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Excavations by Wessex Archaeology, in advance o f redevelopment on the site o f the former Battersea Flour 
M ills, revealed traces o f medieval and early post-medieval structures likely to represent outbuildings o f the 
manor o f Battersea, which is thought to have been located nearby.

The principal discovery was the truncated remains o f the post-medieval manor house, a substantial 
building built in an H-plan in the late 16th or early 17th century. The structural remains included a well- 
preserved portion o f a brick-built cellar in the south wing and the ground plan o f much o f the north wing o f 
the building. Subsequent additions included the construction o f a new wing in the late 1 7th century, the 
riverside wall o f which was faced with fine ashlar blocks. These blocks were clearly re-used in this wall, 
and the masons’ marks on them suggest that they originally belonged to a high-status medieval or early post- 
medieval structure. Much o f the post-medieval manor house complex was demolished in the late 18th 
century, and the site occupied by malthouses and a mill complex.

Documentary studies have been able to shed significant light both on the results o f the excavation o f the 
medieval and post-medieval phases and on the development ofBattersea as a whole.

Introduction
PROJE CT BACKGROUND

In 1997 Wessex Archaeology was commissioned by Taylor-Woodrow Property Company 
Ltd to carry out an archaeological excavation on the site of the former Rank Hovis 
MacDougall flour mill at Battersea (T Q , 26837 76909; fig 1). This was undertaken in 
advance of redevelopment of the site for residential apartments. It followed earlier 
evaluations by the Museum of London Archaeology Service (MoLAS) of the southern half 
of the site in 1991, and of the northern half by Wessex Archaeology in 1996 (fig 1) (Bruce 
1992; Wessex Archaeology 1997). Both evaluations revealed evidence of medieval and 
post-medieval activity, including remains of the post-medieval manor house. It was also 
established that the northern third of the site had been heavily disturbed by modern 
construction activity, which was likely to have destroyed any archaeological structures or 
deposits. 

The site lies to the east of the present line of the river Th
Church Road. It is immediately to the north-east of the northern boundary wall of St 
Mary’s Church. The site lies within an Archaeological'Priority Area as defined by the 
Local Planning Authority Unitary Development Plan (UDP) and it was known to have 
varying levels of archaeological potential for a number of periods.



Fig 1 Battersea Flour Mills: site location. (Reproduced by kind permission of the Ordnance Survey, €> Crown 
Copyright NC/01/24321)



TOPOGRAPHY AND GE OLOGY

At the time of excavation the development site was relatively flat. The surface height of the 
concrete apron covering it was approximately 5m O D  between Battersea Church Road to 
the east and the current river wall to the west. The face of the latter drops some 4m down 
to the mean Thames water level.

The site lies on river Thames flood plain deposits which sloped gradually towards the 
river from the eastern edge of the site. These deposits were recorded at a depth of c 3.5m 
O D  at the eastern edge and at 2.17m O D  at the western edge of the site. This slope may 
represent the north-western limit of the gravel island upon which the initial settlement at 
Battersea was built (see Phillpotts below). The underlying deposits consisted of gravel to 
the north and alluvial deposits to the south, possibly marking the south-west limit of the 
gravel island.

ARCHAE OLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

Excavations in 1975-8 at Althorpe Grove (cTQ2686 7679), to the south-east of the site, 
revealed traces of prehistoric and Roman activity, and evidence for Middle Saxon and 
medieval settlement (Blackmore & Cowie, 2001, this volume 67-92). Activity in the second 
half of the 8th century was indicated by artefactual evidence. Occupation appears to have 
ceased temporarily during the second half of the 9th century.

The site excavated in 1996-7 might lie within the Domesday estate of Battersea, and 
has been suggested as a possible site of the late Saxon and early medieval manorial 
complex, which is known to have existed in the area (Smallwood 1969, 72). This assumes 
that the post-medieval manor house of Battersea represented a continuation of an earlier 
use. Although most of the post-medieval manor house was demolished in the late 18th 
century, part of the building — the northern wing — was incorporated in the flour mills, 
and survived until the 1920s. From 1778 onwards the site was used for flour milling 
(northern half) and maltings (southern half). In 1925 the makings were closed and the 
flour mills expanded. The site continued in use as a flour mill until 1992, when the mill was 
finally closed. 

The excavations
Evaluation trenches excavated by M oLAS in 1991 exposed extensive remains of a post- 
medieval manorial complex and a fine ashlar-faced wall thought to be of late 15th or early 
16th century date (Bruce 1991). These included what was believed to be one wing of the 
H-plan post-medieval manor house and the remains of two ancillary building ranges. A  
number of undated features contained quantities of burnt flint and were thought to be 
prehistoric in date.

In December 1996 Wessex Archaeology excavated four small trenches (fig 1, F -I ; 
Wessex Archaeology 1997). These revealed structural remains of the 17th century manor 
house comprising a wide brick wall associated with a brick-lined drain and a polygonal 
brick wall to the south, with a curvilinear brick wall and stone-lined sewer to the north 
(trench F). Additional features included foundations of modern buildings (trenches G , H  
and I) and a number of undated postholes (trench G).

The excavated area of the 1997 investigations covered approximately 3400m2 of the 
total development area of c0.92 hectares (fig 1). This area encompassed part of the 
footprint of the proposed development, with an extension of the trench to the south-west 
to investigate the ashlar-faced wall encountered in the 1991 evaluation. The main 
objectives of the archaeological excavation were to establish and record the extent of the 
medieval and post-medieval manor houses and any pre-manorial deposits, and to define 
and record the evidence for 16th century or earlier river defences.



The overlying concrete was broken up and removed by mechanical excavator. 
Subsequently, all layers of modern rubble, disturbance and abandoned services were 
removed by machine in spits, using a toothless bucket and under constant archaeological 
supervision. Stripping ceased as soon as archaeological structures or features were reached. 
Some modern features such as reinforced concrete foundations and very deep brick wall 
foundations were left in situ, as their removal could have damaged archaeological features 
or deposits. All subsequent work was undertaken by hand, with features cleaned, recorded 
and excavated according to the project specification. All deposits, structural elements, 
samples and artefacts were recorded using Wessex Archaeology’s pro forma recording 
sheets in accordance with Wessex Archaeology’s Fieldwork Recording Manual (Wessex 
Archaeology 1994).

The archive will be deposited with the Museum of London in due course under the 
archive code BCD96.

R esults
The excavations revealed four major phases of activity, the earliest of which consisted of a 
number of medieval structures, possibly associated with the nearby manorial complex 
(phase 1). Subsequent phases included two periods of post-medieval construction related 
to Battersea Manor House (phases 2 and 3) and numerous buildings associated with the 
late post-medieval malt-houses and flour mills along with substantial remains of the 1925 
flour mills (phase 4).

PHASE i: M E D IE V A L   I 2 TH TO I4 T H  CENTURIES (fig 2)
The exact location of the contemporary riverbank is uncertain. The excavated features, 
however, lay some 40m south-east of the river frontage shown on 18th century maps, 
r50m from that recorded in the 19th century maps, and 65-70m to the south-east of the 
present river frontage. A  break in slope was noted running roughly north-south through 
the middle of the excavation area in the surface of the underlying gravels and probably 
represents the natural high water mark of the river and the limit of the gravel island on 
which Battersea was initially sited.

The earliest evidence for activity on the site comprised three structures, along with 
various shallow ditches, drainage gullies, isolated pits and postholes cut into the Thames 
gravel terrace. Pottery and other artefacts recovered from these features suggest a 12th- 
1.4th century date. Two of the structures (1407 and 1582) occupy the highest points of the 
gravel terrace recorded on the site, while the third (1583) lies on lower ground against the 
western edge of the site.

Structure 1407

This structure lay on the eastern edge of the site, and was of two phases. The first phase 
consisted of two roughly parallel lines of postholes and associated ditches. Ditch 1420 ran 
roughly south-east to north-west from the eastern edge of the site, and was bounded along 
its south-western edge by a row of small postholes (1451, 1453, 1455, 1457 and 1459). Only 
a small stretch of this feature survived destruction by subsequent activity. To the south, 
ditch 1543 ran south-west to north-east, roughly at right-angles to ditch 1420. A  second 
line of postholes followed a similar alignment to those associated with ditch 1420, and lay 
r6m to the south-west (1429, 1439, 1443, 1447 and 1481). Some of these postholes were 
partially truncated by the ditch for the later structure. It is unclear what these two lines of 
postholes represent as they were generally insubstantial and possibly partially truncated by 
later activity.





The second phase of this structure closely followed the alignment of the earlier features, 
cutting through several of them, suggesting a re-use of existing limits or boundaries. This 
consisted of a well-defined U-sectioned ditch, of which three sides were recorded. The area 
enclosed by this ditch measured roughly 7 x 4m, although its full extent could not be 
recorded. Excavated sections through the ditch revealed shallow, single context slightly 
silty fills, which produced pottery sherds of 12th-14th century date. A  single sherd of post- 
medieval glazed redware was also recovered from one of these sections, and is thought to 
be intrusive. Two oval pits lay within this structure (1501 and 1503). The former contained 
a single sherd of 12th-13th century pottery. This rectangular structure may have been 
used for grain storage, as charred grain recovered from the internal pits contained little 
chaff, suggesting localized cereal processing and storage.

Structure 1583

A  second medieval structure lay to the west of structure 1407, on a roughly north-western 
to south-eastern alignment. This comprised two parallel ditches (1472 and 1512), which 
may have functioned as beamslots, defining a building some 6m wide and at least 10m 
long. There was no certain evidence for the south-eastern extent of this structure, while 
the north-western extent lay beyond the edge of excavation. The fill of pit 1497, which lay 
within the limits of this structure contained sherds of 12th-13th century pottery. A  series 
of small pits and postholes dug into the southernmost possible beamslot and a ditch, 1470, 
which cut ditch 1472 for much of its length, may represent a second phase of construction 
in this area, although there is no coherent pattern to their distribution.

