
Fig. I: site location map and sites mentioned i n  the text 
(base map by kind permission of the Museum of London Archaeology Service) 

Uphall Camp, Ilford -- an up-date 
Pamela Greenwood 

Introduction 
UPHALL CAMP, the largest of the few known 
Iron Age hillforts in the London area, was exca- 
vated in 1960-1961', 1983-1984 and 1987-1989' by the 
Passmore Edwards Museum, later Newham Mu- 
seum Service (NMS). AS the published summaries 

I. Excavations by Kenneth Marshall of the Passmore Edwards 
Museum; P. M. Wilkinson 'Uphall Camp' Essex Archaeol 
Hist 10 (1978) 220-1. 

2. Excavations by Pamela Greenwood for Passmore Edwards Mu- 
seum/Newham Museum Service; work funded by the London 
Borough of Newham, the London & Edinburgh Trust and 
English Heritage, and site archive deposited with Redbridge 
Museums in 1997, together with updated project design (P. 
Greenwood Uphall Camp, Ilford, Essex:AssessmentReportand Up- 

were written before the end of the final vear's 
J 

fieldwork3, an up-date is now appropriate. 
Since 1989 the geology of the region has been 
extensively revised+. Uphall Camp lies on what are 
now identified as Taplow/Mucking terrace grav- 
els, on a well-drained knoll on the edge of the 

Dated Project Design for Research, Analysis and Publicatwn. Un- 
published project design Newham Museum Service (1997a)). 

P. Greenwood 'Uphall Camp, Ilf ord, Essex' Essex J23 no 1(1988) 
19-20; P. Greenwood 'Uphall Camp, Ilford, Essex: an Iron 
Age fortification' London Archaeol6 no 4 (1989) 94-101, with 
further background details and earlier references. 

4. British Geological Survey. Romford. England and Wales Sheet 
257. Solid and Drift Geology. I:SO ooo (1996); M. Stumbler (ed) 
British Rgwnal G e o l ~ y  London and the Thames Valley (1996). 



present marshlands between Barking and Ilford at 
c TQ 438 850 (Fig. I, no. I). 

Further examination of photographic and docu- 
mentary sources has shed new light on the site. 
Works on the river Roding from the 18th century 
onwards have largely destroyed the outer of the 
pair of defences on the western side recorded by 
Noble in 1735 and described by Lysons -- the re- 
mainder of Uphall Camp is apparently univallate 
(Fig. 2). An entrance by the north-west corner 
opened into a small creek. No further evidence for 
entrances was found. Gradual erosion left the 
north-west corner earthworks as the only really 
obvious surviving section by c 1900, later to be 
destroyed piecemeal by the expansion of Howards 
Chemical Works. Parts, however, were clearly 
visible in 1926 and as late as 1957~. 

Uphall Camp is about 55om (1804 f t )  long (N-S) and 
between 4oom and soom (1312 and I640 ft)  wide 
(E-W), an area exceeding 24ha (59 acres), rather 
more than the 19.4ha (48 acres) usually quoted. 
Bernard Howard, interestingly, mentioned 32.5 
acres (13.15ha) as about the size of half the Camp6. 
Preliminary work has led to the present level of 
reconstruction of the earthworks and a painting 
commissioned by the Museum of London (Fig. 3)7. 

Mesolithic and Neolithic 
Stray mesolithic f lintwork, such as a narrow-blade 
core, was recognized at an early stage. Later a few 
more pieces of worked flint belonging to this 
phase were identified. Similarly there are a few 
flint implements for the early Neolithic period 
including a fine leaf-shaped arrowhead, a rare 
find for north-east London8; the nondescript flint- 

5. The Howard Collection, Redbridge Libraries. 
6. Bernard Howard's notes, Howards1797-1947, a treatisecompiled 

by Bernard Howard in 1956 and who also describes the 
northwest corner as protecting the 'outlet to  a very fine 
spring of water' and B. Howard Howards 1797-1947 (1957 
privatc 'publication'). 

