
                                                                                                 

Letters
 
Getting archaeology into class 

I greatly enjoyed the recent article about good 
work at Kingsbury High School. It brought back 
happy memories of my own days as a teacher at 
Crown Woods School in Eltham, when I was 
lucky enough to have a sixth-form GCSE 
archaeology class in the 1980s. 

My class of 15 included Shaun, a very pleasant 
lad with mild learning difficulties. After a visit to 
the excavations at Merton Abbey, he commented 
that it had been his best school day ever. When I 
asked what he liked most about the visit, he said: 
‘It was my first ride ever on the underground’. 

Things got even better for Shaun – and the class 
as a whole – when a few weeks later I took them 
to the Museum of London to study the Roman 
finds. Due to the embarrassingly poor behaviour 
of pupils on a previous visit, I thought it wisest 
just to arrive with my small group of civilised sixth 
formers, only to discover on arrival that the 
Museum was shut. I swore the group to silence 
and invited them out for a pint of beer. Shaun’s 
excitement was completely overwhelming. 

I was very pleased when Shaun’s hard work and 
enthusiasm earned him a Grade C. Shaun 
however was less elated and asked for a re-mark, 
which sadly we did not allow him. It was after all 
his first Grade C to date. 

As Andy Agate wrote in his comments on the 
success of the Year 9 website competition, the 
outcomes of all teaching, but especially teaching 
archaeology, are not always predictable… 
Cathy Mercer 
31 Normanby Road 
London NW10 1BU 

I was interested to note that the Summer 2005 
issue featured the obituary of Donald Imber, a 
letter from Graham Dawson and Andy Agate’s 
article on community archaeology. For I was one 
of the volunteers who worked with Mr Imber in the 
early 70s on the Stane Street excavations in 
Clapham, only a few streets away from where I 
grew up; and a few years earlier I had begun 
practical archaeology working with Graham 
Dawson at Kennington Palace, London Bridge 
South, and other sites. I am pleased to be able to 
take this opportunity to acknowledge my debt to 
him from those early days. The latter end of 
Kennington, winter Saturdays sometimes only the 
two of us on site, are particularly memorable and 
often I felt like the young gentleman in the centre 

background of the cover picture, who seems to 
have just realised he has put the spoilheap in the 
wrong place. 

Yes, I too sometimes get nostalgic for the days 
when the amateur could have the pick of half a 
dozen excavations around London any weekend. 
But after thirty-one years as a professional 
archaeologist I also shudder at the memory of 
some things that were done at that time. It may 
not now be remembered that the Henry Thornton 
School site which you picture in Donald Imber’s 
obituary was a salvage excavation following an 
unsupervised dig by schoolboys who had left 
behind very deep V-shaped trenches with 
overhanging lips and which filled with water. 
Health and Safety Officers would scream blue 
murder now, and rightly so. But as far as 
properly-organised societies were concerned; we 
did cut corners, but we had no alternative. Before 
PPG16 there was no other way; it was far better 
than doing nothing at all. 

Those days have gone, in the way that the bush-
pilots of pre-war years faded in the advance of 
civil aviation. In 1976 I attended a conference 
where a speaker solemnly warned us that 
“Conservation of the Heritage” had been 
fashionable for too long and that we must steel 
ourselves for the great backlash. I do not think 
that Mr Agate’s worry about the “Time Team 
bubble bursting” is any more likely to come true. 
Edwin J Rose 
99 Eastgate Street 
North Elmham 
Dereham 
Norfolk NR20 5HE 

Tooley Street 

I would like to thank Graham Dawson for his 
comments on my 285–291 Tooley Street article in 
the Summer 2005 issue, pointing out that the late 
Iron Age ditches may define a trackway. This may 
very well be the case. However, I would like to 
refute his suggestion that the ditches are likely to 
be medieval. Firstly, the ditches recovered a 
relatively large and coherent assemblage of 
fresh, exclusively late Iron Age and early Roman 
pottery sherds. Secondly, the ditches were filled 
with the same silty sand deposits as the adjacent 
late Iron Age/early Roman pits (including one 
which contained a complete late Iron Age storage 
jar in situ, apparently having been used as an 
oven), and are in stark contrast to the alluvial fills 
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Books
 
Aspects of Archaeology & History on Surrey: 
towards a research framework for the county 
Edited by Jonathan Cotton, Glenys Crocker and 
Audrey Graham 
Surrey Archaeological Society, 2004 
260 pages, 120 photographs and drawings in colour 
and in black and white, bibliographies and index 
£24.70 paperback including p&p. 