Structure 1582

A  possible timber structure was excavated in the north-eastern corner of the site. A  group 
of eight postholes appeared to form a sub-rectangular structure, measuring 5 x 3.5m and 
with an east-west axis. However, the form and dimensions of these features vary 
considerably and there were no datable finds.

Otherfeatures

Other features assigned to this phase appear to represent either the remains of agricultural 
features in the form of shallow gullies, or drainage ditches (1405 and 1499). These generally 
ran on a south-east to north-west alignment towards the river. The exceptions to this were 
three shallow gullies (1386, 1388 and 1390) in the northern area of the site which ran 
perpendicular to the established pattern. Gully 1386 contained a single sherd of medieval 
pottery of 12th-13th century date and a medieval horseshoe, probably of similar date.

PHASE  21 POST-ME DIE VAL  I 6tH  TO E ARLY I 7TH CENTURY ( fig  3 )

Three sides (1402 and 1460) of what appeared to be the north-western end of a semi-
subterranean room were exposed in the middle of the site. These comprised mortared 
layers of re-used roof tiles laid on ragstone foundations. The latter consisted of irregular 
blocks laid in a foundation trench and bonded with clay. Wall 1402 survived in this form to 
a maximum height of 0.32m with 1460 surviving to a height of 0.62m, above which the 
tiles were replaced by bricks, presumably in a later re-use of these foundations. A  large 
vertical limestone pillar acted as the corner stone in the junction between walls 1402 and 
1460, and may also have formed part of a door frame. From the surviving dimensions of 
the room and floor, it is thought likely that this room,had an east-west axis, and that much 
of it was destroyed by the later construction of the flour mills.

The room was floored with a layer of mortared bricks (1461), laid in lines of stretchers. 
The floor sloped towards the centre of the room which was marked by a single row of





stretchers at right-angles to the common direction, and which sloped from west to east. 
This would have enabled the floor to be easily drained. Fragments of leaded window glass 
were found in the demolition layer (1384) which sealed the brick floor. This leaded glass 
(see finds report) indicates a mid-late 16th century date for the room, as do both the brick 
forms and the wall construction. This may represent a phase of activity prior to the 
construction of the post-medieval manor house. The similarity in alignment between this 
room and the later phase 3 manor house suggests that the former continued in use at least 
until the construction of the latter. This is supported by the evidence for the rebuilding of 
portions of wall 1460 using later bricks than those used in floor 1461, and by the pottery 
recovered from the destruction debris covering the floor (late 17th or 18th century). This 
suggests that this part of the building was demolished at the same time as the major part of 
the phase 3 manor house.

Further evidence for this earlier structural phase comprised a single tile-built wall 
foundation (1217) and associated brick wall (1308). The former was aligned north-west to 
south-east and situated c 1 lm to the south-west of the sunken room. A  6.5m length of this 
wall had survived, although it was cut at either end by walls associated with the south 
range of the phase 3 manor house (see below). Some lm to the south-west of this, a short 
stretch of wall 1308 ran parallel to 1217, with a longer stretch continuing to the south-
west. This may represent the corner of another building. As with the remains of the sunken 
room, these walls may have been incorporated within the later manor house. A  shallow 
ditch (1541) in the south-western corner of the site contained the in-situ remains of a lead 
pipe. Pottery from the fill of this ditch dates to the 16th or 17 th centuries, and the pipe may 
have supplied water to the buildings.

The excavations produced no other structural remains attributable to this phase, and 
those that did survive were all subject to significant damage by the phase 3 manor house 
and later flour mill constructions. These remains are thought likely to represent structures 
associated with the manor house owned by the Rydons in the 16th century, although not 
part of the manor house itself. However, they and the associated finds are too fragmentary 
to enable an accurate picture of their status to be formed.

Although the evidence for this phase of occupation on the site is relatively insubstantial, 
the fragments excavated clearly foreshadowed the development of the later, post-medieval 
manor house, and in the case of the semi-subterranean room were incorporated within the 
later building.

PHASE 3 : POST-MEDIEVAL  I 7TH TO LATE I 8tH CENTURY (fig 4)
Much of the plan of the phase 3 manor house was revealed during the course of excavation. 
The overall plan was a shallow H-shape, with a north and a south range linked by a cross 
range facing out towards the river. Contemporary maps indicate that there were extensive 
formal gardens to the north and east. All three ranges appear to have been built of brick. 
Archaeological and documentary evidence indicates that this building is likely to have 
been built in the early 17th century, probably by the St John family.

The north range

The excavation exposed all that survived of the northern range. This was the most 
complete of the three wings, despite considerable damage caused by the flour mills (see 
below). This higher degree of survival was certainly due in part to the incorporation of this 
wing into the first flour mill complex and its subsequent continued use until the substantial 
remodelling of the flour mills in 1925.

The more complete north-western end of this range was divided into at least three 
rooms and appears to have contained domestic apartments. The largest room contained a 
substantial double fireplace (1109) built into the north-eastern wall (1103). Two fireplaces
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were constructed at an oblique angle, both to the external wall and each other, so that 
each utilized the same central pier. This may indicate the line of an internal partition, with 
the two fireplaces placed in the corners of respective rooms. Both fireplaces were lined with 
brick and had mortared floors. They were set only slightly into the line of the external wall 
of the building, and appear to have used a single, wide chimney, which survived as a 
thickening of the wall at this point. Photographs in Battersea Library of this portion of the 
east wing c 1911, show that this chimney was substantial enough to have served a second 
set of fireplaces in the room above. This double fireplace was clearly inserted after the 
construction of a brick-lined channel, 1107, which ran along the north-eastern wall. This 
consisted of a brick and mortar floor bounded to the south-west by a small wall, two 
courses thick, and to the north-east by the main wall of the building. The original purpose 
of this feature is unclear, although it may have functioned as a drain. In order to 
accommodate the double fireplace, part of the channel was removed, and the brick floor 
partially mortared over to provide a base. The construction of the double fireplace 
presumably rendered the brick-lined channel obsolete.

A  semi-circular wall (1110) first exposed in evaluation trench F  was found to be a later 
addition to the original building. It butted the north-eastern wall of the manor house, and 
was built of different bricks. Photographs indicate that it formed the foundation of a single-
storey bay window, possibly added during the use of this range as part of the mill complex.

The smaller north-western room contained a further fireplace (1104), set into its north-
eastern wall. This semi-circular fireplace, on a rectangular foundation, appears to have 
been a later insertion. A  shallow brick-lined drain (1140) excavated in the western corner 
of this room may be related to the later use of this wing. This room is that described in a 
17th century will as being wainscoted with cedar. It was later known as Pope’s Parlour.

Walls 1108, 1120 and 1167 appear to form the remains of a relatively large room, 
probably a widening of the north wing, and may indicate the approximate location of the 
cross-wing. No internal features were identified, although photographs show a door and 
porch in the north-eastern wall at this point.

Contemporary features were noted in the area to the north-east of this wing, including a 
circular brick pier or base of uncertain function (1105) and a brick-lined soakaway (1115) 
fed by three drains (1113, 1114 and 1392). These presumably removed excess water from 
the northern range. Excavation of a short stretch of 1113 revealed a primitive T J ’ bend in 
the drain, which may have acted as a silt trap.

The southern wall of the north range was in a poor state of preservation and had been 
sandwiched between two walls from the later malthouse and flour mills (see below). Two 
internal walls (1102 and 1 1 1 1 ) also survived in fragmentary form.

The heavily truncated south-eastern end of the range survived against the eastern limit 
of the site. This consisted of a narrow room, the south-eastern extent of which was formed 
by wall 1160. This end of the range is narrower than the north-western end, as suggested 
by cartographic information (see discussion). No internal features were identified, although 
a small recess in the north-eastern wall led into a small rectangular brick-lined drain 
(1166). .

A  brick-lined well (1151) was found 6m south of the north range’s southern wall. This 
appears to have been within the open garden area between the ranges. The well was later 
capped with brick and re-used as a soakaway.

The cross range

No traces of the cross-range were found, although the cellar corridor examined in the 
south range lead towards the northern range and may mark the line of the original east 
wall of this range. The phase 2 semi-subterranean room also appears to have been 
incorporated into the cross-range, but the cellars of the modern flour mills heavily 
damaged much of this area.



The south range

The southern range survived in a far more fragmentary state than the north. The remains 
of this range consisted of a well-preserved brick-built cellar, two walls and a number of 
drains.

The south-eastern extent of this range appears to be indicated by walls 1237 and 1238. 
Wall 1237 shares a similar alignment to wall 1217, a phase 2 tile-built wall. It is possible 
that 1217 remained in use in this later period, possibly as a foundation for a brick wall. 
The only other walls belonging to this range are walls 1295 and 1286, which ran parallel 
to each other. Neither is sufficiently well-preserved to enable firm conclusions about their 
form or function to be drawn. However, wall 1295 appears to follow closely the likely line 
of the south-western wall of this range, from which the cellar projected to the south-west. 
A  series of surfaces (1179-80 and 1182-3) which appear to be contemporaneous were 
uncovered to the south of wall 1286, in the south-western corner of the range. These varied 
from crushed chalk to crushed brick layers mixed in with dark sandy silt occupation 
deposits, and may represent layers of construction or demolition debris.

At its most substantial, the cellar probably measured some 1 lm in length and 5-6m in 
width, and was 1.4m deep at its deepest part (fig 5). The original eastern limit of the cellar 
is thought to have been wall 1226 which, as well as forming the south-eastern wall, also 
formed the north-eastern extent. This interpretation is supported by the differential facing 
of wall 1225, which is neatly faced only as far as the junction with 1226. Thereafter, the 
facing is untidy and the mortar heavily ‘slobbered5. At this time, access to the cellar is likely 
to have been through the corridor to the north of wall 1225. The construction of a later 
addition to the cellar led to the levelling of the north-eastern stretch of 1226. The area of 
brick flooring (1229) within the confines of 1225 and 1226 consisted of lines of stretchers 
laid north-west to south-east and bisected by a single line of stretchers aligned north-east 
to south-west. Set into the eastern corner of this floor was a small rectangular limestone 
block. A  slot carved into the top of this block probably enabled it to be lifted out of place, 
and suggests that it may have functioned as a crude soakaway, allowing excess liquid in the 
cellar to drain into the underlying gravels. The full extent of the cellar and the range is 
likely to be defined by the survival of a small fragment of wall to the south (1375).

