
by DAVID WILLIAMS

SUMMARY

Excavation in the summer of 1976 at Brewery Yard, Reigate (TQ 25375012) 
located the channel of a previously unknown watercourse flowing across Bell 
Street to the north of the present culverted stream. The deliberate filling of the 
watercourse is shown to be closely datable to the late 16th century and may 
have been connected with events occurring at Reigate Priory. The excavation 
was carried out by the Holmesdale Archaeological Group for the Reigate and 
Banstead Archaeological Co-ordination Committee in advance of the proposed 
ring-road construction. The Committee would like to thank Classrem Invest-
ments for permission to excavate on their land.

THE EXCAVATION

The site (see figs 1 and 2) lies on the west side of Bell St on a small triangle of 
land bounded on the east by the Reigate Garage, 22-36 Bell St, on the south 
by the Brewery Yard itself and on the west by the mid 19th century Brewery
cottages. .

Owing to the restricted area available for excavation it was only possible to 
excavate a single 7 m x 1.5 m trench. The features are described in order below. 
The layer and feature numbers refer to the sections (fig 3).

The later building (FI)
This lay in the northern part of the trench (see fig 4A) and was entirely covered 
with a layer of rubble.

The remains consisted of an exterior wall, lying east-west across the trench, 
and an interior wall running from this with attached buttresses on either side. 
The walls throughout were of mortared brick and Reigate stone rubble and 
enclosed superimposed construction layers of sand, loam and rubble (Layers 2, 
4, 5 and 6). Layer 4 contained pottery and glass, including some delftware, all 
apparently of the late 18th century. Layer 5 contained a thimble (fig 8, no 43).

There was evidence of additions to the interior wall, perhaps in the 19th 
century when drains and a mortar floor were constructed to the south of the 
building.

These walls probably represent the building shown as Mr Johnson’s shop on 
Bryant’s Survey of 1785.
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Fig 4 Plan of site, showing: A -  18th century building; B -  edge of stream bank and 
structure F2

The stream bank (Fig 4B)
An area of loam (L8) survived to a depth of approximately l m on the edge of 
the stream bank beneath the 18th century building, and was bounded to the 
north by a deep 18th century excavation (L7) which had removed part of L8. 
The upper level was composed of a brown chalk-flecked loanv partly cut by a 
lead pipe whose trench contained two clay-pipe bowls of the mid 17th century. 
There were a few sherds of similar date, but pottery of the 16th century as well 
as medieval material was abundant, as were animal bones and the shells of 
oyster and cockle. Residual material included fragments of stone and tile 
probably derived from an underlying structure (see below). This level also 
contained a penny of Edward IV (1476—80). Enclosed within the loam were the 
remains of a structure (F2) of unmortared, fist-size, flint, Reigate stone and 
ironstone blocks and broken roof-tiles, forming a rough right-angle. This may 
represent the rubble footings of the corner of a timber-framed building but too 
little was present within the excavated area for this to be certain. The structure 
was 15 cm deep and 65 to 70 cm across at its widest point. Upon its removal a 
large, flat block of Reigate stone was found resting beneath the foundation very 
close to its outside corner.

Beneath this structure the loam continued to natural and contained pottery 
dating, probably, from the 12th to the 15th centuries. Natural, which was 
reached at a depth of approximately 1.45 m below the surface, was a layer of 
compact gravel, partly concreted, varying in colour from off-white to grey and



brown and containing some iron staining. It had an average depth, where 
established, of 25 cm and overlay silver sand. The natural subsoil, when reached 
in other excavations within the town, was a yellow or silver sand with only 
occasional fragments of water-rolled gravel. Such a formation of compact gravel 
has not been encountered elsewhere in Reigate.

The stream
Beyond the gravel the sand sloped steeply down to the south to reach, on the 
east of the trench, at a depth of 2.5 m, a layer of large gravels overlain by a thin 
silty layer of orange and dark earth and silver sand. The latter contained part 
of a lid of buff ware (fig 7, no 6) lying broken, upside-down where it had fallen 
or been thrown not long before the final filling of the stream channel. To the 
west the sand shelved down even further, disappearing beneath the section 
where it appeared to be still continuing, now a soft, pink colour, at a depth of 
3.6 m.

