
REVIEWS

Stuart P Needham (with contributions from P T  Craddock, M  N Leese, K Matthews, N 
Meeks, J  P Northover and R  F Tylecote) The Petters Late Bronze Age metalwork: an analytical 
study of Thames Valley metalworking in its settlement context, 145 pp, 14 black & white illustrations, 
42 line drawings. British M useum Occasional Paper 70 (1990). ISBN 0 86159 070 8. Price 
Paperback £10.

The discovery of a Bronze Age hoard in an archaeological excavation is an unusual 
occurrence. When that hoard can be linked stratigraphically with elements of a contempor-
ary, seemingly highly organised landscape it deserves the closest study, which the Petters 
Sports Field hoard receives in this volume -  the latest in a series of Occasional Papers to 
be published by the British M useum.

The Petters site lies on the Shepperton or Floodplain terrace of the river Thames, 450m 
south-west of the modern channel and the important Neolithic and late Bronze age sites at 
Runnymede Bridge. The hoard itself comprised 78 pieces of C arp ’s Tongue/Ewart Park 
metalwork, principally socketed axes and sword fragments, and was discovered in two 
caches deposited high within the fill of a large ditch terminal during excavations conducted 
by M artin O ’Connell in 1976-7. It was sealed by a layer containing an assemblage of 
transitional LBA/EIA pottery presumed to post-date the occupation of a num ber of adjacent 
post-built structures. Nine further pieces of metalwork were recovered as single finds from 
amongst LB A occupation debris.

In this volume Stuart Needham presents the definitive account of an interdisciplinary 
metalwork study set in train soon after the hoard’s discovery -  many of whose conclusions 
were summarised in the site report, published by the Society as Research Volume 10 
(O ’Connell 1986). Though in some respects regrettable, separate publication has allowed 
the author more space to marshal and assess the undeniably complex data than would have 
been feasible (or perhaps even desirable) had the full report been presented alongside the 
stratigraphic record as was orginally intended.

The volume is divided into seven Sections. The first six deal with various aspects of the 
hoard itself, and provide a detailed catalogue (1): an examination of its environment, 
condition and surface evidence (2): typology (3): industrial traditions and foreign affiliations 
(4): and metallurgy (5). Section 6 contains a consideration of the organisation and practice 
of metalworking in the Egham area using the differences in typology, weight distributions, 
condition and metal composition between the two hoard caches and the occupation debris.

With the addition of the catalogue as Section 1, summaries of Sections 2 to 6 were 
included with the site report (O ’Connell 1986, 22-60). R  F Tylecote’s brief contribution 
on the immediate environment of the hoard in Section 2 is reproduced verbatim from 
there. The re-numbering of the drawings which illustate Section 3, Typological Analysis, 
is at first sight somewhat confusing when the two reports are compared side by side. 
However, the numbers on the drawings in the site report refer to the small finds num ber 
in Table 2 (O ’Connell 1986, 22-4) while the numbering in the present volume refers to 
the continuous num ber sequence on the extreme left of Table 2 on pages 24-5.

The multi-authored Section 5, The Metallurgy of the Petters Bronzes, described as ‘the 
first detailed [study] of its kind on a C arp ’s Tongue/Ewart Park hoard’, presents a veritable 
battery of highly technical data. Fortunately many of the results reported on are taken up 
in more intelligible terms in Section 6, which makes it clear that two metal ‘sources’ are 
identifiable within the Petters assemblage -  one traceable to one or more ore bodies from



which unalloyed copper material reached the site, and the other to an imported stock of 
alloyed metal from C arp’s Tongue areas'in northern France or the Thames estuary (p 114).

Section 7, Structures, Phasing and Depositional Circumstances at Petters, is the highlight 
of the volume. Here the author offers a telling reappraisal of the structural sequence at the 
site and reviews the dating provided by the metalwork and the pottery. An added bonus is 
the provision of two new radiocarbon measurements which neatly bracket the deposition 
of the hoard caches in the ditch butt to between 895-760 cal BC (BM-2596) and 850-760 
cal BC (BM-1624N). (The six dates originally provided for the site were produced during 
a period of counting errors in the radiocarbon system and are safer ignored.) The section 
concludes with an important contribution to the debate surrounding the bronze-iron 
transition (pps 130-140) and includes a suggested classification of British LB A hoards 
based on their contents (p 138). A further paper on ‘Hoards, hoarding and the switch to 
iron’ is promised.

