
Letters 
The Roman river crossing at Lambeth 
THERE HAS BEEN much discussion about the possibility of 
i Roman road leading to a crossing of the Thames at Lambeth 
,ce Surrey Archaeol Collect 43 (1939) 72-83 and 71 (1977) 43-57 and 
:.ondon Archaeol7 no. 14 (1995) 359-70), but there is one piece of 
.niormation which may relate to it which has not been men- 
:ioned before. 

\inane and Thomas came to the conclusion (London Archaeol7 
:L.. 14 (1995) 369-70) that, if such a road existed, it would havemet 
:he ThamesatStanegate,justto thesouthof where Westminster 
Rrldge now lies. In 1327 the Archbishop of Canterbury con- 
:~rmed to the Bishop of Rochester the right to use a road 
Anciently used' from Stangate to the Bishop's house in Lam- 
x t h ,  which easement had been granted by his predecessor in 
: T O J X I Z I ~  (CLRO Misc Deeds 16b - this is an 18th-century copy 
-.ut there is no reason to doubt its authenticity). Could this road 
r a relic of the Roman road to Lambeth!; it would certainly be 
. lose to the line suggested by Sloane and Thomas. I have recently 
irgued that the Roman roads running through Southwark 
ilsappeared in the early Saxon period, and that all traffic from 
Kent andsussex ended upat Lambeth('WherewasTrenet Lane' 
\L,4S News g3 (Sept. 2000) 4-S), which would explain such a 
.urvival of the line of the road. However, at some point this 
Lltappears, for there is no such road on the earliest maps, though 
:he abovedeed might suggestthatthe western endsurvivedinto 
:he 14th century to give access to the bishop's house. When 
Rochester granted the manor of Lambeth to the archbishop of 
Canterbury in 119617, they reserved an enclosure at Lambeth to 
:hemselves, and this must be site of the bishop's house (Reg 
Rof fense (1769) 270; Maidstone R 0  DR6/Ar 2 f 123-5 etaf). It does 
not seem unlikely that the bishop had a house there before 1197 
nithin this enclosure; there is a document which says that the 
xshop did not have a house there before 1200 (Reg Roffense 
1-69) II), but there must have been some accommodation at 
Lambeth because Anselm, archbishop of Canterbury, stayed at 
Lambeth in 1096,1100 and 1108. 

ratton Brown has recently suggested that the attempts by the 
irchbishop to erect a college (or even a cathedral) at Lambeth in 
:he late 12th century also took place in this area of Lambeth just 
~ o u t h  of Stangate (Lambeth Palace (2000) 9ff), which shows 
:hat the focus of activity in Lambeth then was in this area, not 
further south as it was in the later middle ages. It  is also possible 
:hat the bishop's house was the site of a royal palace in the late 
iaxon period, though the existence of such is only based on the 
cntry for 1042 in the Anglo-Sawon Chmicbthat King Harthacnut 
died at Lambeth. I have also suggested that Lambeth might be 
:he site of the middlesaxon Minster(SLASNewssg~(March 2001) 
I. which would presumably also be in this area. The existence of 

3 Roman road meeting the river here and surviving throughout 
:he Saxon period would explain this focus. Such a road might 
also be the 'public way' mentioned in a late-7thientury charter 
see T Dyson 'London and Southwark in the Seventh Century 
and later' Trans London Midrllcsex Archaeol Soc 31 (1980) 83-95); 
Dyson's identification of this with Southwark cannot be sus- 
rained since the discovery of the middle Saxon settlement at 
.\ldwych, and Lambeth seems to be the only reasonable candi- 
date. 

Later. the archbishop built a new palace further south, where 
Lambeth Palace now is, and, since this was the most important 
place in Lambeth, it would naturally attract themain road to it, 
which probably explains thedemise of theold line. Even today, 
the roadf rom theElephant and Castle to Lambeth makesasharp 
turn in front of the Lmperial War Museum, which may be 
approximately where the new line diverged from the old. 

This picture seems consistent, but any chance of archaeological 
confirmation seems remote; most of Rochester House lies 
under the viaduct f rom Waterloo, and Roman roads in the area 
seem very elusive. 
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Merton Priory 
STEPHEN P SMITH is right to  assert (Letter, London Archaeol, 
Spring 2001) the considerable historical importance of Merton 
Priory. It  is for  exactly this reason that we are devoting such 
careful attention to archaeological issues within our proposed 
development. Part of our development site falls within the 
Merton Priory scheduled monument (much of which has 
already been redeveloped, f ollowing archaeological excavation 
by the Museum of London in the 1980s). Our scheme also falls 
under the provisions of PPG 16 (Archaeology and Planning). 

We have therefore, already embarked on a comprehensive 
programme of archaeological reconnaissance. The results of 
this will inform the design of our development, with the aim 
of ensuring that archaeological remains are either preserved 
intact or fully investigated in advance of construction. 

Our detailed designs and archaeological proposals will be sub- 
mitted to EnglishHeritageand theLondon Boroughof Merton, 
with whom responsibility for decisions about thesite largely lie. 
We are very aware that neither of those bodies is likely to 
countenance development of the remainder of the Merton 
Priory site unless they aresatisfied that thearchaeological issues 
have been very fully addressed. 

We arecommitted not only to meeting all the legal and planning 
requirements to ensure that the archaeological remains are 
properly protected but also to  making them more available to 
the public. Working closely with English Heritage, the Mu- 
seum of London and local groups we intend to open a new 
Heritage Centre which will present the results of the earlier 
archaeological discoveries and celebrate the significance of this 
site to  our history. 

We therefore believe that our approach follows best current 
practice. We propose to  develop an important brownf ield site in 
accordance with Government policy on urban regeneration and 
in so doing will respect its cultural heritage and make it 
accessible to all. 

R A de Blaby BSc MRICS 
Managing Director 
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