These natural features may represent a former watercourse or perhaps a 
pond. The disparity in depth in so short a distance cannot be readily explained 
but may be purely local. Further excavation would be necessary before any 
explanation could be attempted.

THE FILLING OF THE STREAM

Successive layers of dumped rubbish and sand show that the course of this 
stream was deliberately filled in (see fig 3). Pottery and coin evidence indicate 
that this took place in the late 16th century, apparently as one operation. The 
dumped material consisted basically of two layers of brown sandy loam con-
taining much stone and other building material, pottery and bones, separated 
by a thick layer of sand. Sporadic layers of clay and silver sand also occurred.

The upper layer (L9) of this dumping was clearly distinguishable as a spread 
of large blocks of Reigate stone, brick and tiles, sloping steeply down from the 
top of the built-up loam on the stream bank, suggesting that a cart had been 
backed up and the material thus deposited. (It was not possible to differentiate 
clearly between this loam and the dumped material -  the probable edge of the 
stream bank is indicated on the sections by a broken line.) Very few of these 
stone blocks bore signs of working, but one or two had burnt surfaces. Some 
were enclosed in a patch of stiff clay visible in the eastern section. Underlying 
this topmost layer, a homogeneous layer of soft, clean, yellow sand (L I  2) with 
some darker patches of loam had been unevenly deposited. This contained a few 
small, water-rolled fragments of brick or tile.

The sand overlay a layer ( L I 5) of similar consistency to L9. Owing to its 
depth much of this layer was waterlogged and had preserved organic material, 
including seeds and several short lengths of unshaped timber contained in a 
dark, peaty deposit (see Appendix 1). This material also occurred in lenses 
between and beneath large stones where vegetable material, including leaves, 
was-clearly-visible. Some of the rocks in this deepest layer were very large and 
were not removed. They bore no signs of having been worked.



Fig 5 Gold quarter angel of Elizabeth. Diameter 17 mm

A date for this filling operation is provided by a gold quarter angel of Elizabeth 
(see fig 5), minted between 1584/5 and 1587, which was found in the bottom 
layer of dumped material. The coin is in an excellent, unworn condition and 
thus provides a terminus post quern for the filling. The pottery too provides a 
useful confirmation of a date in the late 16th century. Although much of it is 
difficult to date with any precision, the presence of the lid (fig 6, no 6), which 
probably derives from the Surrey/Hampshire border area, and for which Holling 
(pers comm) suggests a late 16th century date, and the lack of any delftwares 
or clay tobacco pipes (which are likely to have been present had the filling 
occurred early the next century) all combine to suggest a date close to that 
indicated by the gold coin.

The filling also contained large amounts of broken brick and tile as well as 
stone and a large piece of mortar. There were also a few heavily corroded 
fragments of iron and two pieces of window glass, one coloured red. A repre-
sentative sample of the brick and tile was retained.

Above the filling, an amorphous deposit of grey loams and chalk patches 
containing mostly 17th century pottery and glass seems to suggest some further 
levelling activity following the settling of the contents of the filling.

D ISCU SSIO N

The watercourse found in Brewery Yard was presumably at one time connected 
with the present stream that rises on Wray Common to the north-east of the 
town and which empties into the River Mole at Flanchford, where it is known 
as the Wallace Brook. The stream is now culverted from near its source until 
it re-emerges beneath Church Walk just east of the town. It disappears again



beneath Bell St, where it was culverted in 1815 according to Ridgway1, and 
across which it originally flowed. It reappears in Priory Park where it feeds the 
lake. The watercourse found in Brewery Yard is some 50 m further north of the 
present culverted course.