The reconstruction of the structural evidence (pps 115-123) is compelling, and makes 
better sense of the features observed in Area 4B in particular, though the neatness with 
which the resulting double post-ring round house, Structure 2, fits within the excavated 
area is, to say the least, remarkable! Discussion of the pottery follows on from that 
contained in the original report (O ’Connell 1986, 60-73) in comparing the material 
discovered at Petters with that from Runnymede 300m distant. The author concurs with 
the conclusion drawn there that the bulk of the Petters pottery is a later development of 
the tradition observed at Runnymede, following a marked shift in choice of filler from 
crushed burnt flint to sand (p 125).

The relationship between Runnymede and Petters is certainly close, both spatially and 
temporally, and will doubtless form the subject of continuing scrutiny. At the wider 
regional level, however, future discussion is likely to focus on the relationship between the 
Runnymede-Egham complex and the massive LBA double-ditched circular enclosure at 
Mayfield Farm, East Bedfont, which overlooks the floodplain gravels four miles to the 
north-east. Coincidentally (or perhaps not?) the dimensions and shape of the Mayfield 
enclosure ditches closely match those of the Petters ditch containing the hoard caches . . . .

To conclude: the look of the volume is solid if unspectacular, in line with the house- 
style established for the series. The scholarship, as one would expect of both author and 
parent institution, is of a high order, while the illustrations of Phil Dean and Meredydd 
Moores are justly praised in the acknowledgements. The price too may well encourage 
members of the Society with a serious interest in the period, who already have M artin 
O ’Connell’s site report on their shelves, to invest in a copy. Their money will not have 
been wasted.

REFEREN CE
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10.
JONATHAN COTTON

M ark Bowden, Donnie Mackay & Peter Topping (Editors) From Cornwall to Caithness: Some 
Aspects o f British Field Archaeology: papers presented to Norman V Quinnell. BAR British Series 
209, 1989. 25 articles, 269 pp, 78 plans and illustrations. Price £17.00 post free (paperback)

This book is a comprehensive work of field archaeology dedicated to Norman Quinnell, who 
worked for the Archaeology Division of the Ordnance Survey and the Royal Commission on 
the Historical M onuments of England, as a field archaeologist and surveyor for some 40 
years. The preface also makes it clear that it is also a tribute to the former staff of the OS 
Archaeology Division whose work forms the basis of the Commission’s National Archaeolog-
ical Record and many county Sites and Monuments Records.

Most of the articles illustrate some aspect of the work of the field archaeologist, beginning 
with an inventory of the work of Norman Quinnell by Richard Mead. This includes a



reduced plan of Hembury Hill Fort demonstrating the type of field notes, drawn sections 
etc that appears on the field document to accompany the written report. (Dated 1953) 
There are two papers of a historical nature, one on the work of John  Aubrey, ‘the first 
archaeological surveyor?’ by Hum phrey Welfare. This includes Aubrey’s plan of Avebury. 
The second, Herbert Toms by Richard Bradley who is not so well known but worked with 
Pitt-Rivers. His plans of Cissbury Hill Fort and other earthworks demonstrate the stages 
by which earthwork features were recognised and discussed. Neal Beagrie’s paper on the 
Isles of Scilly deals with the work of the late O ’Neills, complete with an excavations index 
to be incorporated in R C H M (E )’s national index of excavations.

Two problems of archaeological recording in Lincoln are dealt with by Paul Everson. 
An early case of ‘treasure trove’ claimed by Richard II had many difficulties to overcome, 
which were most interesting but remained unresolved. However the lost site of Heynings 
Priory was established, the field assessment being supported by other evidence. This made 
it possible to have a full understanding of the surrounding earthworks, the result of a 
complex history of village shrinkage, landscaping and emparking. Nicholas Johnson and 
Peter Rose deal with the problems of field survey and sites and monuments recording in a 
prolific area in the wild country of Bodmin Moor, Cornwall. There is a very detailed field 
report of Stowes Pound, an enclosure on Bodmin M oor by M artin Fletcher in an attempt 
to get some guidance of dating without excavation.