To the north-west of wall 1225, a corridor ran alongside the cellar and continued to the 
north-east. It is likely that the continuation of 1225 in this direction formed the eastern 
wall of the cross-wing, and that this corridor ran underneath part of this wing., A  short 
stretch of later walling (1224) was added to the south-western end of 1225, possibly to act 
as a blocking wall for an entrance or as a partition wall. This corridor was floored with 
both brick and ceramic floor tiles. The area of brick flooring (1222) covered the south-
western end of the corridor and generally consisted of lines of stretchers interspersed with 
occasional headers laid on a similar axis to floor 1229. The main exception to this pattern 
lay in the eastern corner of this flooring where the pattern was disrupted to create a border 
for a small area of tiling.

The tiling appears to have been laid in two separate sections. The smaller of the two 
tiled areas occupies a small area within a wider expanse of brick flooring. These tiles were 
generally large plain terracotta tiles, occasionally cut to fit smaller spaces. Five of the tiles 
within this floor showed traces of having been glazed — four with a yellow glaze over a 
white slip and a fifth with a green glaze over a white slip. All were laid alongside the edge 
of wall 1225, underneath a light shaft. This light shaft was 1.06m wide, and consisted of a 
recess in the upper courses of the wall faced with sloping bricks. The second area of tiling 
formed the floor in the wider stretch of corridor, and also consisted largely of large plain 
terracotta tiles. Two of these bore traces of green glaze laid over a white slip. Both of these 
were laid adjacent to wall 1225 underneath a light shaft. This second light shaft was 
originally at least 0.6m long and consisted of a stepped recess in the upper courses of the 
wall.
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Fig 5 Battersea Flour Mills: phase 3 cellar (detail)

A  single vertical slot, cut into the bricks forming the north-western face of wall 1226, 
may indicate the location of an internal division. This was 0. 1m wide, 0.2m deep, and 
rectangular in profile. This shaft was created during the construction of the cellar, and is 
thought likely to have held a wooden post. The brickwork forming the lowest part of the 
wall was built around this shaft, and it is likely that this slot is related to the construction of 
the.cellar. . .

At some point during its life, the cellar was extended to the north-east. Access into the 
cellar was down a flight of six steps (1231) in the north-eastern wall of the range. These



took the form of eleven shallow brick steps, with wooden sleepers laid on each alternate 
brick step to form six broader and taller steps, of which the wooden sleepers formed the 
leading edge. The locations of these wooden sleepers were marked by plaster lined sockets 
set into the side walls of the stairs, with the lowest socket still containing fragments of 
timber in situ. The steps led to a roughly rectangular area of brick flooring (1254), consisting 
of lines of stretchers laid north-east to south-west. A  small rectangular hole in the north-
eastern half of the floor may have contained a limestone block similar to that laid within 
floor 1229.

The south-western half of the cellar was destroyed by the excavation of a large 
rectangular pit (1205) measuring 10 x 9m, while the north-eastern end of the corridor was 
truncated by the construction of a later building associated with the flour mills. The large 
pit was probably dug in the late 18th century and was associated with the demolition of the 
manor house.

The only other surviving remains of the southern range were a number of drains and a 
brick soakaway (1174) to the south-east of the cellar complex, drain 1482 and its 
replacement 1485. Pottery dating to the 16th-17th centuries was recovered from drain 
1482 while pottery of 17th-18th century date was recovered from the fills of the soakaway 
(fig 4). Further fragments of the southern drainage system (1365 and 1367) survived, as did 
the drains to the west of the cellar (1301 and 1305) and three brick-lined channels (1264, 
1268 and 1273).

Ashlar wall 1341

An ashlar-faced wall (1341) in the westernmost corner of the site, previously located by the 
1991 evaluation, was re-exposed. It was found to be at least 18.5m long, although its 
southern extent could not be fully determined, and 0.7m wide. The wall was of particularly 
fine construction, with up to five courses of ashlar facing surviving to c lm in height. The 
ashlar blocks, cut from a sandy limestone, were bonded to the face of a thick brick wall. 
The riverside face of its southern end was exposed in elevation (fig 6).

This wall was shown to lie within a construction trench, cut into natural alluvial and 
gravel deposits, and to cut the fills of two post-medieval curvilinear features (1156 and 
1560) to the west of the wall (fig 4). Where the wall crossed these features it had subsided 
into the soft sandy loam fills resulting in a clearly observable sag in the coursing. The upper 
fill of 1560 contained sherds of 17th century pottery, while the upper fill of 1156 contained 
late 17th or 18th century pottery.

A  further trench was excavated to the west of the main site in order to expose the 
northern limit of the ashlar-faced wall. In the northernmost 3.5m, the ashlar blocks were 
set on a foundation course of ceramic tiles.

Contemporary illustrations indicate that the wall did not front directly on to the river, 
but lay a short distance to the south-east of a river wall (fig 6). Ashlar wall 1341 was almost 
certainly the western wall of a late 17 th century range or extension to the house shown on 
a number of 18th century maps and drawings. The eastern extent of this new range could 
not be determined within the limits of the excavations. The ashlar blocks themselves are 
likely to be of late medieval/early post-medieval date. This and the stilted coursing of the 
ashlar blocks and the possible inversion of a number of the masons5 marks indicate that 
these blocks were re-used in this wall and were originally used elsewhere, almost certainly 
in a high status structure. Because it was unlikely to be affected by the development, this 
wall and its facing were left in situ.

Tooling marks
The majority of the blocks exhibited a stippled central band of varying design over which 
masons5 marks had been cut. This band is on average 0.15m in width, with the stippling 
varying in execution (fig 6):



Small circular punches, evenly spaced and in closely spaced rows
Small square punches, evenly spaced and in closely spaced rows
Small rectangular punches, evenly spaced and in closely spaced rows 

Generally, each band consists of six to nine rows of stippling, and on several blocks the 
punch marks are so close that they almost appear to form a line; on others the stippling is 
quite unevenly spaced. On most of the stones, it does not extend as far as the edges of the 
block, although fainter linear tool marks occasionally extend to the edges. These are likely 
to have been preliminary guidelines for the stippling. On two of the larger blocks, the 
stippling extends as far as the edge of the block. The size of the blocks and nature of the 
edges make it unlikely that these were stippled in the same fashion as the rest, and this 
continuation of the stippling may have been an error by the craftsmen. Most of the blocks 
have vertical striations visible on the surface, which are tooling marks where the stone has, 
been dressed. A  number of the blocks have slightly chamfered edges.

Masons’ marks
All but five of the 34 blocks fully exposed bore masons’ marks, with ten each bearing two 
such marks (figs 6, 7). Several marks occur more than once, and in at least two cases these 
marks also occur inverted. The designs vary from very simple marks to quite complex 
multiple-line forms. All are carved at least partly into the stippled bands across the centre,
of the blocks.

Catalogue of masons’ marks on ashlar wall 1341
The range of marks found on the ashlar wall is illustrated in figure 7. Twenty-three 
different marks were identified altogether, of which six are duplicated: 

The commonest mark is CW ’ (fig 7, no 10; four examples); this is also found inverted 
as an CM ’ mark (fig 7, no 9), and there are more elaborate variants of both £W ’ and 
CM ’ marks (fig 7, nos 19, 21, 22).
Two simple triangles (fig 7, no 1): very common, recorded on buildings of all periods. 
One quadrilateral: five examples, Norman to late 15th century (fig 7, no 20) and an 
elaboration (fig 7, no 25).
One horizontal mark, with three vertical cross-strokes, seems more like a numeral.
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Fig 7 Battersea Flour Mills: masons’ marks

The remaining marks are all variants on the 3-, 4-, 5-, 6-line and multiple-line themes 
catalogued by Davis (1954). 

PHASE 4: MODERN LATE l8TH TO 20TH CENTURIES (fig 8) 
Much of the phase 3 manor house and its outbuildings was demolished c 1777, with 
contemporary maps indicating that only the northern wing and a range of buildings 
bordering the churchyard were left standing. Shortly afterwards, much of the southern 
half of the site was built over with malthouses, which were certainly operational by 1785. 
Other late 18th century developments included the construction of a flour mill complex 
over much'of the northern half of the site, on the former manor gardens. These buildings 
incorporated the standing remains of the north wing of the manor house. A  number of 
phases of construction related to these industrial complexes were identified during the 
excavation. Evidence for the demolition of the manor house was recorded in the form of 
large quantities of demolition debris deposited in a large pit 1205 dug through the cellar in 
the south wing.

The malthouses

The malthouses occupied much of the excavated area to the south of the north wing of the 
former manor house. The northern extent of these buildings was formed by wall 1125, 
immediately abutting the face of the manor house wall 1117. A  number of small tanks and 
drains in this area (1118, 1126, 1133 and 1139) attest to the industrial nature of the 
development over a period of time.

A  number of other walls associated with these malthouses in the, southern half of the site 
represent the remains of two parallel ranges on similar north-west to south-east axes (fig 8, 
A  and-B). The narrow open space between them contained a large vaulted brick-built
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drain (1353), which ran from the south-east to north-west before turning to the north. This 
was sealed in the western corner of site by a number of brick walls and floors (1319, 1321, 
1322, 1325, 1376 and 1377). Further substantial foundations to the malthouses were 
excavated in the south-western and south-eastern corners of the site. These all represent 
disparate parts of different structures associated with the malthouses, which were closed in 
1925.

The flour mills

No structural remains of the early flour mills or of an innovative horizontal windmill (see 
Phillpotts below), were recorded during this excavation. Modern construction activity in 
this area is likely to have destroyed any archaeological deposits or features. The extant 
remains of the north wing of the phase 3 manor house were utilized as part of the flour 
mills complex, and used as offices.

