, fabric Q3. PRN 1413, Area E2,
context 2648, ditch 2643.

13.R18, round-bodied bowl with short, upright neck and
beaded rim, combed lower exterior, incised line on
neck/body join, fabric G4. PRN 1533, evaluation
context 214/015.

14. R39, rounded, S-profiled jar with everted rim, fabric
Q3. PRN 1342, Area E2, context 2581, ditch 2580.
15.R46, round-bodied vessel with everted rim, possible
bowl form, burnished exterior, fabric Q8. PRN 1482,

evaluation context 88/006.

16. R22, plain jar with internally bevelled and in-turned rim,

fabric S2. PRN 1315, Area E2, context 2548, pit 2540.



17. R2, slack-shouldered jar with internally-bevelled, proto-
bead rim, fabric Q1. PRN 1001, Area A, context 006,
intervention 004, ditch 220.

18.R48, carinated jar with long, upright neck and flat-
topped rim, burnished lattice on lower exterior, fabric
QG3. PRN 1535, evaluation context 214/015.

19. R44, storage jar with heavy internally bevelled triangular
rim, fabric Q3. PRN 1427, Area E2, context 2679,
pit 2676.

20.R43, saucepan pot style vessel with thickened rim,
scored exterior, sooting on exterior, fabric Q3. PRN
1407, Area E2, context 2647, ditch 2643.

21.R40, round-bodied bowl with everted rim, burnished
lattice on exterior, fabric Q2. PRN 1380, Area E2,
context 2632, pit 2620.

22.R14, undifferentiated flat-topped rim, out-turned, from
neutral or open profiled vessel, possible saucepan pot
style, scored exterior, fabric Q4. PRN 1036, Area A,
context 11, intervention 10, ditch 169.

23.R24, small, high-shouldered jar with everted rim,
burnished exterior, fabric G4. PRN 1112, Area A,
context 98, intervention 97, ditch 235.

24.R25, small bowl or cup, straight-sided, with irregular
rim, fabric G1. PRN 1116, Area A, context 103,
intervention 102, ditch 235.

25.B8, base with tooled X on exterior, fabric Q8. PRN
1483, evaluation context 88/006.

26. Sherd decorated with tooled concentric circles, fabric
Q9. PRN 1439, context 2681, pit 2677.

27.Sherd decorated with incised lines and tooled zigzags,
fabric G5. PRN 1255, context 2520, ditch 2521.

28.R28, long-necked vessel with out-turned rim, probably
Late Bronze Age, fabric FG1. PRN 1129, Area A,
context 135, pit 132.

29.R45, lid with fingernail impressions, fabric F4. PRN
1474, evaluation context 58/002.

30. R100, CAM 113 butt-beaker, fabric Q102. PRN 1172,
Area A, context 226, enclosure ditch 224.
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Post-Roman Pottery
by Lorraine Mepham

The post-Roman assemblage amounts to 844 sherds
(8538 g), including material of Early/Middle Saxon,
medieval and post-medieval date. The post-medieval
material (35 sherds; 618 g) is not discussed
further here.

Saxon
The 32 sherds of Early/Middle Saxon pottery fall into
three fabric types: organic-tempered, flint-tempered,
and sandy/shelly (see Table 1.8). The organic-
tempered fabrics (EMS4) contain varying levels of
fine sand. The flint inclusions are predominantly
patinated and sub-angular, characteristic of gravel-
derived fragments. Diagnostic sherds are confined to
two small rims, both in EMS4, and vessel forms
cannot be determined. A date range somewhere
between the 5th and 7th centuries can be suggested.
All but one of the Saxon sherds came from Area
E2, and most were recovered from a single feature —
SFB 2673 (25 sherds). This includes three sherds
found during the evaluation, recovered from the
unexcavated surface of 2673 (context 252/006). The
25 sherds from 2673 included examples of all three
fabric types, and one of the rim sherds. Elsewhere in
Area E2, six organic-tempered sherds were recovered
from post-hole 2593, including the second rim sherd.
In addition, one flint-tempered sherd came from
evaluation Trench 60 in Area B.