7. Published in colour by N. Merriman Prehistoric London (IWO) 41. 
8. Apart f rom the small number of probable knapping rejects from 

the early Neolithic settlement site at Brookway, Rainham 
(excavations by Pamela Greenwood for NMS in 1992). 

9. Ellison's Lower Thames Group, see S. Needham 'The Bronze 
Age' in J. Bird and D. Bird (eds) The Archaeologyof Surrey to 
1540 (1987) 97-137; N. Brown 'The Archaeology of Essex c. 
1500-joo BC' in 0. Bedwin (ed) The Archaeology of Essex: 
Proceedings of the Writtle Conference (1996) 26-37. 

10. S. Ford, R. Bradley, J. Hawkes and P. Fisher 'Flint-working 
in the Metal Age' Oxford J Archaeol3 no 2 (1984) 154-68. 

11. H. Martingell 'The Flint Industry' in T. J. Wilkinson 'Ar- 
chaeology and Environment in South-East Essex' East 
AnElian Archaeol qz (1988) 70-3; J. Pollard 'Iron Age River- 
side Pit Alignments at St Ives, Cambridgeshire' Proc Prehist 
Soc 62 (1996) 93-115; J. Hurnphrey and R. Young 'Flint use in 

tempered pottery is most probably later in date. 
There are no traces of settlement here in either 
period. The sparse finds are interpreted as evidence 
of people hunting or carrying out other activities 
alongside the Roding and Thames-side marshes. 

Middle Bronze Age 
Middle Bronze Age (c 1700-1150 BC) evidence is now 
greater: a scatter of pottery from Areas A, E and es- 
pecially D, most redeposited in later features, and a 
few cut features, notably a gully (MG~)  and possibly 
a pit (Fig. 4). This evidence, and perhaps a few low- 
quality flint implements, stratified and in the sub- 
soil, point to middle Bronze Age settlement in the 
area now fronting Uphall Road. The pottery is of 
Deverel-Rimbury type from the lower Thames 
valley and southern Britains. Flintwork with scrap- 
ers predominating indicates a Bronze Age1" and/or 
a middle Iron Age date1. The Uphall Camp settle- 
ment on a well-drained gravel spur may have been 
the main focus for the middle Bronze Age in the 
area. A site found nearby at Buttsbury Estate (Fig. 
I, no. 2) is now in a less well-drained zone beside the 
Loxford Water, about I km (518 mile) to the east12. 

Middle Bronze Age settlements are rare in the 
London region and elsewhere? This new evidence 
adds to thgknowledge of this period in the lower 
Roding valley and the adjacent part of the Thames 
valley. Other recent local discoveries and rediscov- 
eries include the old finds from Marks Gate, 
Dagenhaml+, a settlement at Hunts Hill Farm, Up- 
minsterlj, burials at Fairlop Quarry16, pottery from 
Eastbrook End, Dagenhamq all on the gravels, a 
bronze palstave from beside the Roding at Wan- 
steadls, and, most significantly, the broadly con- 
temporary timber-structures and trackways (and in 

Later Bronze Age and Iron Age England - Still a Fiction?' 
Lithics 20 (1999) 57-61. 

12. D. Lawrence, N. Truckle and M. Beasley 'A multi-period site 
in Ilford, Essex' London Archaeol 8 no 4 (1997) 98-10% P. 
Greenwood Buttsbury Road, Ilford I G - L H ~ Z I ~ ~ Z - ~  Emavations: 
Prehistoricand Roman findsand spotdatingsummaries. New- 
ham Museum Service unpublished archive report (1995). 

13. Fn 10; N. Brown and P. ~ L r ~ h y  'Neolithic and Bronze Age' 
in J. Glazebrook (ed) Researchand Archaeology A Framework 
for the Eastern Counties, I. resource assessment East Anglian 
Archaeol Occ Paper 3 (1997) 12-22; N. Brown and J. Cotton 
'The Bronze Age' in Museum of London The archaeology of 
Greater London (2000) 82-100. 