Early in the 20th century the flour mills expanded to occupy the entire site. This took 
place after the demolition of the malthouses and the former north range of the manor 
house in 1925. Extensive remains of this phase of construction were found across the site. 
The most obvious of these was the massive rectangular building aligned north-east to 
south-west, the excavated dimensions of which were 36m in length and 13.5m in width. 
The ground plan of the building comprised a square room at the northern end of the site 
which measured 9 x 9m with a rectangular room measuring 18 x 9m to the south of this. 
The southern end of the rectangular room had been destroyed by the construction of a 
lorry inspection pit. To the south of the inspection pit were three further walls, representing 
the southern end of a second rectangular room measuring 14 x 9m.

Further evidence for the modern flour mills was recorded in the form of a large concrete- 
built structure against the south-eastern edge of the site and a massive concrete foundation 
in the northern corner. The southern structure, built on concrete sleeper beams, contained 
a number of concrete tanks and drains, and appears on the Goad fire insurance plan of 
1949 as a millwright’s and fitter’s shop, as does the structure partially excavated in the 
northern corner of the site — a stepped concrete foundation to a silo.

The large rectangular building aligned north-east to south-west was demolished prior to 
the conversion of the southern half of the site to open yards to enable access and weighing 
of lorries. The concrete-lined inspection pit was built as part of this change.

The finds

The finds are summarized in table 1 (M l0). 

m e t a l w o r k , by Emma Loader
The metalwork assemblage comprises one copper alloy and five iron objects. All objects 
have been X-radiographed.

Two complete, but heavily corroded nails were recovered from phase 1 structure 1407. 
Both nails have square-section shanks and round, flat heads. These types of nails were used 
for woodworking and are a relatively common find on sites of this date. Two heavily 
corroded, incomplete nails, were recovered from foundation trench 1172 (phase 3).

One incomplete horseshoe was recovered from the phase 1 gully 1386 (fig 9, no 1 ). This 
is the classic ‘Norman’ type with typical lobate wavy edge (Clark 1995, type 2A, 86 and fig 
62). The nail holes are round, and have oval countersinkings. Type 2A shoes predominate 
on London sites from the mid-11th to the mid-12th century, although the type has an 
overall date range into the 13th century {ibid, 96).

A  copper-alloy perforated buckle plate came from the phase 1 structure, ditch 1407 (fig 
9, no 2). These are common items and this example is not closely datable on morphological 
grounds.



Fig 9 Battersea Flour 
Mills: medieval 
metalwork

List of illustrated objects (fig 9)
1 Three-quarters of a medieval horseshoe, two nails still present (drawn from X-ray).

Object no 3003, context 1385, gully 1386, phase 1.
2. Copper-alloy buckle plate. Object no 3008, context 1414, structure 1407, phase 1.

p o t t e r y , by Lorraine Mepham
A  small quantity of pottery was recovered (87 sherds; 2266g), including both medieval and 
post-medieval material. O f  this total, 23 sherds (1260g) came from unstratified contexts, 
and 64 sherds (1006g) from stratified contexts and features across the site. 

All sherds have been assigned to fabric types, following the Museum of London type 
series. Terminology for vessel forms and component parts follows nationally recommended 
guidelines (M PRG 1998).

Six medieval fabric types were identified (table 2, M il) . With the exception of the two 
sherds of Coarse Border ware, and one sherd of London-type ware, all sherds are plain 
and unglazed. Only four rim sherds are present, one handmade jar rim in Sandy Shelly 
Ware (SSW) (fig 10, no 1), and three wheelthrown jar rims, two in London-type coarseware 
(L C O A R ) (fig 10, nos 2, 4) and one in E S U R  (fig 10, no 3). The single glazed sherd of 
London-type ware (LO N D ) comprises the tripod foot from an internally glazed pipkin or 
cauldron.

The small size of the medieval assemblage (table 3, M l 2), and the lack of diagnostic 
material, means that it has proved difficult to date this closely. The early Surrey 
coarsewares (ESUR) are dated from the mid-1 1th to the mid-12th century (Vince &Jenner 
1991, 75), and may be residual here (within structure 1407 and pit 1497). London-type 
wares and SSW have a potential date range of 12th to 14th century, and would fit within a
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Fig 10 Battersea Flour Mills: medieval pottery



range of mid-12th to mid-13th century date (Vince 1985; Pearce etal 1985); certainly there 
is nothing within pits 1497 and 1501, or ditches 1357 and 1386, which need be dated 
outside this more restricted range. The London-type ware tripod pipkin or cauldron, 
however, recovered from structure 1407, indicates a slightly later date, in the later 13th or 
early 14th century. Later medieval wares are represented by the two sherds of Coarse 
Border ware (CBW) and one sherd of Cheam type ware (C H EA ), both residual in post- 
medieval contexts.

Post-medieval

Twelve post-medieval fabrics were identified (table 2, M l 1). Most comprise red earthen-
wares of various types. These are represented by white-slipped Guys ware (GUYS) and 
post-medieval coarse redware (PMCR), in vessel forms such as cistern, dripping dish, 
handled bowl and pipkin. G U Y S  is unlikely to be later than early 17th century, while 
P M C R  continued in use well into the 18th century (Orton 1988); associated pottery types 
here indicate a include Border ware (B O R D : pipkin, money box), Staffordshire-type 
brown-glazed ware (STSL: probably a single vessel, from 1172, disturbed upper levels and 
drain 1482), German stonewares (Raeren and Cologne/Frechen (R A E R , C O LS / F R E C )), 
tin-glazed earthenware (TGW ).

List of illustrated sherds (fig 10)
1 Jar rim, shelly fabric SSW; handmade. Contexts 1414/1421, structure 1407, phase 1.
2 Jar rim, sandy fabric L C O A R ; wheelthrown. Context 1414, structure 1407, phase 1.
3 Jar rim, sandy fabric E S U R ; wheelthrown? Context 1414, structure 1407, phase 1. ,
4 Jar rim, sandy/shelly fabric L C O A R ; handmade? Context 1100, ditch 1357, phase 1.

c e ra m ic  b u i ld i n g  m a t e r i a l ,  b y  Emma Loader
The assemblage of ceramic building material comprises 54 fragments (6415g), plus 43 
bricks and eight floor tiles which were selected as representative samples of’identified 
structural elements. The rest of the assemblage comprises floor tile and roof tile fragments.

Bricks 
Samples (each of 3 or 4 complete or near complete bricks) were collected from 13 structural 
elements within phases 2-4. Average dimensions for each structural element are presented 
in tables 4 and 5 (M 13 -M 14); full details are held in the archive.

Three fabrics were identified:
1 Moderate clay pellets, rare quartz inclusions, moderately hard fired, moderately well 

wedged, oxidized; buff colour.
2 Moderate to abundant quartz inclusions, iron oxides, soft fired, oxidized; deep red/ 

browny orange.
3 Very few visible inclusions; sparse quartz and iron oxides, hard fired, some-examples 

poorly wedged, oxidized; brown orange.
All bricks are handmade and unfrogged, and show varying degrees of uniformit

being relatively well shaped and others quite crudely made. On the whole, dimensions are 
noticeably consistent throughout phases 2-4, and conform fairly well to the standard 
‘Tudor’ brick size of 228 x 108 x 57mm (9 x 4J x 2Jin), suggesting that bricks from the 
construction of the manor house were re-used in later phases. Apart from the brick 
samples, only nine other brick fragments were collected, from contexts in phase 1, 3 and 4; 
these are too small to be diagnostic. ■



Roof tiles

A  total of 50 fragments of roof tile was recovered; this includes a sample (14 tiles) retained 
from the walls of the phase 2 building (walls 1402 and 1460). Tiles came from contexts in 
all phases (table 4, M l 3). None of these are complete and all, with the exception of one 
possible fragment of pantile and one possible shouldered tile, derive from peg tiles. Nine 
fragments have one or two surviving peg holes, all round. Four fragments, all from cellar 
walls 1402 and 1460, have complete widths (ranging from 152—.170mm); there were no 
complete lengths, The average thickness of the tile ranges from 12 to 15mm. There is 
insufficient evidence to determine any chronological variation in tile sizes.

One possibly deliberately cut fragment of tile was recovered from the phase 3 manor 
house (soakaway 1115). This is a piece of fiat roof tile that appears to have been cut to form 
a small, almost square tile (dimensions 70 x 78mm).

One fragment of possible pantile was recovered from foundation trench 1172 (phase 3 
manor house); a possible shouldered tile fragment came from foundation trench 1275 
(phase 2).

Floor tiles

Eight plain floor tiles were retained as samples from cellar floors within the phase 3 manor 
house (floors 1221 and 1222). Seven tiles are of similar dimensions (205 and 215mm 
square, thickness 22-25mm), and are white-slipped; three of the tiles have a green glaze 
and four a yellow glaze. The eighth tile is unglazed, and is slightly larger (245mm square; 
26mm thick). The fabric of all the tiles is similar, containing rare clay pellets, iron oxides 
and quartz inclusions. All these tiles have been re-used — several have broken, mortared 
edges. These examples, including the white-slipped tiles, are likely to be of English 
manufacture rather than Flemish imports, distinguished on the basis of the absence of nail 
holes in the surface.

s to n e  b u i ld in g  m a t e r i a l ,  b y  Emma Loader
The ashlar blocks used to face phase 3 wall 1341, are discussed in detail in phase 3 above. 
Six samples of architectural stone were taken from walls 1402 and 1460 of the phase 2 
semi-subterranean room and a fragment was also recovered from disturbed upper levels. 
All the fragments are sandy limestone. Four are ashlars, two of them burnt and one with 
tooling marks on one surface. The other two have no surviving worked surfaces but could 
also derive from ashlars.

Two large fragments of stone mouldings were also recovered. One, from wall 1402, had 
been re-used as a doorjamb, though originally it would have served as either a plinth or 
wall capping. The second of these came from disturbed upper levels and was also probably 
a wall capping, although again probably re-used; the top of this fragment is worn smooth 
down the sides and along the top.

l e a d e d  w i n d o w ,  b y  Lorraine Mepham
A  section of a leaded window (object no 3000) was found in a layer (1384) sealing the brick 
floor of the phase 2 semi-subterranean room. The section was raised in a soil block and 
submitted for conservation treatment.