Medieval

Most of the 777 sherds in the medieval assemblage
could be assigned to existing CAT fabric types, either
early medieval (EM), medieval (M) or late medieval
(LM), although a few sherds in non-distinctive sandy
fabrics were assigned to the ‘miscellaneous’ types
M100 and LM100. Seven other fabric types were

Table 1.8. Post-Roman pottery fabric totals

Fabric Code Description No. Sherds Weight (g)
EMS4 Early Saxon organic-tempered ware 26 105
EMSI1F Early Saxon flint-tempered ware 4 54
EMS14 Early Saxon sandy ware with fine shell 2 9
sub-total Saxon wares 32 168
EM22 NW Kent fine sandy ware with sparse shell 193 1838
EM35 NW Kent shell-tempered ware 104 567
EM36 NW Kent sand and shell-tempered ware 335 3617
M1 Medieval Tyler Hill ware 4 13
M5 Fine London-type ware 2 31
M38 NW Kent sandy ware (mainly reduced) 126 1548
M100 Misc. medieval sandy wares 5 65
LMI1 Late medieval Tyler Hill ware 4 40
LM100 Misc. late medieval sandy wares 4 33
sub-total medieval wares 777 7752

OVERALL TOTAL 809 7920




32

Table 1.9. Medieval vessel forms by fabric

Vessel Form EM22 EM35 EM36 M38 M5 TOTAL
Jar rim,

undeveloped - 2 3 - - 5
Jar rim, developed 4 2 11 2 - 19
Bowl rim 1 - 1 - - 2
Jug rim 1 - 4 - 5
Jug handle - - - 4 1 5
Skillet handle

(solid) - - - 2 - 2
Skillet handle

(tubular) 2 - - 2
TOTAL 8 4 15 12 1 40

identified (see Table 1.8), of which four fall within the
local ceramic traditions of north-west Kent (EM22,
EM35, EM36, M38), while the other three are
regionally traded wares, two from Tyler Hill,
Canterbury (M1, LM1) and one from the London
area (M5). No examples of Ashford/Potter’s Corner
wares were identified, although their close
macroscopic similarity to the north-west Kent
sandy/shelly wares may account for this. The Bypass
route lies on the edge of the Hythe Beds, a band of
shell-rich strata stretching from Hythe on the south
coast through to north-west Kent; Ashford also lies on
this route, as does Maidstone, where medieval pottery
production is suspected.

The north-west Kent wares — shelly and
sandy/shelly - overwhelmingly dominate the
assemblage (97.7% by weight). Rim sherds indicate
that these wares were used most frequently for jar
forms (see Table 1.9). Where profile can be
ascertained, these are either rounded or shouldered
(MPRG 1998, forms 4.1.7 and 4.1.8 respectively),
and most have the ‘developed’ rims, with squared or
triangular profiles, which appeared c. 1200 (Fig. 1.15,

1-2). Other rim sherds derive from flared bowls, again
with squared rims (ibid., form 5.1.4, Fig. 1.15, 3),
and jugs. In addition, four straight handles (both solid
and tubular) derive from skillets. All vessels are
handmade, although some of the developed rims may
have been wheelfinished, or wheelthrown separately
and then applied to handmade bodies. Decoration is
confined to applied, thumbed strips on jars, slashing
and stabbing on handles, and horizontal bands of
rouletting or combed on bodies (probably jugs). None
of these wares is glazed.

Finer wares were supplied by the regional
industries of Canterbury (Tyler Hill) and London,
although these are represented by just a handful of
sherds, one of which is glazed, and two glazed over a
white slip coating. These sherds are assumed to derive
from jugs; there is one handle.