14. Valence House Museum Collections, Dagenham, Essex. 
15. P. Greenwood and C. Maloney 'London Fieldwork and 

Publication Round-up 1994' London Archaeol7 no 13 (1995) 341. 
16. Work by Essex County Council Field Archaeology Group, 

Essex Archaeol and Hist News Winter 1998 (1998) 14-5; Phil 
Clarke, pers. comm. 

17. Excavations by Ken MacGowan for NMS, now in Valence 
House Museum Collections, Dagenham, Essex. 

18. Redbridge Museum ~ollect ions,~lford,  Essex. 



Fig. 2: plan of Uphall Camp with the major excavated features, showing its 
position in relation to the modern street plan (drawn by P. Baxendale) 



Fig. 3: reconstruction painting of Uphall Camp by Frank Gardiner (courtesy of the Museum of London) 

one case a gravelburnt flintlsand causeway) in the 
wetlands at Beckton, Dagenham, Rainham and 
Barking (Fig. I, nos 3-7, IS-19)'9. For the later Bronze 
Age we are beginning to have a basis for examining 
where people were living, how they were exploit- 
ing the area and for what purposes they built and 
used the wetland structures. Grazing and hunting 
are the most likely marshland activities. Thus the 
area around Barking Creek and the lower Roding 
is of particular interest for its potential for further 
sites (see also below). 

Late Bronze A e 
An L-shaped ditc f (MDIZ) was interpreted in 1989 as 
part of an enclosure f ronting the river Roding (Fig. 
2). To this evidence is now added a pit and possibly 
other features, such as the rectangular structure R S ~  

(Fig. 4). Two undated post-ring structures, charac- 
teristic of the later Bronze Age and early Iron Age, 
were found in Area E. Scatters of features and stray 
finds concentrated in Area D and especially Area E, 
indicate that the middle and late Bronze Age 
settlement and activity areas were, on the whole, 
mutually exclusive. 

Most sherds are plain with flint-tempered fabrics, 
suggesting a settlement of the late Bronze Age 
19. J. Rackham 'Prehistory 'in' the Lower Thames Flood Plain' 

London Archue017 no 7 (1994) 191-6; F.Meddens 'Sites f rom the 
Thames estuary wetlands, England, and their Bronze Age 
use' Antiq 70 (1996) 325-34. 

20. Excavations by Mark Turner for NMS; P.Greenwood Fairlop 
Qtlarry 1996: IG-HR 96: Finds Archive. Unpublished primary 
finds archive summary (1996). 

21. Excavations by Ken MacGowan and Mike Stone of NMS 1985- 
6; large sherd also from 1971 excavationsat the infirmary site; 

Plain Ware phase, currently dated 61150-950 BC (Fig. 
6). Broadly contemporary sites include those a t  
Hunts Hill Farm, Upminster and nearer, to  the 
north, a t  Fairlop Quarryz0 and probably immedi- 
ately downstream at Barking Abbeyz1 all adding to  
the small number of settlements already known in 
the east London area (Fig. I, nos 4,5, 8). The two 
sherds from waterlogged layers at the Barking 
Tesco site (Fig. I, no. 19)22 belong in the late Bronze 
Age-early Iron Age date range. Barking Creek and 
the adjacent section of the Thames have produced 
a small amount of late Bronze Age metalworkz3 
and, further west, there are sherds from a single 
pot from wetland deposits at Fort Street, Silver- 
town (Fig. I, no. 20)24. The evidence for late Bronze 
Age people settling in this area and founding a 
variety of sites, perhaps attracted by the creek, its 
watercourses and possibly islands at the margin 
between dryland and the marshes, suggests that 
further sites might be discovered. 

Middle Iron Age 
The major archaeological evidence belongs to  this 
period. About a hectare (2.5 acres) of the interior 
was excavated in detail and about half the site 
recorded in some way. Sections were cut across the 

material now in Valence House Museum Collections, Dagen- 
ham, Essex. 

22. Excavations by Ken MacGowan for NMS. One of the unat- 
tached timbers from the site could date as late as the late 
Bronze Age [date from Meddens (1996), see f n  191. 