The section recovered comprises lead cames and glass fragments representing one 
corner of a window (r0.3 x 0.16m) with a simple diamond glazing pattern (fig 11). A  
number of loose glass and lead fragments, almost certainly originally deriving from the 
same window, were also recovered from the. same context. Glass quarries remain in situ in 
the smaller, triangular lights along the edge of the window and at least partly in some of 
the diamond lights. Despite the distortion of the cames, it is possible to calculate the



Rec ons truc tion:

approximate size of two of the glass quarries still in place (length of sides 105—110mm), 
although the fragmentation means that it is impossible to ascertain whether this size was 
consistent over the whole window. All the glass is translucent and light green in colour, 
although this has been obscured in many cases by dark surface corrosion. The fragments 
retained in the quarries, and several of the loose fragments, have grozed edges (diamond- 
cut edges, which appear from the late 16th century).

The lead cames are H-shaped in cross section and have been milled in a toothed mill 
with straight tooth marks about 1 .5mm apart. The earliest evidence for lead milling is 
around the middle of the 16th century. The framework consist of lengths of separate lead 
pieces soldered together. The angle of the extant joints ranges from 75° to 105°.

Illustrated objects (fig 11) 
Section of leaded window with diamond glazing pattern; some glass quarries still in situ; 
plus separate length of milled lead came. Object no 3000, context 1384, demolition layer 
sealing floor of cellar, phase 2 building. 

E nvironmental evidence

a n i m a l b o n e ,  by Sheila Hamilton-Dyer
A  small collection of bone was recovered from a variety of features of medieval and post- 
medieval date. Much of the bone is from the demolition layer associated with the end of 
the phase 3 manor house.

A  total of 146 individual bones was recorded. The taxa identified are horse, cattle, 
sheep, roe deer, fallow deer, rabbit, domestic fowl and goose. Unusually for a group of 
medieval and post-medieval bone there are no pig bones. Almost 53% of the bones (77) 
could be identified to species, the remainder are mainly fragments of rib almost certainly 
of cattle and sheep. The distribution of taxa in each context is given in table 6 (M l 5).

The condition of the bone is notably variable. Most of the bones from medieval contexts 
are poorly preserved. Bone from post-medieval contexts is generally good or excellent, but 
even .in this group some bones are badly weathered, for. example a cattle scapula from 
ditch 1560 and a radius from demolition layer 1384. These individual bones were probably



exposed for some, time before final burial. The observable level of damage by gnawing is 
low, in part because marks would not be visible on eroded bones but even the well 
preserved bones show little gnawing, a total of only ten bones from the entire collection. 

Phase 1: medieval features

These contexts contributed just 24 bones from nine features. Most are of cattle and cattle-
sized fragments. Horse and sheep are also represented together with a roe deer metatarsus. 
As indicated above the condition of the bones is not good and most are of the resistant 
anatomical elements. Just one bone could be measured, a horse tibia.

Phase 3: manorial phase

There were 22 bones from, these contexts. Cattle and sheep and fragments of this size are 
the main taxa represented. In the mortar surface 1272 there were four bones of domestic 
fowl arid a fallow radius. Fallow is more frequently associated with high-status refuse but 
little can be inferred from such a small sample.

Demolition layer 1384 

This deposit contributed 68% of the material. The collection includes all the fifteen rabbit 
bones, all three bones of goose, and most of the fowl bones. The eleven identified cattle 
bones are a variety of anatomical elements and include two calf femora, one chopped. The 
eighteen cattle-sized bones include five ribs also probably of calf. Apart from a jaw 
fragment the few sheep bones are from good meat joints. All but four of the 34 sheep-sized 
fragments are ribs, many with chop marks. The remaining four are vertebrae and these 
bones are representative of cuts such as ‘breast of lamb5 and ‘lamb chops5. 

c h a r r e d  p l a n t  re m a in s ,  b y  Pat Hinton
Two samples from structure 1407 and one from pit 1497 (phase 1) were selected for full 
analysis of plant remains. All taxa listed in table 7 (M 16-M 17) are represented by seeds 
(the term used to include nutlets etc) unless otherwise indicated and the nomenclature 
conforms to Stace (1991). 

Structure 1407

The samples included small amounts of cereal grains, mostly damaged and some distorted, 
with no recognizable fragments of chaff. The condition of most of the cereals makes close 
identification difficult, and the wheats can only be recorded loosely as Triticum aestivum s.l. 
(bread wheat). A  few better-preserved specimens have the short blunt shape of club wheat. 
Hordeum vulgare (hulled barley) and Avena sp. (oats) also are identified by overall morphology. 
S ecale cereale (rye) is present in context 1421 but uncertain in context 1100.

Context 1421 includes seeds of larger Vicia (vetch) species. One is identified as Vicia faba 
(broad bean) and two may perhaps represent cultivated Vicia sativa (fodder vetch). The 
very small legume seeds (<2mm), in both samples, are of the small tares (V icia kirsuta or 
tetrasperma)\ these and the other wild plant seeds are all typical of arable or open disturbed 
ground. The few fragment of Corylus avellana (hazel) shell are likely to be remnants of nuts 
gathered for consumption, but possibly were introduced with hazel wood.

Pit 1497

The contents of this pit sample are in better condition than those from structure 1407. 
Cereals are present in larger numbers and there is a wider range of other plant species.



Bread wheat is the major constituent and the majority of the better-preserved grains, as 
before, have the compact form of club wheat. Hulled barley and oats also are present in 
greater numbers than in the • structure samples. -Rye is still sparse but may have been 
overlooked among poorly preserved wheats. The cereal grains are accompanied in each 
case by a small number of chaff fragments.

One legume seed is identified as broad bean. Other vetch seeds may possibly be 
cultivated species. Smaller seeds can be compared to common vetch ( Vicia sativa ssp. nigra 
or segetalis), frequent in grassy or rough places.

Discussion

The composition of all three samples is similar, ie the major component is wheat, with 
barley, oats and rye in the same decreasing proportions. The very small amount of chaff, 
found only in the richer pit sample, is too slight to suggest other than a. deposit of threshed 
cereals. The broad beans, present in the pit and one structure sample, and possibly 
cultivated vetches, all tend to suggest processed cereals and pulses. The accompanying 
weed seeds also are no more than might have been found with such cultivated plants at this 
stage, and all suggest the derivation of the charred remains to be the disposal of burned 
stored products, from various sources.

The several cultivars must represent more than one harvested crop and the weed seeds 
provide some signs of different field situations. Spergula arvensis (corn spurrey) is an indicator 
of acid, usually sandy, soils while L ithospermum arvense (corn gromwell) is characteristic of 
light calcareous soils. Heavier soils are indicated by A nthemis cotula (stinking mayweed) and 
loamy or sandy soils by Chrysanthemem segetum (corn marigold). Danthonia decumbens (heath 
grass), possibly associated with the cereals, is less informative since although it mostly 
occurs in acidic soils it may be found in damp base-rich grassland.

c h a r c o a l ,  by Rowena Gale
Charcoal from structure 1407 and pit 1497 (phase 1) was examined. The charcoal was well 
preserved and firm, although the material from structure 1407 (context 1414) was rather 
sparse compared to that from the pit (context 1496). The charcoal was prepared for 
examination using standard methods.

The results are summarized in table 8 (M l8). The anatomical structure of the charcoal 
was consistent with the taxa (or groups of taxa) given below. It is not usually possible to 
identify to species level. Classification is according to Tutin et al (1964-80).

B roadleaf taxa: 

Aquifoliaceae. Ilex sp., holly 
?Corylaceae. Corylus sp., hazel
Fagaceae. F agus sp., beech; Quercus sp., oak
Oleaceae. Fraxinus sp., ash
Rosaceae.
Prunoideae: Prunus spp., which includes P. avium, wild cherry; P. padus, bird cherry; 
P . spinosa, blackthorn. It is sometimes difficult or impossible to differentiate between the 
species but in this instance the charcoal was more characteristic of P. spinosa.,
?Ulmaceae. Ulmus sp., elm

Conifers: 

Pinaceae. Pmzis'sp! pine (sylvestris group) 



Structure 1407

The charcoal occurred in the fill of a ditch associated with the structure. The charcoal was 
rather sparse and mainly consisted of oak (Quercus) heartwood and sapwood. A  single 
fragment, possibly hazel (Corylus) but too small to verify, was also present.

Pit 1497

This pit was located within structure 1583. Charcoal was abundant and included many 
large pieces up to 1cm thick by 3cm long. These consisted of oak (Quercus) and pine (Pinus), 
which made up the bulk of the sample. The oak included mainly heartwood but also 
sapwood and a narrow piece of roundwood (diameter 0.5cm). The pine was similar to 
members of the sylvestris group, and was most probably (given the date of the site) Scots 
pine. Various other taxa were identified but these occurred very rarely and included beech 
(F agus), blackthorn (Prunus spinosa), ash (,Fraxinus), holly {Ilex) and probably elm { Ulmus). 
The ?elm consisted of a small piece of latewood, which can sometimes appear anatomically 
similar to gorse/broom (Ulex/ Cytisus).

Discussion

Although the range and character of the taxa suggest that the charcoal repre fuel 
debris, the presence and, indeed, high ratio of large chunks of pine is of particular interest 
in this 12th-13th century context. Pine, although native to Britain, was largely confined to 
the far north of the country by this time. Stocks of pine were, however, being imported to 
Britain from the Baltic by the 13th century, for construction (Rackham 1986).

Contemporary records indicate that in London in the 13th and 14th centuries, the trade 
in fuel and firewood was well organized and highly profitable (Galloway et al 1996). The 
huge fuel demands of the city were supplied from the surrounding countryside, but pine 
was not named among the taxa commonly used. It seems more probable that the pine 
originated from off-cuts of timber used later as fuel or, possibly, from the clearance of a 
building/structure (that included pine timbers) that burnt down. The oak, which was 
evidently from fairly wide timber, may have had similar origins.