Prehistoric earthworks on Godsend and H oar Moors, Somerset, together with associated 
field systems, have also received detailed field reports by P Pattison and I S Sainsbury. 
C-14 dates from the area suggest primary occupation in the Neolithic followed by Iron 
Age and Romano-British settlement. Bruce Eagles deals with linear earthworks, barrows 
and celtic fields near Wolbury Hill Fort on Stockbridge Down, Hampshire. His fieldwork 
suggests a list of critical points for excavation. David Scott M cOmish makes a very detailed 
examination of non-hillfort Iron Age occupation in West Wessex, relating settlement pattern 
to excavated sites, suggesting occupation over a long period. This is followed by M ark 
Corney dealing with the multiple ditch systems of Wessex Iron Age, claiming that they 
are an important group which have been neglected, marking a major development in the 
post-hillfort landscape. Castle Ditch Hill Fort, Eddisbury, Cheshire by W D Cocroft, N 
Jecock and W  R  Wilson-North demonstrate how field examination can lead to a re-
assessment of excavation results. Burnt Mounds in Sutherland and Caithness by Keith 
Blood does in fact discuss the extensive prehistoric settlement of these counties. It also 
highlights the work of the OS field archaeologists in recording many new sites and reporting 
on the many types of settlement in areas where very little systematic archaeological work 
has been done. Peter Topping ends the prehistoric section with the survival of cord rig 
agriculture in Northumberland, discussing the type of settlement in association with the 
fields.

The medieval section begins with two papers on earthwork castles; at East Chelborough, 
Dorset by Carenza Lewis and Hamstead Marshall, Berks by D J  Bonney and C J  Dunn. 
These castles are usually easy to recognise but the complete earthworks involved and the 
system of defence requires a more careful study. In the former paper we have paired 
mottes and in the second, three mottes in one parish. There are interesting discussions on 
the reasons for a num ber of mottes being located close together. Vivien Swan and Donnie 
Mackay, using a detailed survey, discuss a new site for the lost village of Roxby, Thornton 
Dale.

The survey and record of the remains of the 16th century house and gardens of Howley 
Hall, West Yorkshre is a model well worth following, by Stewart Ainsworth; and C C 
Taylor’s survey and report of Somersham Palace, Cambs is another fine piece of recording. 
The garden earthworks at Moreton Corbet Castle, Shropshire by W R  Wilson-North 
demonstrates the importance of survey in their interpretation. Rabbit farming in the 18th 
century at Beardown W arren, Dartmoor by Simon Probert demonstrates the dietary 
importance of this form of protein. Some fifty pillow mounds exist. This name was coined



by O  G S Crawford for the man-made mounds designed to encourage burrowing and 
breeding in a controlled manner. Roger Leach re-assesses part of the medieval defences of 
Bristol, and Charles Thomas disscusses the later fortifications of St M ary’s, Scilly. The 
final paper deals with leprosy in Devon and Cornwall by John  H art which offers some 
ideas on discovering lost hospital sites.

I think this book was worthy of a higher standard of printing and production, despite 
the additional cost. However everyone concerned in its production should be congratulated 
on producing it in eight months. I would have liked to have seen an index and a list of 
abbreviations. Members of the Surrey Archaeological Society engaged on field archaelogy 
would do well to read it.

FRED HASTINGS

Nick M errim an, Prehistoric London, 48pp, 86 illustrations. Published by M useum of London, 
London H M SO , price £4.95 ISBN 0 11 290447 5

Prehistoric London is available from H M SO  Bookshops, Agents and through all good 
bookshops but is designed principally to attract the casual visitor at the M useum of London. 
In this it must surely succeed. The glossy cover, the first line in publicity, is well chosen, 
depicting, from an aerial time machine, the Late Bronze Age enclosure at Carshalton set 
in its contemporary fields with views northward to the Thames.

The text is split into three sections: an introduction covering the geology and formation 
of the London Basin; the Hunters of the Ice Age and Farmers and Traders. Nick M erriman 
guides the reader throughout with easy to read text, excellent diagrams and photographs 
of the highest order. The reconstruction scenes of the past range from the workmanlike 
pen drawings by Derek Lucas to the dream (or sometimes nightmare!) paintings by Alan 
Sorrell and Frank Gardiner. This does not however detract from the balance of the booklet 
as it allows the reader to use his or her own imagination.