23. Newham Museum Service Records. 

24. Excavations by Jon Nowell for  Wessex Archaeology; Lor- 
raine Mepham, pers. comm. 



defensive ditches (MDI) in one area (Fig. 2). These ditches were badly 
truncated, by at least Im. Factory dumping made them largely inacces- 
sible for study. 

Two groupings of structures, perhaps representing two groups of 
people, are particularly evident within the Camp (Figs. 2,4 and 5). There 
were probably more. Nine round-buildings with gullies, the typical, 
easily recognisable structure of this period, have been identified. 
Eight, probably houses with entrances facing east, have penannular 
gullies ranging in diameter fron~10.3m (33ft 3in) to c Ijm (qgft). The 

! UPHALL 
! 

Pig. 4: Uphall Camp: plan of the main features in Area D 
(after plan by S. Waltho) 

smallest,  RH^, with a gully di- 
ameter of 7.2m (23ft 7in), and 
facing west, may be some sort 
of 'barn'. Two slightly oval 
penannular enclosures with 
deep ditches rather than gul- 
lies, PEI and P E ~  (13.6 by 13.2m 
(44ft 7in by 43ft qin) and 16.3 
by 15.8m (53ft 6in by 51ft gin) 
respectively), also have en- 
trances facing east.These might 
be for muchgrander buildings, 
an interpretation perhaps sup- 
ported by some of the finds, 
though internal structural evi- 
dence is less good, or be enclo- 
sures for stock. Six four-posted 
structures (FPI-6), C 2m (6ft 6in) 
square, are interpreted as gra- 
naries. Four or more rectangu- 
lar, sleeper-beam and post-fast 
structures (RS) may be sheds or 
working areas. Current evi- 
dence is insufficient to iden- 
tify any as shrines. In common 
with 'shrines' elsewherezs some 
of these have few or no finds 
and one ( R S ~ ) ,  interestingly, has 
a sherd from a pottery caul- 
dron. Amongst the structures 
are gullies ( M G ~  and M G ~  are 
attached to P E ~  and  RH^ respec- 
tively), numerous small pits and 
post-holes, either isolated or 
not yet identified as part of 
structures. Structural material 
includes daub and iron nails 
and staples. Middle Iron Age 
settlement was found f ronting 
Uphall Road, mainly in Areas 
A, B/C, and especially D and E. A 
zone, behind the defences on 
the west side, largely devoid of 
features is interpreted as some 
sor t  of 'military way'. Al- 
though the small excavated 
section of the defensive ditch 
produced no finds from the 
lower fills, the truncated up- 
per fills contained large dumps 
of Roman pottery with some 
redeposited middle Iron Age 
pottery (see below). 

2s. B. Cunliffe Danebury (1993) 72-3. 



! UPHALL CAMP AREA E j ! 
Fig. 5: Uphall Camp: plan of the main features in Area E 
(after plan by S. Waltho) 

The inhabitants carried out various 
activities, usually associated with the 
major structures. Crucibles, fragments 
of a mould, a possible copper-alloy 
bracelet, an iron file (Fig. 7), iron 
punches, iron slag and hearth-liningz6 
are evidence for bronze-smithying and 
black-smithying, normal crafts for 
large and small settlements. These are 
particularly associated with RHJ,  RH^ 
and  RH^. Triangular weights, so-called 
loomweights, may have connections 
with metalworking or hearths27. A 
fragment of shale, a rare find for Iron 
Age EssexzS, three potin coins and 
stone objects such as querns, rubbers 
and hones, show that the people here 
had long-distance contacts. Shelly 
wares and finer sandy wares present 
in large quantities may be local prod- 
ucts, potters perhaps exploiting the 
outcrops of shell-bearing Lambeth 
Beds immediately north of the Camp 
and the Thanet Sands across the 
Thames at Woolwich29. Glauconitic 
wares,present in small quantities, also 
need to  be sourced, though the Maid- 
stone area is the commonly proposed 
origin30. Charred plant remains are 
abundant in Area E, especially associ- 
ated with the four-posted structures, 
round-building  RH^, round-house  RH^ 

26. G. Darbyshire The Ironwork Assemblage from 
Uphall Camp, Ilford. Assessment Report, Feb- 
ruavy1997unpublished report (1997);D.Starley 
An Assessment of Metalworking Debris from 
Uphall Camp, Ilford, Essex unpublished as- 
sessment report in the Ancient Monuments 
Laboratory Report Series (1997); P. Green- 
wood Prehistoric, Roman, Early Saxon, Medi- 
eval and Post-medieval Finds Summary, As- 
sessment and Research Aims and Objectives 
unpublished NMS report (1997b). All three 
reports in Greenwood (1997a) see fn  2. 