This book consists mainly, but not entirely, of 
papers given at the conference Archaeology in 
Surrey 2001: Towards a Research Agenda for the 
21st century. Eighteen chapters deal with aspects 
of Surrey’s past from the Palaeolithic to WWII, 
and bring the reader up to date on the latest 
discoveries and ideas. Since the arrival of PPG 
16, archaeological interventions in Surrey have 
multiplied and many new sites, particularly 
prehistoric ones, have come to light. At the same 
time, this increasing knowledge focuses attention 
on what we still don’t know, and on where further 
work is needed. London readers may be 
particularly interested in John Schofield’s ‘What 
did London do for us?’, which examines the 
impact of London on its hinterland from 1450 to 
1700, drawing on sources that may not be 
familiar to most archaeologists. Also welcome in 
such a volume are three chapters on industrial 
archaeology (showing the remarkable range of 
industries in Surrey) and one on WWII remains. 
Good value and a useful resource. 
Clive Orton 

Roman burials, medieval tenements and 
suburban growth: 201 Bishopsgate City of 
London 
Dan Swift 
MoLAS Archaeology Studies Series 10 
88 pages, 69 illustrations, 23 tables, index, £9.95 

This volume, forming a further addition to a series 
of monographs on specific London excavations, 
outlines work carried out by MoLAS to the north 
of Liverpool Street Station in 1998–9. Excavation 
of a strip of land abutting the railway tracks 
revealed evidence for three major occupation 
phases. A small number of inhumations and 
structures interpreted as burial enclosures are 
likely to represent part of Londinium's northern 
cemetery adjacent to Ermine Street. Whilst the 

course of the latter could not be positively 
identified, ditches, maintained throughout the 
Roman period, provide strong evidence for its 
probable location. Extensive alluviation suggest 
that the site was not attractive to habitation in the 
post-Roman period, though gradual 
encroachment, first in the 11th century under the 
auspices of the priory and hospital of St Mary 
without Bishopsgate (later St Mary Spital) and 
then in the 16th century by suburban expansion, 
foreshadow the eventual absorption of the area 
by the conurbation of post-Fire London. 

The material is well described throughout and the 
author’s balanced and workmanlike account does 
well to illuminate a relatively unremarkable 
sequence. In keeping with other titles in the 
series, the work is excellently illustrated, well 
organised and supported by concise specialist 
appendices, mercifully expressed without 
recourse to abstract terminology. In these 
aspects the book represents a fine work of 
compression of substantial value to our 
understanding of the extra-mural settlement of 
Roman, medieval and post-medieval London. 
However, in the more limited conclusions it 
draws, it calls for a more extended reappraisal of 
suburban development drawing together 
evidence from the now substantial number of 
similar small excavations ringing the City. 
Stuart Brookes 

Urban development in north-west Roman 
Southwark: Excavations 1974–1990 
Carrie Cowan, with contributors 
MoLAS monograph series 16, MoLAS & EH 2003 
209 pp, 125 figs, 65 tables, bib., index, £15.95 

This report is another in the successful MoLAS 
monograph series, and as such produces the 
usual high standards of presentation associated 
with MoLAS publications. For the full benefit of 
the work to be appreciated however, it should be 
noted that this volume is one of a series, 
investigating Roman development of Southwark. 
A companion volume deals with evidence for 
industry discovered at the same sites (Hammer 
2003, see below), while another monograph will 
report on the excavations at Winchester Palace. 
All three volumes combine with the already 

of the medieval features from the site; the result the earlier ditches, this is likely to be because 
of the sustained flooding that characterises the they all follow the same natural topography rather 
area during this period. Finally, although it is true than imply any sort of contemporaneity. 
that the medieval ditch on the site ran parallel to Jim Leary, Pre-Construct Archaeology 
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