The documentary evidence, by Chris topher Phillpotts

Manuscript sources for the history of the site of Battersea Flour Mills (and formerly of 
Battersea Manor House) have been consulted at the British Library Manuscripts 
Department, Lambeth Archives Department, London Metropolitan Archives, the Public 
Record Office, and the former Surrey Record Office at Kingston, now part of the Surrey 
History Centre at Woking. The Wandsworth Local History Collection at Battersea Library 
was also consulted. The records of the medieval manor of Battersea are held in Westminster 
Abbey Muniments (WAM). Here all the surviving accounts, one surviving court-roll, and a 
selection of deeds and miscellaneous documents were reviewed. One reeve’s account of 
1286-7 held by the Dean and Chapter of Lincoln Cathedral was consulted at W AM by a 
photocopy. Small collections of post-medieval manorial material at Cambridge University 
Library, Northamptonshire Record Office, West Sussex Record Office, and Guildford 
Muniment Room (now also part of the Surrey History Centre, Woking) have not been 
reviewed. It is possible that they contain some relevant information, but it is unlikely that 
this would contribute greatly to the interpretation of the history of the manor house offered 
below.

Note has also been taken of the results of excavations by Scott McCracken for the South-
west London Archaeological Unit of the Surrey Archaeological Society at Althorpe Grove 
(T Q , 2699 7699) in 1976-8 (McCracken 1986; Blackmore & Cowie 2001, this volume, 
67—92). Some secondary works and primary printed sources were also used, and these are



Fig 12 Battersea Flour Mills: view of Battersea Manor House and Church (1742). Reproduced by permission 
of The British Library (K.Top.xl. 36a)

listed in the bibliography. Detailed maps of Battersea and engravings of the manor house 
are available from the mid-18th century onwards (figs 12 , 13). 

THE SAXON PERIOD

The name of Battersea is derived from Beaduric’s eg, meaning Baduric’s island or marshy 
island (Gover et al 1934, 12). In the Saxon period the central part of Battersea, comprising 
the southern half of the excavation site, the churchyard and Althorpe Grove would have 
formed a sand and gravel island standing proud of the surrounding marshlands along the 
margins of the Thames. Across the marsh to the south, access was effected along a narrow 
strip of dry land on the line of Battersea High Street not connected to the island, leading to 
the higher ground of Wassingham, which rose towards Lavender Hill. At the Althorpe 
Grove site the northern trench B lay on river terrace gravel, while the southern trench lay 
on naturally deposited alluvium, the division between the two marking the limits of the dry 
ground (McCracken 1986, 1,3).

The church and manor house are likely to have been the focus of early settlement on 
this island. It was probably a small fishing hamlet, whose activities centred around the 
landing-place by the church. The lands belonging to this settlement stretched as far east as 
the mouth of the river Effra at Nine Elms (Taylor 1925, 9-10). The Althorpe Grove 
excavation discovered gullies, a hollow and a possible beam-slot of middle Saxon date cut 
into the alluvial subsoil. These were not building foundation slots, as believed until 
recently. Pottery gave a date-range for these features centred on c 750-800. Other features 
may also have been Saxon in date. Associated finds included chaff-tempered ware and 
stamped Ipswich Ware, and a decorated bone mount of the 8th or 9th century, probably a 
comb-case. The site was probably temporarily abandoned in the 9th century (Bird et al 
1980, 250; McCracken 1986, 2-3; Blackmore & Cowie 2001, this volume, 87).

These excavated remains do not have an obvious correlation with the pattern of the 
medieval settlement of Battersea, centring on the triangular green at the Square and 
stretching southward along the High Street. This suggests some settlement shift iri the late 
Saxon or early medieval periods. Continuity between Saxon origins and medieval villages



Fig 13 Battersea Flour Mills: map of Battersea  ̂1760. Reproduced by permission of The British Library 
(Maps. C race .xvi. 71)



has yet to be demonstrated archaeologically anywhere in Surrey (Blair 1991, 56). This 
settlement appears to have been the central point of a large estate comprising the later 
parishes and manors of Battersea, Wandsworth, part of Putney, and outlying woodland at 
Penge. It was a landholding of the ‘multiple estate5 type, in which different agricultural and 
pastoral functions were spread over a wide area to take advantage of the variation in the 
local land resources. Each of these estates formed a unit of exploitation which comprised 
upland and lowland zones of arable, pasture and woodland, and sometimes marshland 
zones, which provided resources for fishing, fowling and reed harvesting. Another similar 
estate lay immediately to the west at Mortlake.

In the late 7th century the Battersea estate was in the hands of King Caedwalla of the 
West Saxons (reigned 685-8), who appears to have passed it on to Bishop Eorcenwold of 
the East Saxons, for the endowment of his sister Ethelburga's abbey at Barking in Essex. 
In a charter of 693 his gift of the estate, probably to Barking Abbey, was confirmed by 
King Ethelred of Mercia. It consisted of 28 manentes of land in Batrices egey 20 more in 
Watsingahamy and 20 cassatas on the west side of the stream of Hidaburna. The charter is 
known only from an 1 1th century copy, in which the grantee's name has been erased. The 
land assessments were equivalent to the later hide, and the whole estate therefore 
comprised 68 hides. A  confirmation of the property of Barking Abbey in a charter of 695 
included 70 manentes bordering on the Hydaburnan called Badoricesheah. These lands had 
been granted to the abbey by Bishop Eorcenwold from property given to him by certain 
kings for the purpose of the endowment. This charter is known only from a 17th century 
copy, and is thought to be a fabrication which incorporates authentic material (Birch 
1883-92, I , 116-18, 123-4, nos 82 and 87; Browning & Kirk 1891, 209-14; Taylor 1925, 
1-4; Sawyer 1968, 362-3; Blair 1991, 25; VCHy 4, 11).

The land boundaries of Batriceseie were added to a later unrelated charter of King Edwy 
in 957 (Birch 1883-92, 3, 189 no 994). They were probably copied in error from a lost 
charter by which Barking Abbey conveyed the estate to Earl Harold Godwinson, or one of 
his predecessors (Browning & Kirk 1891, 216, 218; VCHy 4 , 11). By the eve of the Norman 
Conquest Earl Harold held the manor at an assessment of 72 hides (Morris 1975, 6.1).

In 1067 William the Conqueror granted the manor of Batriceseie, with its berewick of 
Wendleswrthe to Westminster Abbey, in return for the redemption of the royal crown and 
other regalia deposited at the abbey by King Edward the Confessor (Browning & Kirk 
1891, 221-3; Taylor 1925, 5; VCHy 4, 11). Domesday Book states that it was granted in 
exchange for the manor of Windsor, but this was a confusion with other lands conveyed in 
exchange by the same charter. In the Domesday survey of 1086 the manor of Patricesy was 
held by the abbey church of St Peter at Westminster, at a reduced assessment of 18 hides.

Several outlying pieces of land belonging to the manor had been granted away during 
William's reign to other tenants-in-chief of the king, but a large portion of the ‘multiple 
estate' still remained. The berewick at Wandsworth produced an annual toll of £ 6. A  total 
population of 69 households operated four ploughs on the demesne lands, and fourteen 
ploughs on the tenants' lands in the open fields. There were seven mills, probably along 
the river Wandle. Three hides were held by Gislebert the priest, probably representing the 
glebe holding of the church. Four hides were occupied as a sub-holding by an unnamed 
knight (Morris 1975, 6.1).

THE MEDIEVAL PERIOD

Westminster Abbey continued to hold the manor of Battersea, often described as Battersea 
and Wandsworth, until its dissolution in 1540. In 1151-2 it was assessed at 71 hides. In 
1225 the manor was assigned to the monks of the abbey for their maintenance in bread 
and ale. They thereby acquired formal rights over its administration and income. Later it 
was allocated to the office of the abbey treasurer, and remained an adjunct of his office 
until the 1530s ( VE, I, 416; VCH, 4, 11-12; Browning & Kirk 1891, 236; Harvey 1977, 86,



127n2, 357). The abbey controlled the manor through local manorial officers, which at 
different times were called the reeve, the sergeant or the bedell.

The manorial accounts survive in an intermittent series between 1277 and 1316, with 
another group dating to 1354-6, and some later farmers’ accounts of 1444-5 and 1454-7 
(P R O : SC6/1010/21; W AM: 27496-27515; D C L C : Bi 5/13/1). The surviving accounts 
provide a reasonably full picture of the range of manorial buildings, their maintenance and 
expansion in the late 13th and early 14th centuries, with some glimpses of them in the mid- 
14th and mid-15th centuries. In 1277-8 there are already mentioned a hall, a grange, a 
granary, a hay barn, an ox house, a pig house, a dairy and a dovecote. A  stable was not 
mentioned until 1289-90, and a cow house in 1303, but they probably existed before. The 
bedell’s house first appears in 1304-5 and may be the same as the lord’s chamber of the 
mid-15th century. By this year there were also two ox houses, an old one and a new one. A  
small stable was first mentioned in 1355-6, when a new vaccary or cow house was built 
and a stone oven constructed. In 1444-5 a kitchen, a buttery and a pantry are mentioned, 
presumably forming a service wing of the hall which may have been in place since its 
construction. By this time there was also a malthouse.

Most of these buildings were made of timber frames infilled with wattle and daub. The 
roofs were mostly thatched with straw. However, the hall had a tiled roof with a ridge, 
which took eight days to repair in 1299-1300. It was aligned east-west (the east end was 
repaired in 1294-5), and had shuttered windows. The dovecote had stone and mortar 
walls, and a tiled roof. It provided an important source of food and market produce for the 
manor: surplus pigeons were sold in 1293-4, 1300 and 1304-5. The grange housed the 
grain grown on the manor’s demesne lands and was probably the largest structure. It took 
nineteen days to roof it in 1294-5 and 28 days in 1315-16. It had boarded walls and a 
porch, which was repaired in 1315-16 following storm damage.