27. C. Poole 'Study 14: loomweights versus oven 
bricks' in B. Cunliff c Danebuvy:An Iron Age 
Hillfort in Hampshire: Vol6: A Hillfort Com- 
munity in Perspective (1995) 2&6. 

28. H.  Major 'Shale Bowl' in W.  Rodwell The 
Ovigins and Development of Early W i t h m  
(1993) 111; P. Sealey 'The Iron Age in Essex' in 
Bedwin (ed) (1996) 51, see fn  9. 

29. BGS (1996); R. Ellison and J .  Zalasiewicz 
'Paleogene and Neogene' in Sumbler (ed) 
(1996) see f n  4; R. Sherlock British Regional 
Geolwy: London and the Thames Va~~ey(1960). 
This aspect needs further investigation 

30. P. Sealey 'The Iron Age in Essex' in Bedwin (ed) 
(1996) 46-8 see f n 9. 



Class I potin coin, confirming the early use of 
such coins in Britain&. Characteristic of the 
lower Thames valley and into Essex. the pot- 
tery also includes finer, often burnished, k s -  
sels decorated with curvilinear designs, 'scrib- 
bles' and geometric motifs (Figs 8 & g). There 
are some general similarities in the ceramics 

Fig. 6: Late Bronze Age pottery from recent excavations (I) 
and the 1960s watching brief (2) (scale I:-+) 

and gully MGS. The predominant grains are wheat, 
especially emmer/spelt, followed by barley and 
oats. Bone, unfortunately poorly represented, shows 
cattle as dominant, f ollowed by sheep/goat, with a 
few horse31. Such huge quantities of charred plant 
material, the largest so far in the lower Thames 
valley, are important for studying land use, crops, 
diet and economic and industrial activities and. to  
a limited extent, vegetation, especially in the mid- 
dle Iron Age and Roman periodsp2. This material 
also has potential f or radiocarbon dating. A'pierced 
disc', possibly a metalworker's cutting wheel or 
traces, may have been part of a deliberately placed 
or ritual deposit in PEI (Fig. 7). Some small pits 
containing burnt animal bone, as yet undated, 
might also be special deposits. 

The middle Iron Age finds assemblage is impor- 
tant in itself and for what it could tell us about the 
inhabitants, relationships with other areas and 
settlements and the nature of Uphall Camp. Par- 
ticularly significant are the small group of iron 
objects (one of the few recently excavated in east- 
ern England), the charred plant remains and the 
rare association of middle Iron Age pottery and a 
31. A. Pipe Assessment of the Animal Bones from Uphall Camp, 

Uphall Road, Ilford, London Bororcgh of Redbridge unpub- 
lished report, Museum of London Specialist Services (1997) 
in op cit f n 2. 

32. J. Giorgi Assessment of the Archaeobotanical Evidence from 
Uphall Camp, Ilford unpublished report Museum of Lon- 
don Specialist Services (1997) in op cit f n  2. 

33. S. James and V. Rigby Britainand the Celtic Iron Age(1997) 38, 
Fig. 42. 

34. C. Haselgrove 'Iron Age coins excavated at Uphall Camp, 1987- 
9'. Unpublished report (1997) in op cit f n 2. 

35. N. Piercy-Fox 'An interim note on the excavation of Caesar's 
Camp, Keston' Archaeol Cantiana 71 (1957) 234-44; N. Piercy- 
Fox 'Caesar's Camp, Keston' Archaeol Cantiana84 (1969) I&-99. 