John Rocque’s map of 1768 is the first to show the stream crossing Bell St 
and flowing between the town and the Priory around which it appears to have 
been channelled into a series of right-angles before flowing into the lake. The 
stream is shown crossing Bell St in Bryant’s 1785 survey of Reigate as a 
‘Running Stream of Water’ (fig 2A). Excavations in 1974 to the south of the 
present Park boundary wall, which was shown to date to the 19th century, 
located the buried course of a stream (Woods 1974). Woods suggests that this 
may be a continuation of the stream shown on Bryant’s Survey and that this 
had silted up after 1785, the date of the Survey. However, as the stream on its 
present course was flowing sufficiently for it to have been culverted in 1815, this 
is very unlikely to be the case and this stream must represent an earlier course.

The southern boundary of this part of the town, now delineated by the Park 
boundary wall has been marked in the past by a ditch which is of uncertain 
origin but may be an early feature. It is no longer visible. The part of this ditch 
that lies within the area occupied by the present Brewery is shown by Bryant 
as being water-filled, the section to the west is a dry ditch. This dry section was 
partially sectioned in 1973 within the grounds of the Congregational Church, 
behind the present Budgen’s Supermarket, with inconclusive results, packed 
chalk apparently forming the bottom (Slade 1977). It is possible that the stream 
was used to supply water to the ditch which, though not of a defensive character, 
may have formed a boundary between the town and the small Augustinian 
Priory to its south.

That the stream may have played a more important role in the early history 
of the town than its present dimensions might indicate is suggested by the 
mention, in the Minister’s accounts for the lands belonging to the Priory, dated 
1540,2 of a Mylponde Meade between Fridays mead and Lesborne felde, 
approximately the site of the present Reigate Garage, to the East of Bell St. 
This may possibly be equated with one of the mills comprising part of the Priory 
of St Mary Overy’s possessions in Reigate in the 14th century3.

The presence of the watercourse in Brewery Yard, so much further north 
than the known course, is, at present, clearly difficult to explain. The small size 
of the area excavated precludes any decision as to the alignment but the stream 
could hardly have continued much further on a westerly course and must shortly 
have turned south. It may not be idle to note that the eastern terminus of the 
boundary ditch, as shown on Bryant’s Survey, apparently makes a sharp turn, 
which if projected would soon link up with a postulated southerly return of the 
Brewery Yard stream. No watercourse was found when a shaft for mineral 
water was dug within the Brewery in 1901, only three feet of ‘mould’ was noted. 
The position of this shaft is indicated on the plan (fig 2).

The sand containing water-rolled tile fragments that formed part of the filling 
in Brewery Yard may have been the product of the recutting of a stream channel 
further to the south, which would be rendered necessary by the additional 
volume of water resulting from the filling of its partner.

The problem is clearly a complex one and further excavation is necessary 
before a solution can be found.
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Fig 7 Pottery, Nos 14-33; glass, No 34. Scale 1:4



It remains to suggest a possible reason for the obliteration of the stream 
course and also the derivation of the dumped rubble.

The rubble seems to represent the demolition of a substantial building of 
brick and stone in the late 16th century. Reigate can at this time have had few 
buildings of any pretension, and the Priory, which is the likeliest contender, is 
also the closest. There was nothing within the dumped material which would 
conclusively point to an association with the Priory, save for a fragment of 
stained glass, neither is it possible to suggest a close date for the bricks and 
tiles. The Priory is known to have been substantially altered at about this time 
although to what extent is unknown. It is, however, known that Charles, Lord 
Howard, son of Baron Howard of Effingham and later Lord Admiral and Earl 
of Nottingham, inherited the Priory, its manor and possessions in 1581, on the 
death of his mother, and this date is very close to the earliest date for the gold 
coin -  1584.

The filling of the stream may be connected with a redefining of the Priory’s 
limits or simply a desire to extend the buildings of the town further south along 
Bell St without interruption, or perhaps both.

It is suggested, finally, that the filling of the stream may represent activity 
concerning the conversion of the buildings of Reigate Priory by the Lord Howard 
of Effingham soon after he inherited them in 1581.