The buildings are most frequently recorded because of repairs to their walls and roofs. 
The wattle-and-daub walls required timber uprights, rafters and poles, large spiking nails, 
laths and lath nails. The roofs needed timber poles, which were sometimes collected rather 
than bought, and also lime and tiles for the hall and dovecote. Two thousand tiles were 
bought in 1454-5. Gates and doors also needed frequent attention, requiring replacements 
of locks and keys, hinges and hinge-hooks, staples and hasps; or even complete 
reconstruction with oak boards, cross-bars and spiking nails. There were thirteen door- 
locks in 1444-5. The contents of the buildings listed in the mid-15th century farmers’ 
accounts reveal the manor as a working farm. The hall contained fixed and trestle tables, 
forms, a chair and a hanging curtain. There were chargers, plates, dishes and saucers, and 
a range of cooking equipment in the kitchen, including a great iron roasting spit and 
another spit for eels. There were beds, chests and cupboards in the chambers. There was 
malting equipment, horse harness, three ploughs, two carts, two dung carts, besides much 
miscellaneous equipment such as ladders, sieves, dung forks, seed baskets and a grinding 
stone (WAM: 27513-15).

The buildings were grouped around a walled courtyard entered by several gates. The 
walls appear to have been made of cob, capped with a thatched roof. The courtyard was 
probably also enclosed, at least on the north and east sides, by the 156m of ditch dug 
outside the gate in 1299-1300. There was a water gate connected to a palisade, which was 
probably the same as the west gate, separated from the ox house by a length of roofed wall. 
Another length of wall separated the gate into the field from the granary, probably on the 
north side of the courtyard. The east gate was probably the same as the garden gate. The 
main gate to the complex probably lay on the southern side of the courtyard, adjacent to 
the churchyard. The gates of the manor were reconstructed in 1454-5; it took a carpenter 
25 days to prepare the timber.

The garden probably lay on the east side of the courtyard, entered by the east gate. 
Surplus fruit from the garden was sold in 1277—8, 1304—5 and 1315—16. Vegetable and 
leek plants were bought for it in 1300. Holly was planted in 1286—7 and a man spent three



days uprooting thorns and cherry trees in 1294-5. This suggests a fairly typical medieval 
horticultural range for a manor garden. The garden was also surrounded by a roofed wall. 
In 1282-3, 78m of new wall was made around the garden, and 57.8m of wall between the 
garden and the courtyard was mended. The garden wall was mended in 1294-5 after a 
flood, and again in 1304-5. In 1355-6, 105.6m of garden wall was made. The garden 
stretched as far as the cottage ofjohn Breton in Eststret (probably Westbridge Road) in a 
rental of 1385 (WAM: 1809). The Althorpe Grove excavation discovered a north-south 
ditch running across the site towards the church, 1.5m wide and lm deep, perhaps the 
western boundary of the garden. A  scatter of pottery dating from the 12th to 16th centuries 
lay across the site, indicating a continuity of cultivation (McCracken 1986, 2). There was 
also a fishpond attached to the manor house. It was re-stocked and surrounded by a hedge 
in 1289-90.

There is little evidence for the layout of this complex of manorial buildings and 
enclosures. The rental of 1385 describes a messuage called Padyngtone as lying adjacent 
to and lower than the lord’s grange on its south side (WAM: 1809). Therefore it probably 
lay on the south side of the courtyard next to the road to the church. The evidence of the 
gates and walls outlined above suggests that the ox house and perhaps the pig house lay on 
the west side of the courtyard, and the granary on its north side. The courtyard appears to 
have occupied the area of the broad driveway in front of the post-medieval manor house, 
and the Bolingbroke service yard to its south-west, lined with outbuildings along its 
boundaries with the churchyard, as they appear on the map of c 1760. The garden was 
probably in the area of the kitchen garden marked on the same map, perhaps including 
the narrow approach driveway.

It has been suggested that the medieval hall became the central range of the post- 
medieval manor house, with the service wing of the kitchen, buttery and pantry forming 
the later south wing, and the solar wing including the lord’s chamber the later north wing 
(Smallwood 1969, 72). However, it seems unlikely that this was the case. The medieval hall 
appears to have been on a different alignment and is more likely to have lain in the south-
eastern part of the courtyard, on the other side of Battersea Church Road from the 
excavation site. Agricultural buildings for livestock, such as the ox house, the pig house 
and the stables are more likely to have lain on the excavation site in the medieval period, 
and these may be represented by the medieval gravel-cut features found in the excavation 
(structures 1407, 1583 and 1582).

There was almost certainly a church at Battersea by the time of the charter of 1067, 
when ‘churches’ accompanied the lands conveyed to Westminster Abbey (Browning & 
Kirk 1891, 223). A  dependent chapel had been founded at Wandsworth by 1157, when the 
profits arising from the rectory endowments of Battersea church were given to the abbey 
by a bull of Pope Adrian IV . A  few years later they were allotted to the abbey infirmary. 
The rectory of the two churches was appropriated to the abbey in c 1185. The infirmarer 
was therefore responsible for the maintenance of the landing-place by the churchyard. 
Described as the porta, it was rebuilt in 1297-8 (Taylor 1925, 20-3; Harvey 1977, 165nl, 
388n, 411 and n4).

To the south of the manor house and church in the settlements of Battersea and 
Wandsworth dwelled the free and customary tenants of the manor, who cultivated their 
strips in open fields. A  list of the free tenants in a custumal of c 1225 includes Walter Brun, 
probably the founder of the priory and hospital of St Mary without Bishopsgate, London 
(BL: Add Charter 8139; W AM: 9287). The mills along the river Wandle remained 
important manorial assets throughout the medieval period, and from the 13th century 
onwards included a fulling mill for processing woollen cloth ( VE3 1, 416; P R O : SC6/ 1010/ 
21; W AM: 27495).

The cost of repairing of bridges in the manor was a recurring item of expenditure in the 
manor accounts. A  new wooden bridge called Cockesbruge was built in 1277-8, mended 
in 1294-5, and re-planked in 1299-1300 (WAM: 27496, 27503-4); the bridge of Brugges



across Falcon brook was provided with new boards in 1294-5 (WAM: 27503); and the 
bridge of Wandsworth across the river Wandle was mended with two large timbers in 
1282—3, and provided with new planks and puncheons in 1304-5 (WAM: 27499, 27506). 
It was these bridges that connected the different sections of the manor across the river 
Wandle, the Falcon brook and the Heath Wall sewer, which ran in a great curve on the 
south side of Battersea marshes, linking the Falcon brook with the mouth of the river Effra 
at Nine Elms (Taylor 1925, end map).

A  fundamental feature of the history of the manor was the continuous struggle to drain 
the marshlands around the central gravel island of Battersea, and reclaim ground from the 
river for meadow, pasture and cultivation. Earthen banks or walls were constructed along 
the riverside, and the land behind was drained by ditches and sluices. It is not known at 
what date the embankments were first constructed, but it may have been as early as the 
late Saxon period. They required frequent maintenance and reconstruction. The land at 
Hese near Nine Elms was mentioned on the boundaries of Lambeth in a charter of 813 
(Gover et al 1934, 14). The surviving manorial accounts of the late 13th and early 14th 
centuries make frequent mention of the building of lengths of river wall along the Thames 
at Groflete, Kingsflete, Flodmed, New Walle and Hese. In 1278-9, 2062m of ditch was 
dug in the fields to avoid flood damage to the corn (WAM: 27497). In 1315-16 breaches in 
the wall at Hese were blocked up twice during the course of the year, under the supervision 
of brother P de Suttone (WAM: 27508). Repairs were also made to the gutters channelling 
water through the sluices. These were evidently substantial structures requiring quantities 
of planks and large spiking nails. In the rental of 1385 a toft at Battersey was noted as 
devastated by the waters of the Thames (WAM: 1809).

Westminster Abbey retained control over the demesne lands and manor house of the 
main manor of Battersea until the 1390s. They were then leased out to the bedell of the 
manor, John Rydon, who also held land as a tenant (WAM: 22953). His descendants were 
lessees of the manor until the dissolution in 1540. The manor buildings, demesne lands 
and tenants5 lands were let with its equipment and livestock. By the end of the 15th century 
the rent was partly in money at £24 13s 4d per annum, but also included corn rents owed 
to the abbey in the form of eight quarters of oats and two quarters of barley a year (Royden 
1924, 119-23, 136; Harvey 1977, 150, 154, 157; W AM: 27514-15; P R O : P R O B 1 1/26 sig 
11). In order to confirm his occupation of the manor after the dissolution, Henry Rydon 
obtained a 21-year lease from Henry VIIFs new Court of Augmentations in March 1541 
(Royden 1924, 124; P R O : E315/213 f 121).

Rising river levels caused continuing problems for the river walls in the 15th and early 
16th centuries. The lessees of the manor from the 1390s onwards were required to 
maintain the Thames walls (WAM: 22953, 27514). In 1456-7 considerable work was done 
on the walls and ditches of Hese, including the wall called Oldebreche there and the 
placing of uprights and hedges on the wall, presumably to help retain the clay body of the 
bank. The part of the Thames wall held by one Pokeneys next to the vicar’s wall, and 
therefore probably near the churchyard, was also mended with elm piles this year. These 
works appear to have been required by the Sewer Commissioners, whose court one of the 
farmers claimed expenses for attending (WAM: 27515). In 1474-5 and 1477—8 the 
commissioners required the abbot of Westminster to do remedial work at Battersea and 
Hese (WAM: 1823). In 1483-4 a breach was deliberately made at Battersea to lay a new 
gutter and mend two old ones, and closed back up with straw, elm piles and other timbers 
(WAM: 1812). Further work was done on the river walls in 1489—90, 1519-20 and 1534-8; 
and the ditch or sewer bordering Clapham marshes was scoured out in 1454-5, 1524-5 
and 1531 (Taylor 1925, 10n55; W AM: 1804, 22095, 27514, 31871, 32022, 32064, 32094).
THE POST-ME DIE VAL CENTURIES

O n  the dissolution of Westminster Abbey in 1540 the ownership of the manor of Battersea 
and Wandsworth passed to the Crown, and was annexed to the new Honour of Hampton



Court (LPH : 15, 214 no 498(36); 16, 714 and 728, no 1500; 19(1), 642 no 1036). The 
Rydons continued to hold the lease of the manor on the same terms. Henry Rydon was 
succeeded by his widow Elizabeth and his bastard daughter Joan, who jointly obtained a 
new lease in 1592, when Joan was widowed from her first husband William Holcroft. She 
shortly afterwards married Sir Oliver St John, Viscount Grandison, who held the manor 
from the Crown by the right of his wife’s lease until 1627 (Lysons 1792-6, 1, 29; Royden 
1924, 127, 129; VCH, 4, 11-12 ; CPR 1560-3, 475; B L: Add Charter 39978 nos 22 and 23; 
L A D : Glass II nos 210-11, 218-19, 228, 246-7; P R O : L R 2 / 190 ff 20-21; LR2/197 ff 
1 10 -111; LR2/226 f  37; P R O B 1 1/50 sig 22; SC12/15/25).