36. Excavations by K. MacGowan and M. Stone 1985-6 for  NMS; 

material in Valence House Museum, Dagenham, Essex. 
37. P. Greenwood 'The Cropmark Site at Moor Hall Farm, Rainham, 

Essex' London Archaeol 4 no 7 (1982) 185-93; P. Green-wood 'Iron 
Age London: some thoughts on Current Knowledge and Prob 
lems 20 years on' London Archawl 8 no 6 (1997) 15341. 

38. See discussion of late Iron Age strainer-bowls and cauldrons 
by P. Sealey 'VI. Finds from the Cauldron Pit' in N. Brown 
'The Archaeology of Ardleigh, Essex: Excavations I ~ S S - I ~ ~ O '  
East A y l i a n  Archaeol90 (1999) 117-24. 

' 
with the f:w sherds from Caesar's Camp hill- 

fort at Keston35, and more locally with the Barking 
Abbey and the settlements with round-houses 
at Moor Hall Farm, Rainham, at Hunts Hill Farm, 
Upminster and Fairlop Quarry (Fig. I, nos I O , ~ ,  11, 

4,5)37. An unusually large cauldron-like bowl in a 
shelly ware (Fig. 8, no. I) is remarkably similar to  
fragments from the Barking Abbey site and Moor 
Hall Farm, Rainham, perhaps indicating the same 
potters, a similar function and a standard product. 
As this complete, or near complete, 'cauldron' had 
been placed in the butt-end of a round-housegully 
 RH^), it may have had a special function or value. 
Such vessels may have been associated with beer- or 
mead-drinking like those of the late Iron Age*. 

Further tightening of the dating is still needed -- 
important for a region with so few dates available 
for the Iron Age. Preliminary studies suggest more 
than one phase, though of a limited range, in the 
late part of the middle Iron Age. Wheel-thrown 

Pig. 7: iron file and iron disc (scale is 20cm long) 



pottery and belgic-type forms and fabrics are ab- 
sent. A date of c 100-50 BC was initially proposed, 
based on the pottery and Class I potin coins. 
Haselgrove now dates such potin coins from the 
later 2nd century BC and recent revisions in chro- 
nology place the introduction of wheel-thrown 
pottery from c 150 BC onwards39. Uphall Camp may 
belong in the later 2nd century BC, somewhat 
earlier than originally suggested. 

Uphall Camp, a very large low-lying, riverside, 
middle Iron Age fortified settlement, hillfort or 
enclosed oppidum is unique so far in the London 
area. Impressive in scale, it is the largest known site 
of its kind in the region, and the only one exten- 
sively excavated. Why it was constructed and for 
whom are questions which beg investigation. 
Uphall Camp may have been a major centre or 
oppidum close to the presumed western edge of 

the Trinovantian tribal territory, guarding the 
Thames route and the entrance to  the Roding 
valley. Further study and the discovery and inves- 
tigation of more sites nearby may help towards an 
understanding of its relationship with any smaller 
settlements and in comparisons of nature and scale. 
Woolwich Power Station Site (Fig. I, no. 9 ) ~  on 
the oppposite bank of the Thames, may be a similar 
type of site. The relationship of these two fortifi- 
cations with their massive ditches is of great inter- 
est. I t  is important, before any other issues can be 
considered, to  establish whether or not they are 
contemporary. Caesar's Camp, Keston, a hillfort 
with ceramics similar to  Uphall Camp's, lies in the 
same general region. Other such large sites might 
also be camouflaged by later development as were 
Uphall Camp and Woolwich. Further discoveries 
are quite possible, especially in western London. 

39. C. Haselgrove 'The Archaeology of British Potin Coinage' and C. Haselgrove Reconstructing Iron Age Societies Oxbow 
ArchaeolJr+~ (1988) 90-122; C. Haselgrove 'Iron Age Coinage: Monog 71 (1977) 51-72. 
recent work' in T. Champion and J. Collis The Iron Age in 
Britainand 1reland:Recent Trends(1996)67-%; C. Haselgrove 40. Excavations by Brian Philpof the South-East London Arch- 
'Iron Age Brooch Deposition and Chronology' in A. Gwilt aeological Unit; various verbal comments and photographs. 