As well as attracting the casual reader, the good design and freedom from major 
grammatical or factual errors, Prehistoric London should make an excellent teaching medium 
for schools. For the biliophile however the booklet is so thin that it will become lost in the 
bookshelf or disappear among a pile of magazines and holiday brochures. That said, and 
£4.95 could only pay for a publication of that size, the more serious reader can now realise 
what the M useum  of London and H M SO  can do. The inside of the back cover states, 
‘No general overview of prehistoric London has been published.’ Perhaps now the time is
r i n e  ROGER ELLABY

Ronald Michell, The Parish of Beddington in the Year 1837, Beddington, Carshalton & 
W allington Archaeological Society Occasional Paper No 3, Revised Edition, 1991, £3.

Despite their importance as royal manors, Beddington and Wallington have not received 
the am ount of attention due to them from historians. Apart from the VCH1 there have 
been no real general studies of the area since J  Williams’ Historical Notes on Wallington2 of 
1873 (oddly missing from the bibliographical references here) and Bentham ’s History of 
Beddington (1923).3 There has been some excellent work on individual topics like Keith 
P ryer’s account of the Beddington Portion and on Beddington Park House by members of 
the Carew M anor Group, but the absence of a wider overview makes all the more welcome 
the republication of Ron Michell’s detailed analysis of the area, originally produced in 
1975 to m ark European Architectural Heritage Year and now sadly reprinted in memory 
of its author. The actual revisions are relatively slight, a tribute to the accuracy of the 
original text, although many of the numerous illustrations have been redrawn, and it is a 
testimony to the efforts of the BC&W Archaeological Society itself that Michell’s record of



the demolition of old buildings has not had to be added to during the past two decades. 
As he shows, in 1837 Beddington and Wallington (including Hackbridge) were still very 
much rural communities with few employment opportunities outside of agriculture, service 
to the many country houses of the gentry, or a num ber of watermills and bleaching works: 
the real transformation into London suburbs took place after the arrival of the railway in 
Wallington and not until the early years of the present century in Beddington. The date, 
chosen because it marked Queen Victoria’s accession, is treated very flexibly, and there is 
a wealth of information from both earlier and later periods. My only faint criticism of the 
revision is that perhaps some of the archaeological and medieval material might have been 
more extensvely updated with reference to things like the Beddington Rom an villa and the 
relationship with places such as Bandon and Woodcote. But that is a minor matter, and 
although the price has risen dramatically from its initial 40p, this pamphlet is still an 
extremely valuable and worthwhile production.

REFEREN CES
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M IC H A E L  W IL K S

Roderick Gradidge, The Surrey Style, published by the Surrey Historic Buildings Trust, 
1991, price £15.95

Roderick Gradidge is an architect and architectural historian and an authority on Edwin 
Lutyens and the Arts and Crafts Movement. His book is sponsored by the Surrey Historic 
Buildings Trust to further their aim of preserving historic buildings in the county.

W hat exactly is the Surrey Style? The answer is more obvious to an architect than to 
the layman. A layman might be forgiven for thinking that it referred to the historic 
architecture of Surrey, indeed the vernacular architecture. In fact it has the very much 
more limited definition understood by architects and concerns the style developed by such 
as Lutyens for large country houses in the second half of the 19th century. It was based 
on a Victorian view of the traditional architecture of the county, a view which was to say 
the least somewhat romantic. M odern research into vernacular architecture presents a 
rather different picture. Unfortunately the book does not make the distinction clear and 
strays into the Surrey vernacular, creating a potential trap for the casual reader. It appears 
to be a distinction which the author does not appreciate.