THE FINDS
Material from the stream filling
P o tte r y  (Fig 6, nos 1-10)
The material used to fill the stream included a small amount of mostly 
fragmentary pottery (1-10) presumably to be dated to the late 16th century. 
Apart from the lid noted above most of the pots were cooking vessels in thick, 
brick red fabrics with thick green and orange glazes, some much abraded. These 
all had flat bases and there were no feet present. Other than the lid, there were 
very few white wares, neither was there much stoneware. Apart from the pottery 
illustrated, the filling also contained a body sherd from the upper half of a 
chafing dish and the base, presumably of a jug, in a similar fabric to no 14. 
Residual sherds of medieval pottery were present, but as small fragments.

1 Fine red ware with shiny orange/green glaze splashed inside rim.
2 Rim and neck sherd of jar. Fine red ware with splashed orange/green glaze inside.
3 Base of large storage(?) jar. Thick dark red ware with patchy, lustrous brown/purple 

glaze inside. Knife-trimmed exterior.
4 Base and body of cooking pot in red fabric, surface laminated. Orange glaze splashed 

inside. Fire blackening extends 25 mm up the outside.
5 Base of loop handle of vessel. Ribbed interior and abraded red/green glaze.
6 Lid of fine, buff ware, unglazed.
7 to 10 Sherds of brown stoneware. 7 is a fragment of a medallion from the body of a

Bellarmine.

B rick

No complete examples of brick were found. The most common size present was 
4 Vi in x 2 in x? Wight (1972) states that a rough standardization of



4 l/i in x 2 in x 9 in occurred in the Elizabethan period, but size, he suggests is 
however no real guide to the date of bricks. Many bricks were lightly glazed and 
most had traces of mortar adhering. Other sizes present were 4 V2 in x cl xh  in x? 
and 5 in x 2 in x ?

Most peg tiles were light red throughout. Some were dark grey/brown with a light 
grey glaze, or buff-coloured; two of these had fused together, apparently during 
firing. No complete dimensions were obtained. One fragment was 6 in wide with 
peghole centres 3 V2 in apart.

Hip tiles with square nail-holes were also present. Mortar traces showed that 
they had been mounted with an overlap of about 6 in.

A few fragments of floor tile were retained, these have a patchy orange glaze 
and were probably square. One example measures 1 V2 in x 8 in x ?8 in. Some 1 in 
thick slabs of sandstone may possibly have served some architectural function.

Iron and bronze nails were found. Iron nails were heavily corroded and their origi-
nal form was not evident. Some were still extant within hip tiles. There were five 
examples of bronze nails or rivets (fig 8, nos 35-39).
35 Nail, length 23 mm. (L9)
36 Nail, length 27 mm. (L9)
37 Nail, length 38 mm without head (L9)
These three nails appear each to have been formed from a single triangular sheet 
of metal.
38 Nail with large, slightly domed head and square-section shank. Length 40 mm, maxi-

mum width across head, 39 mm. (L9)
39 Nail, length unbent 49 mm, approximate maximum width across head 20 mm.

The stream filling contained a few fragments of clear window glass and a single 
fragment of glass 2 mm thick, bearing brush strokes in a deop red. (See Appendix 
2, p 190).

T ile

N a ils

(L9/15).

G la ss

37 INCHES



Pottery and glass from the stream bank (Figs 6 and 7)

11 Bowl. Fine, orange ware with orange/buff surfaces.
12 Bowl with light, pink/buff surfaces and light grey core. The fabric is less fine than 

11 with more visible tempering. Internal, light green glaze.
13 Bowl of similar ware to 11, with indications of glaze within base. The form is very 

similar to one from Southwark (Turner 1971, fig 2: 10) where a date in the first half 
of the 15th century is suggested.

14 Rim and handle junction of a large jug. Shoulder and basal sherds also present but 
not enough to reconstruct a profile. Thick grey core shading to light orange beneath 
thin brown/grey surface. Traces of painted white slip decoration on rim and 
shoulder. Turner suggests the 1969 Cheam Kiln (Morris 1969) as the origin of 
similar vessels from Southwark (Turner 1971) for which a date in the early 16th 
century was proposed.