Fig. 8: middle Iron Age pottery (scale I:+) (nos 1-4 drawn by Anne Thompson) 



Fig. 9: decorated middle Iron Age pottery (scale 1:2) 

Uphall Camp is important for its contribution to 
the knowledge of this period, its regional identity 
and differences, and its dating in what is an ill- 
known phase in the London region and lower 
Thames valley. Additionally, such large low-lying 
enclosed sites are little understood, mainly because 
their investigation has been minimal. 

Roman 
Roman activity on the site dates from the mid-late 
1st century until the 4th century AD at least. The 
main feature is an apparent rectangular enclosure 
EDI, its associated internal ditches E D ~  and probably 
a well M S ~  cut into its north-east corner (Figs. 2 and 
5). There are dumps of pottery in the largely silted- 
up Iron Age Camp ditch MDI and two or more 
probable burials. 

Enclosure EDI, 77.5 X 45m /254ft qin X 147ft 7in, 
spanning the 2nd-4th centuries AD, was exten- 
sively excavated with part investigated in the 
watching brief. Although producing remarkably 
few objects: 47 Roman and 18 prehistoric sherds, a 
few lava quern fragments (possibly redeposited) 
and the first occurrence in north-east London of a 
silver coin of Severus Alexander (AD 222-235), EDI'S 

ditch fills were rich in charred plant remains, 
particularly cereals. I t  was richer in these than the 
other Roman deposits, possibly in some sections 
from cutting through Iron Age features. So little 
normal rubbish suggests that the users controlled 
dumping for some reason, in contrast to the other 
Roman ditches and the dumps in the Camp ditch. 
EDI was also recut several times. Rectangular enclo- 

Fig. 10: Roman burial ? group found in I906 on the site of 
Howards Chemical Works (Howard Collection, by kind 
permission of Redbridge Libraries) 

sures are more commonly found in the later Iron 
Age and early Roman periods, perhaps up to the 
beginning of the 2nd century AD (eg Essex and 
Hertfordshire4l). There are no good parallels in the 
area and possibly the London region dating to the 
3rd or 4th centuries AD. 

Small-scale investigation of the Camp's defences 
revealed that the surviving upper layers, perhaps 
with a metre or so of modern dumps removed, 
were rich in Roman pottery (some 900-1000 sherds 
mostly of the mid-1st to late 2nd century AD, some 
possibly later) and little else. Like the pottery from 
ditch M D ~  to the east, essentially 2nd-century in 
date, this is biased towards drinking vessels and 
jars, in some ways not dissimilar to that from 
Wanborough Roman tempk2. A complete flagon 
excavated in 1989, a pottery group with flagons and 
samian ware (Fig. 10) and a large beaker from 
Khartoum Road at the north end of the site43, both 
found in the early 19oos, are probably grave-goods. 

Overall, the Roman finds assemblage is interesting 
-- no personal objects, apart from an iron knife 
with its leather? sheath from well MS, perhaps a 
ritual offering, few quernstones (redeposited mid- 
dle Iron Age material?) and only two coins, one 1st- 
or 2nd-century and the other early 3rd-century AD. 
Flagons, beakers and to a lesser extent jars, includ- 
ing the possible grave-goods, are relatively numer- 
ous. There are no mortaria, for example, few am- 
phora fragments and very small amounts of brick/ 
tile, in fact little normal settlement debris. This site 
displays traits not yet found at any other Roman 
site in north-east London. Uphall Camp, still im- 
pressive and imposing in the Roman period, and 
endowed with a spring, may have led people to 
give it a religious or ritual significance, perhaps a 
focus for specific activities, including eating and 
drinking, and for burial++. Enclosure EDI may have 
had some related special function. 

41. D. Priddy 'An Assessment of Essex Enclosures' East Anglian 
Archaeol33 (1987) 48-82; J. Hunn Settlement Patterns in Hert- 
fordshire: A Review of the Tpology and Function of Enclosures 
in the Iron Age Brit Archaeol Rep Brit Ser 249 (1996). 