The book is divided into two sections, the first dealing with buildings (largely houses) in 
general and the second part with the detailing of those buildings. The first chapter relates 
to the architects and artists who were concerned with domestic architecture in the late 19th 
century, people like Helen Allingham who painted the cottages of an earlier age and 
Lutyens who designed large country houses in an allegedly comparable style. The second 
chapter is concerned with additions to an old building (and here the distinction between 
‘Arts and Crafts’ and vernacular begins to get blurred). In the author’s view additions 
should be ‘in the m anner in which . . . the' original designer might have done’. The next 
two chapters are concerned with the developement of what Gradidge calls (p 51) ‘The 
Surrey Style’ using case studies of additions to both minor and major timber-framed 
buildings by men like Ralph Nevill and Philip Webb in the period up to the first world 
war. The final two chapters show how ‘The New Surrey Style’ was developed from that 
earlier work in houses such as Holmwood, Holmbury St M ary (by Norman Shaw for 
himself) and Orchards, Goldalming (by Lutyens) and then how such houses have been 
extended. The book is well illustrated with photographs, several of them coloured, sketches 
and plans. Almost without exception the illustrations are 50 to 100 years old. Several of



the coloured photographs are of Helen Allingham’s pictures and the- sketches and plans 
include many by Nevill and Curtis Green of much the same date.

The book is a period piece, but how relevant is it to any but the strictly limited num ber 
of large Surrey houses of late-Victorian and Edwardian date? The basis of the book is the 
knowledge of vernacular architecture in the mid-Victorian period, ‘when every young 
architect was studying vernacular architecture’ (p 13), whilst the ‘authentic’ details have 
been ‘plundered’. . ‘quite shamelessly’ from books of that period. Admittedly Nevill and 
Curtis Green were excellent draughtsmen and it may be that they are consequently 
seductive. However, much has been discovered since they were on the scene. The limited 
state of their knowledge is well illustrated on p 81 where Curtis G reen’s drawing of the 
Lingfield Guest House roof shows a hybrid crown post and clasped purlin structure, two 
quite incompatible types. So much has been done in recent years to extend our knowledge 
of vernacular architecture (not least in Surrey) that to rely on a late-Victorian understanding 
is hardly impressive.

There is indeed no indication that the author is aware of the current state of knowledge 
of vernacualr architecture in the county. To say (p 100) that it is rare to see ‘half-timbered 
buildings in Surrey’ implies that the author is unaware that surveys by, for example, the 
Domestic Buildings Research Group suggest that the num ber of timber-framed buildings 
in the county num ber at least 3,000 or 4,000. It is not surprising then to read (p 81) that 
because Hewitt, in his English Historic Carpentry, hardly mentions Surrey buildings they are 
of such little importance nationally. H ewitt’s book, in spite of its title, was based largely 
on his Essex and cathedral studies. Nor is it surprising, although somewhat disappointing, 
to see reference to king posts as a term for the member between tie beam and collar purlin, 
rather than crown posts; the term king post was discarded some 20 or 30 years ago. And 
what greater error could there be than to suggest that ‘quite often [crown post] trusses 
were not intended to be seen in Surrey, a plaster ceiling being run under the tie beam ’, 
absolute nonsense for original crown posts. O ther points of relating to the section on 
building details are questionable too. Ledged and braced and framed, ledged and braced 
doors for cottages, illustrated on p 126, may be allright for 20th century cottages but they 
were not to be found in early ones: for such cottages simple versions of those doors shown 
on p 128 would be appropriate.

This book will be of interest to students of late 19th and early 20th century country 
houses in Surrey but it is not the answer for those who want information and advice on 
styles and details appropriate to the refurbishment of the many truly vernacular buildings 
in the county. They unfortunately will have to wait; perhaps for the Historic Buildings 
Trust to sponsor another book?

R EFEREN CE
Hewett, C A, 1980 English Historic Carpentry

P J G R A Y

Peter Gray, Blechingley village and parish, an exploration o f the visible history. 46pp, numerous 
maps and illustrations. Published by Bletchingley Parish Council, 1991. Price £3, obtainable 
from the author at Doggetts, Blackberry Lane, Lingfield, RH 7 6NH

M r G ray’s slim booklet of 46 pages introduces the reader to the topography and buildings 
of the parish of Blechingley (historically the name of the village was spelt without a ‘T ’). 
It is clear that the booklet is aimed very much at the local resident or possible walker of 
the local footpaths. The sketch-maps are perhaps a little too sketchy for serious footpath 
following. Throughout the written descriptions are illustrated by John  Chisnall, with nicely



produced line drawings. These are a great help and enliven the text. However, to draw 
some of the buildings twice is rather an indulgence in such a slim volume.