Distribution

Medieval sherds were recovered in some quantity
from Areas E (600 sherds) and B (142 sherds).
Occurrence in other areas was much more sporadic
(1-25 sherds from Areas A, C, G, I, and ]). Within
Area E, all but one sherd derived from contexts in
excavation Area El, including large groups from
ditches 2031 (199 sherds) and 240/005 (119 sherds).
Both features produced a similar mix of shelly
(EM35), sandy/shelly (EM22, EM36), and sandy
wares (M38) in jar forms with developed rims, and
strap-handled jugs; ditch 240/005 also yielded one
sherd of glazed London-type ware (M5). A similar
range of fabrics and forms was observed in the large
group of 270 sherds from the subsoil.

In Area B, the largest group of pottery (85 sherds)
came from bakery structure 638 (Area B1). This
included a large part of a single jar (Obj. No. 952)
which appeared to have been smashed in situ. The
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Figure 1.15 Medieval pottery



range of fabrics is virtually the same as for the features
in Area El, with the addition of a single sherd of
medieval Tyler Hill ware (M1). Jar forms, however,
differ slightly in that of the four examples, three
have simple rims and only one a developed rim.
The 31 sherds from the subsoil in Area Bl included
a London-type ware jug handle, and three skillet
handles, the only instances of this vessel form on
the site (Fig. 1.15, 4).

Discussion

The medieval assemblage contains a relatively limited
range of fabrics and vessel forms, all of which find
good parallels in the local area of north-west Kent, for
example at Rochester, Eynsford Castle (Harrison
1972; Rigold 1971; Rigold and Fleming 1973), and
sites on the Channel Tunnel Rail Link at Boarley
Farm and Thurnham (Barclay et al. 2006). The
assemblage consists predominantly of coarsewares,
which are likely to be of at least relatively local
manufacture; regional imports from the London
and Canterbury areas are present but in very
small quantities.

The predominance of coarseware, utilitarian vessel
forms means that close dating of this assemblage is
not without difficulty. There are, however, some
chronological indicators. Taken together, the
combination of shelly, sandy/shelly, and sandy wares
(with a relatively small proportion of the latter), the
predominance of developed over simple rims, and the
occurrence of skillet forms, suggests a date range in
the first half of the 13th century for the majority of the
assemblage. Shelly wares died out c. 1225 in north-
west Kent, the sandy/shelly wares lingering until
about mid-century, augmented and gradually
superseded by sandy wares. Evidence for activity
beyond the mid-13th century is confined to a few late
medieval sandy wares, which are not closely datable
in themselves.

The scarcity of glazed or other finewares could
suggest a lower status site. Vessel forms suggest little
more than the standard domestic activities of food
preparation and consumption, although the presence
of skillets in Area Bl could indicate some more
specialised cooking activity here, and the proximity to
the bakery structure is interesting.

List of illustrated vessels (Fig. 1.15)

1. Jar rim, fabric EM36. PRN (Pottery Record Number)
33, Obj. No. 2401, context 2003, ditch 2031, Area E1.

2. Jar rim, fabric EM36. PRN 41, context 2001, subsoil
Area E1.

3. Bowl rim, fabric EM36. PRN 39, context 2001, subsoil
Area E1.

4. Skillet rim and tubular handle, incised decoration on
underside, fabric EM22. Context 502, subsoil Area B1.
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Metalwork

by Grace Perpetua Jones,
with coin identifications by Nicholas Cooke

Most of the metal objects came from subsoil layers,
with few stratified in archaeological features. With the
exception of a small number of iron objects from Area
E, most of the finds are of medieval or post-medieval
date, and many are unidentifiable. Only the objects
from prehistoric, Romano-British, and Saxon
features, and those from other contexts which are
datable to these periods, are discussed here; details of
all other objects are held in the project archive.