15 Fine, orange ware with thick, red glaze.
16 Base, probably of a jug from Cheam. Finely-tempered pink-buff ware. The complete 

shape was probably similar to a vessel from Reigate containing a coin hoard dating 
to cl450. (Bird and Turner 1974).

17 Fine, red-surfaced, grey ware with thick green/orange glaze.
18 Fine, pink/orange ware. Similar fabric to nos 11 and 13.
19 Bung-hole, probably from cistern. Fine, orange/brown surfaced ware with grey core.
20 Finely made handle, probably from pipkin. Orange/buff ware with thin green glaze.
21 Jug base. Sandy grey ware with pink/brown surface and green/brown glaze on

upper half of sherd. Incised wavy line decoration around girth. The fabric and
‘rippled’ interior surface treatment have been noted on other sherds from the town.
A mid 13th C datejs likely.

22 Strap handle. Wide, combed, sgraffito strip down centre. Green glaze over cream 
slip.

23 Rod handle, fine, sandy red ware with pimply, thin, greenish glaze over traces of 
slip decoration on the body. Probably 14th C.

24 Sandy orange fabric with patches of glaze inside rim. Probably 14th C.
25 Rim of hard, sandy, grey Limpsfield-type ware.
26 Everted rim of small cooking-pot in finely-tempered, dark, pink/buff ware with 

distinctive red/brown grits, also visible on 28 below. The form is not closely 
paralleled amongst other published white ware vessels.

27 Rim sherd of sandy, grey ware with pie-crusting.
28 Buff-surfaced, pink ware. Similar fabric, though lighter than 26.
29 Characteristically bevelled rim of small, sandy, grey ware cooking-pot.
30 Rim and handle junction of jug. Soft, orange fabric with thick, cream slip and

bright, speckled, green glaze.
31 Unglazed rim of jug. Similar ware to 21.
32 Body sherd of jug. Hard, buff-surfaced, grey fabric, with thin, cream slip and 

green/brown glaze. Combed sgraffito decoration.
33 Body sherd of jug, stamped floral motif beneath green glaze and cream slip. The 

design is present amongst the material from the Bushfield Shaw kiln (Turner 1974).
34 Fragment of the base of a glass goblet. Angle uncertain.

Other objects
Thirteen pins were found in the excavation, from the 18th century levels and 
from L8 below, two examples are illustrated (40 and 41) from L8. 40 measures 
34 mm.
42 Lace tag, length 33 mm. (L8).



43 Lace tag, length 14 mm. (L2).
44 Thimble, inscribed 2/0, probably late 18th century. (L5).

L ea d

A piece of lead weighing 167 grammes was found in L8.

S la g

A small fragment of tap slag also came from L8.

C oin s

Elizabeth I. Gold Quarter Angel 1584/5-1587, 3rd issue. Mint mark: scallop. 
( L I 5). From stream filling. (Fig 5)
Edward IV. Penny of Archbishop Lawrence Booth, 1476-80. Mint of York. 
(L8).

NOTES

1 There is a plan of this in the Surrey Record Office dated 1820 (ACC 1083/F)
showing a section ‘of the running stream under Bell Street to the,Priory next Mr
Ridgway’s house and the new drain’.

2 1540 PRO SC6. Henry VIII. 3462-3.
3 BL Cottonian MSS, Faustina A VIII, F.155.
I am grateful to Jeremy Greenwood for the above information.
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APPENDIX 1—Report on seeds from the Stream Filling (L15)

A Sample of soil from the waterlogged sections of L I  5 weighing approximately 
1 lb, together with material obtained by flotation from a similar sample were 
supplied to Mr D.F. Cutler, of the Plant Anatomy Section of the Royal Botanic 
Gardens, Kew, and were kindly examined by Dr Frances Davies of the herbarium 
who reports the presence of the following species:



Tomato; Lycopersicon esculentum (17 seeds)
Wild Strawberry; Fragaria vesca (12 seeds)
Raspberry; Rubus idaeus (5 seeds)
Hairy Birch; Betula pubescens (2 seeds)
Elder; Sambucus nigra (1 fruit)
Fat Hen; Chenopodium album (1 seed)
Chickweed, Stellaria media (1 seed)
Opium Poppy; Papaver (1 seed)

somniferum 
Spike-Rush; Eleocharis species (1 seed)

Also present were 2 unidentified species of flowering plant, beetles and turbellarian 
cases.