The booklet is a pleasure to read but it is unfortunate that it does not include rather 
more information to put the parish in its context within Surrey. It would be useful if a 
future edition could include some references to the conservation area boundaries, listed 
building and ancient monument status of the various properties.

D j  FOWLER

S E D Fortescue & E A Crosland, The Howard Vault, St Nicolas Church, Great Bookham. 
Leatherhead & District Local History Society, 1991, Occasional Paper No 4. 12 pp. 
Obtainable from the Hon Secretary, Miss J  Fuller, 6 Siddons Close, Ashtead, Surrey, 
price £2

“ The deep discovery of the subterranean world” never ceases to be exciting, even when it 
is no more than a few inches beneath the turf of a churchyard. This well-produced and 
fully illustrated pamphlet records the rediscovery (during the laying of a gas pipe), and the 
subsequent exploration and recording, of the lost -  or more correctly mislaid -  Howard 
burial vault. In it, we learn, now lie sixteen members of the family which owned the 
manor of Great Bookham from 1550-1801, and from 1626 Eastwick also, where they had 
a house.

The vault, south of the tower, appears to have been constructed in, or certainly by, 
1743. The oldest coffin found in it is that of General Francis Howard, first Earl of 
Effingham, who died in February in that year. From this date until 1857, when it was 
opened for the burial of the second of two Vyse grandchildren of Field Marshall Sir George 
Howard (d 1796), all members of the Howard family who were buried in Great Bookham 
were interred in the vault, no monuments being placed within the church or above ground. 
(Conversely, those members of the family commemorated in the church are not in the 
vault). Though not referred to by M anning and Bray or the Victoria County History, it was 
known to the Churchwarden E H Sharp who wrote a short account of the church in 1910, 
and who seems have been in it, and is mentioned by P W  Johnston, who knew exactly 
where it was, in his article on the church in SyAC 27 (1914).

Entry to the vault was made by knocking a hole in the wall at the west end. It was open 
for four days in July 1990. During this time measurements were taken, and a complete 
photographic survey made. This has been deposited in the Society’s Library, where it can 
be consulted on request.

The paper opens with a short historical introduction on family and vault. This is followed 
by a description of the three-bayed brick vault, with site plan and longitudinal section. 
The coffins, and those in them, are next dealt with, bay by bay. A plan (no compass 
point) shows the arrangement of the coffins, and a family tree the relationships of the 
occupants. The Appendix lists 'H ow ard Family Burials, or Believed Burials’ at this church 
1633-1734, and 'Burials in Howard Vault, 1743-1857’, thirty nine in all. The vault will 
not be lost again, and we may assume will not need to be examined for some time to 
come.

W hen given so much, it seems churlish to ask for more. This reader, perhaps always 
impertinently curious, remains unsatisfied. For those who, in this age of genealogy, are 
unable to visit a church, to have the full text of monumental inscriptions printed (as in 
M anning & Bray), is invaluable. I hope that the complete inscriptions on the coffin plates, 
or on the walls above the coffins, are included in the deposited survey (better a transcript 
than a rather difficult to read photo, as on page 6). Whose (it could help with dating the 
vault ?) were the initials on the northern jam b of the entrance at the east end: 'B .M . 
1743’? And 'T .W . 1857’, also on the entrance jamb? Were these churchwardens? O r 
builders? Were all avenues of search tried in vain?



One is left with some uncertainty about Howard burials in general. It is perhaps asking 
too much of a small pamphlet to expect an explanation of why only these members of the 
family (and those listed 1633-1743) were buried in Great Bookham, and not others. But it 
is not too much to expect an indication of how much of the information about the burials 
comes from the parish registers. It should be stated that no register survives before 1632. 
W hat does 'Believed Burials’ mean? Rash is he who questions a parish register without a 
very good cause; the six Howard infants whose burials are not recorded at Great Bookham 
were almost certainly buried somewhere else, perhaps where Granny lived.

It should be pointed out to those who wonder how a seventeenth coffin said to have 
been seen by Sharp could have been spirited away since 1910, that he does not say there 
were seventeen coffins, but “ coffins of seventeen members of the Howard family” . Does 
one contain an infant buried with its unfortunate mother?
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