Late Bronze Age
A copper alloy leaf-shaped socketed spearhead (Ob;j.
No. 162, Fig. 1.16, 1) was recovered by metal
detecting, at the base of the subsoil in Area J. The
socket is circular in cross-section, and has two
opposed peg holes towards the mouth of the socket. It
is well preserved, with traces of textile adhering to the
surface, suggesting that it may have been wrapped.
It belongs to the Ewart Park phase within the
Carp’s Tongue Complex industry of the early 1st
millennium BC.

A small copper alloy ingot (Obj. No. 3322, weight
70 g) was recovered from the subsoil in Area E2. This
is also likely to be of Late Bronze Age date. Although
occurring apparently in isolation here, waste
fragments such as these are a common feature of Late
Bronze Age metalwork hoards, in which socketed
spearheads such as the example from Area ] also
occur. They are present, for example, in the
concentration of Carp’s Tongue metalwork hoards
recorded along the north Kent coast and in particular
around the Isle of Thanet, part of the evidence of an
efficient metalworking industry on both sides of the
Thames estuary (Champion 1982, 37, fig. 14).

Late Iron Age
Two unidentified iron objects were recovered from
Late Iron Age enclosure ditch 169 in Area A (Ob;j.
Nos. 461 and 469). The former is a dense, curving
piece, the latter a folded strip with possible rivets.
Late Iron Age pit 2518 (Area E2) contained a
curving copper alloy rod which is probably part of a
bracelet (Obj. No. 3301), and part of a small copper
alloy coil, possibly from a brooch (Obj. No. 3329).
The bracelet fragment displays the remains of at least
one incised band indicating that it was decorated.
An iron knife blade (Obj. No. 3317, Fig. 1.16, 2)
was recovered from Late Iron Age pit 2678 (Area E2).
This is of a type identified at Danebury, ‘knife blades
with rivet holes either through the blade or tang,
designed for the attachment of handle plates’
(Sellwood 1984, 349). Flanges would presumably
have been present on the tang, however only very
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slight evidence of one remains. The blade is curved,
the back dips slightly before rising to the tip, similar to
a Manning Type 1 cleaver (Manning 1985, 120) or
Danebury blade form c (Sellwood 1984, 349).

Middle/Late Iron Age pit 2620 (Area E2)
contained an iron hooked cutting tool (Obj. No.
33006, Fig. 1.16, 3). The cutting edge of this object is
on the concave inner side. The flanges at the base of
the blade would have been beaten around a wooden
handle, and held by a rivet, still present, passed
through the handle and then bent at right angles over
the handle to secure it (Cunliffe and Poole 1991, fig.
7.9, 2.206). Sellwood (1984, 346) has divided such
objects at Danebury into small and large sizes; the
West Malling example at 100 mm in height and 80
mm wide falls into the latter category but at the
smaller end of the group. The function of such objects
is probably related to their size, with smaller objects
used in the preparation of wattle poles or stripping
branches for hurdle or basket work. Larger curved
tools may have been used for harvesting corn
(Cunliffe and Poole 1991, 341; Sellwood 1984, 346).

Ditch 2504 (Group 2652, Area E2) contained an
iron nail shank and part of an iron object of U-shaped
section (Obj. No. 3335). This object is possibly a strip
of binding from a copper alloy vessel or shield. Ditch
2684 (Group 2637, Area E2) produced an iron ring of
c. 77 mm diameter. The function of this object is
unknown, however it may be part of a bridle bit.
Seven small iron nails from shallow, sub-rectangular
pit 2624 (Area E2) displayed some traces of mineral-
preserved wood. Four fragments of copper alloy sheet
from large, Late Iron Age, pit 2677 (Area E2) could
not be identified (Obj. No. 3308).

To these objects can probably be added an iron
knife from the subsoil in Area A (Obj. No. 3330, Fig.
1.16, 4). This is a narrow, tapering blade, 90 mm in
length. It had been deliberately folded almost in half,

causing the blade to break, a practice which is seen,
for 