Samples were also submitted from the waterlogged timbers and these all 
matched the reference material of Oak, Quercus species.

I am grateful to Dr G.P. Moss for the following note which may be relevant 
in view of the presence of tomato seeds; Dr Moss writes:

Although the ancestors of the cultivated tomato come from the coastal 
region of Ecuador and North Chile the plant came to Europe from Mexico, 
presumably via the trade routes of the Aztecs and other cultures of South 
and Central America. The modern name is derived from the Nahuatl name 
for the fruit, tomatl, used in Mexico at the time of the Spanish conquest 
(1519-23). In Europe the earliest surviving record is in the book by P.A. 
Mathiolus, published in 1544. Ten years later R. Dodonaeus gave in his 
Flemish herbal the English names ‘Apples of Love’ or ‘Golden Apples’1. It 
is mentioned as a curiosity only grown in the gardens of herbalists. In 
England they seem to have been introduced from Italy via France. The first 
record of tomatoes grown here comes in the catalogue of John Gerard’s 
garden in Holborn (1596) which mentions both red and yellow varieties of 
the Apple of Love2.

If the tomato seeds found in the stream are dated to the late 16th century 
then they are the earliest archaeological record for this plant species in 
England. Assuming that these plants were grown from seed originating 
from France, and not from an English garden, it is perhaps significant that 
Lord William Howard, Baron Howard of Effingham, made several visits to 
France. He went on diplomatic business in 1535, was an ambassador in 
1537 and in 1541, was at the seige of Boulogne (1544), was lord deputy and 
governor of Calais 1552—3, and was in Paris in 15593. These visits could 
explain the presence of tomatoes at the Priory. Their cultivation must have 
been continued by his widow Margaret after his death in 1572/3 (various 
dates quoted from 11 —29th January). On her death in 1581 (18th May) the 
Priory passed to her son Charles, Earl of Nottingham. He too may have 
brought back tomato seed as he was an ambassador to France in 15593.

1 J.A. Jenkins, ‘The origin of the cultivated tomato.’ E conomic Botany, 2, 
379-392(1948).

2 G.A. McCue, ‘The history of the use of the tomato.’ Annals M issouri 
Botanical Gardens, 39,289-348 (1952).
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PPENDIX 2—Note on a fragment of glass from the Stream Filling (L15)

This fragment of red glass was examined by Mr Peter Gibson, Secretary of the 
York Glaziers Trust and Dr G.A. Cox of the Department of Physics at the 
University of York.

Dr Cox comments:
The specimen of excavated flashed ruby glass from Reigate has been 
analysed at the University of York, and the white glass, i.e. the body of the 
specimen, gave the following results:

weight per cent
Na20 (soda) 2.1
MgO (magnesia) 5.1
A1203 (alumina) 2.4
Si02 (Silica) 56.8
P205 (phosphorous pentoxide) 4.0
K20 (potash) 12.9
CaO (lime) 15.1
MnO (manganese oxide) 0.85
Fe203 (iron oxide) 0.51
CuO (copper oxide) 0.12
ZnO (zinc oxide) 0.03

This is a potash of forest-type glass, and its composition is very close to that 
of 14th century material which we have recently examined. It is, however, 
difficult to date glass on the basis of its composition and all other evidence 
relating to the sample should be taken into consideration before accepting 
this suggested date.

Mr Gibson however feels that the fragment could be either 13th or 14th cen-
tury in date and without seeing Dr Cox’s report he would have preferred an ear-
lier, 13th century, date, supporting this by his own observations and handling of 
much glass of similar date at York Minster.