42. Joanna Bird, pers. wmm. 1997. 
43. P. Greenwood (1997b), see f n  26; the beaker is now in 

Redbridge Museum Collections, the Roman vessels illus- 
trated are probably the same as the 'considerable find of 
Roman pottery' mentioned by W. Crouch 'Uphall Camp: 
notes on Ancient Entrenchments near Barking on the left 
bank of the River Roding' second part in Trans Essex 
Archaeol Sac 10 pt I ns (1909) 19-25. 

44. For a discussion of the re-use of earlier monuments, see H. 
Williams'The Ancient Monument in Romano-British Ritual 
Practices' in C. Forcey, J .  Hawthorne and R. Witcher (eds) 
TRAC97,  Proceedings of the Seventh Annual Theoretical Ro- 
man Archaeology Conference Nottinaham 1997 (1998) 71-86. 



The Roman pottery is characteristic of the western 
fringe of north-east London, sharing aspects with 
those further into the London Basin as well as 
those in this part lower Thames valley. This site 
adds to the increasing evidence for settlement and 
activity of the 2nd-early 3rd centuries AD in north- 
east London, giving little support for a decline as 
thought to  exist in much of Londonhs. 

Early Saxon 
This period, though suggested verbally by War- 
wick Rodwell for some of Marshall's sherds, was 
not securely identified until evidence was exca- 
vated, particularly on the western, Roding, side of 
the site. This included a few pits or similar types of 
feature. Other examples of early Saxon people 
settling on riverside sites are at Winslow Road, 
Hammersmith, at Hurst Park, East M0lesey4~ and 
a t  Oliver Close, Leyton (Fig. I, nos 12,13,14)47. 

The early Saxon material is largely concentrated on 
the western side of the Camp, away from the Iron 
Age settlement. Sandy grass-/vegetable-tempered 
fabrics (eg Fig. II), unparalleled in the assemblages 
from the round-house gullies and other local mid- 
dle Iron Age sites, show similarities to early Saxon 
ceramics from Mucking, and especially Hunts Hill 
Farm, Upminster and Oliver Close, Leyton. In 
Essex, vegetable- and sand-tempered fabrics are 
typical of 6th-century ~ettlements4~. 

Although relatively insignificant compared with 
some sites, this new early Saxon evidence, compa- 
rable with that found recently in north-east Lon- 
don at Oliver Close and parts of Hunts Hill Farm, 
is of some importance. It adds much to what is a 
little understood period in north-east London 
which for a long time has been notable only for the 
Pagan Saxon cemetery at Rainham (Fig. I, no. 21p. 

Medieval and later 
People used the site from the Saxo-Norman period 
onwards, possibly as a farm. The farmhouse at the 
north end of the site, first recorded in 15390, was 
demolished in the 19th-early 20th centuries. Most 
of the sparse material is from ditches (BDS) (Figs. 2, 

4 and 5) and the like, suggesting peripheral activity 
and perhaps muck-spreading. Several ditches ap- 
pear to  span the medieval to  post-medieval period. 

Further research mav clarifv the later historv of 
the site. ~ o c u m e n t a j  and photographic evidince 
until the late 1960s clearly shows Lavender Mount/ 
Mound astride the tip of the Iron Age earthworks. 
Excavated by Hazzledine Warrens1 and later 
Marshall, the Mount may have been a 17th-century 
windmill mound, perhaps associated with the tim- 
ber-structure, possibly a 17-18th-century jettysz, 
buried in the silts of an inlet of the Roding under 
the 20th-century 'Bark Tip'. 

Conclusions 
Further work since 1989 has revealed a more com- 
plex site with a long history before and after the 
middle Iron Age Uphall Camp. Documentary evi- 
dence provides an extra dimension to the under- 
standing of the site and its topography. Initially 
rather unprepossessing in its final phase as a der- 
elict factory, Uphall Camp has an important and 
interesting contribution to  make to  the archaeol- 
ogy of the London area and beyond. 
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