The manor house occupied by the Rydons in the 16th century can be equated with the 
first of the post-medieval excavated phases. The range of buildings appears to have been 
little changed from the medieval period, but more of the roofs were tiled. Tiling and 
daubing work was undertaken in 1524-5, and the great barn, pound barn and Monkebaly 
barn were tiled in 1530-1. This last barn and the gatehouse next to the Thames (the old 
west gate or water gate) were extensively repaired in 1541-2, both requiring tiling and 
underpinning with stone (WAM: 1805, 31871, 31943). Further repairs were made by the 
Rydons in 1536-8 (WAM: 32064, 32094).

In 1540 Robert Tyrwytte obtained a Crown lease of the stable, the hay barn and the 
dovecote. In 1543 he was appointed collector and bailiff of Battersea and other manors 
(LP H : 16, 728 no 1500; 19(1), 642 no 1036). In the survey of 1547-9 the stable and an 
annexed house, the hay barn and the dovecote were noted as reserved to the Crown in the 
lease of the manor to Henry Rydon (PR O: LR2/190 f 20v). The grounds of the manor 
house appear to have been partly wooded. In 1563 Henry Rydon obtained a 21-year lease 
of all timber trees and pollards growing on the site of the manor, its demesne lands and 
hedgerows. These had not been leased with the manor before, and the new lease was 
intended to provide Rydon with materials to undertake repairs to the manor house and 
the Thames walls. This had been a Crown responsibility since the Dissolution, but had 
been neglected. A  survey of the state of decay of the manor had shown that the repairs 
required would cost at least £160 (CPR 1560-3, 475-6).

The maintenance of flood defences against the Thames continued to be a necessity for 
the manor in the 16th century. A  Commission of Sewers appointed in 1541 to review the 
state of the Thames walls from Kingston to Earl’s Sluice at Rotherhithe included Battersea 
in its area of jurisdiction (LPH : 16, 500 no 1056(23)). In about 1546 Henry Rydon and 
Master John Lynge of South Lambeth paid a carpenter to make a great sluice in Battersea 
Marshes. Rydon’s widow Elizabeth was involved in a court case about the repair of the 
sluices in 1582-3 (Royden 1924, 127). In 1570 the Sewer Commissioners ordered the vicar 
of Battersea to raise the height of 20.1m of his river wall, presumably alongside the 
churchyard. The inhabitants of Battersea were also required to repair the Thames walls in 
this year, and to raise them above the high water mark in 1591 (LC C  1909, 59; L M A : 
SKCS18 f 174). Surveys of the manor in 1547—9 and 1605 continued to describe Fludmede 
and the Marsh next to the Thames Wall (PRO: LR2/190 ff 14v, 17; LR2/226 ff 16-42).

The manor house appears to have been completely rebuilt on the present site late in the 
16th century or early in the 17th century. In the survey of 1605 Sir Oliver St John was 
described as holding a large and beautiful mansion house (PRO: LR2/197 f i l l ;  LR 2 / 
198 f 77v; LR2/226 f 12). This is may have been the new manor house built in brick on an 
H-shaped plan. More probably it was erected by St John at about the time the manor was 
purchased from the Crown in 1627 (Taylor 1925, 68; Smallwood 1969, 73). It was built on 
a new site on the Thames side of the medieval courtyard area, extended to the west by new 
revetment, which lay beyond the area of excavation. It can be equated to the second post- 
medieval excavated phase. The water gate was replaced by a set of river stairs opposite the 
centre of the new building. The house was of two stories with attics and cellars (fig 12).

Oliver St John considered buying the manor from James I in 1611, but his funds were 
insufficient (Fawcett 1903, 55-6). However, he eventually purchased a grant of the manor



in fee simple from the Crown in 1627. The advowson of the church was granted to St John 
with the manor and remained united with it. The manor and manor house remained in 
the St John family until 1763. The owners included the statesman Henry St John, Viscount 
Bolingbroke, who lived there after he returned from exile in 1743 and died there in 1751. 
He briefly lent the house to the earl of Marchmont, and Alexander Pope stayed there as 
his guest in the 1740s. The manor was subsequently often called Bolingbroke House 
(Aubrey 1718-19,5, 355-6; VCH, 4, 12; Smallwood 1969, 71, 74-6).

Bolingbroke’s heir sold the Battersea estate to John, Viscount Spencer. The manor of 
Battersea has passed through his descendants to the present day ( VCH, 4, 12). In 1996 it 
was reported that the present owner, Earl Spencer, was proposing to sell the title of lord of 
the manors of Battersea and Wandsworth (SLP 23 Aug 1996, 7).

In Sir Oliver St John’s will of 1630 the house is described as containing a great dining 
chamber and a withdrawing room opening from it, a little dining chamber, a lower parlour 
with a staircase, a lower chamber with a room beyond it, and a room wainscoted with 
cedar. He left to his wife the contents and furniture of all these rooms to the east of the 
door from the hall, and to the east of the chimneys, forming the north wing and the upper 
floor of the central wing above the hall. Also mentioned were the bedchambers of himself 
and his wife, and all his books calendared alphabetically (PRO: P R O B l 1/159 sig 1). The 
cedar-panelled room mentioned in the will, and later known as Pope’s Parlour, was on the 
ground floor at the waterside end of the north wing, (represented in the excavation by 
walls 1102, 1103, 1117 and 1136). It was reached along a corridor running along the 
southern side of the wing. The panelling was of early 17th century date in an unusual 
herring-bone pattern. It also had two windows in the end wall of the wing, a fireplace in 
the north wall, and an ornate plaster ceiling. Also in this wing were a wooden staircase of 
c 1700 with turned and twisted balusters and square newels, and other early 17th century 
decorated plaster ceilings in a series of three upstairs rooms at the west end (SyAS 1921, 
98, pis 1, 2; R C H M E  1925, 6; Smallwood 1969, 73-4).

Sir John St John’s will of 1645 lists the house contents in general terms and mentions the 
hall, parlours, dining rooms, chambers, closets, galleries, butteries, pantries, kitchens, 
larders, cellars and other rooms (PRO: P R O B l 1/205 sig 135). The kitchens and other 
service rooms were presumably in the south wing. The whole house was supposed to have 
had twenty rooms on each floor, but this is an exaggeration. In the Hearth Tax assessments 
of 1662-74 Sir Walter St John was listed as having 23 hearths there (Meekings 1940, 131; 
P R O : E 179/188/481, 489A, 496, 504; E179/257/29).

In the 1605 survey Sir Oliver St John had two barns, two stables, an ox-house and a 
sheep-house under one roof, a granary and a dovecote adjacent to his mansion house. 
Outhouses including a brewhouse, a bakehouse, stables, barns and a dovecote, together 
with fishponds, are mentioned in the will of 1645. Several of these were probably 
replacements or continuations of the medieval service buildings and they probably still 
occupied the same positions in the 18th century (fig 13).

Probably late in the 17th century an additional small house was built on the waterside, 
adjoining the outer end of the west wing of the south range. It was of two stories with attics, 
but its roof ridge was lower than that of the wing. Its front wall was discovered in the 
excavation as ashlar wall 1341 (figs 4, 6). It may have been a house built for the separate 
occupation of Joan, wife of Sir Walter St John. In her will of 1703 it is noted as containing 
her closet, a gilt leather room, a dining room and a chamber (Smallwood 1969, 74-5; 
P R O : P R O B  11 /480 sig 40). Sir Walter’s will of 1706 left to his daughter a crimson damask 
bed standing in the room beyond the dining room, and enjoined his executors to make an 
inventory of his goods at Battersea (PRO: P R O B l 1/503 sig 190). Unfortunately this has 
not been located in the Prerogative Court of Canterbury records, and may not have 
survived.

In the 18th century little alteration seems to have made to the manor house, which was 
described by Bolingbroke in a letter to the earl of Marchmont in 1740 as ‘an old and



decayed mansion’ . He and his wife undertook a series of remedial repairs to make it 
habitable in 1745 (Sichel 1901, 1, 145n2; 2, 373). The basic H-shape with the addition of 
the small house to the west wing is apparent in the map of c 1760 and several engravings of 
the mid-18th century (figs 12 , 13).

In 1605 Sir Oliver St John held a garden and two orchards adjacent to the manor house 
site. Together these were estimated to cover four acres (PRO: L R 2 / 197 f 1 11 ). In the 18th 
century the manor house was approached by a straight driveway between the kitchen 
garden to south-west and the orchard to the north-east. It then broadened to approach the 
house between the service yard to the south-west and formal gardens to the north-east. 
These appear to have been of 17th century date. A  line of trees was planted along the 
riverfront terrace (fig 12; Smallwood 1969, 75). The gardens are said to have grown lilac 
and honeysuckle, and to have included Portugal melon beds and peach trees, from which 
peaches stewed in brandy were supplied to George I (SJVS 4 Dec 1981, 61). The Althorpe 
Grove excavation found evidence of the kitchen garden in the form of bedding trenches 
running from east to west. However, no trace of the manor house outbuildings was found, 
because of the extent of 19th century truncation (Bird et al 1980, 250; McCracken 1986, 2).

The vicarage of Battersea possessed a house, barns, outhouses, orchards and gardens in 
1609 and 1636 (Taylor 1925, 24, 55). These probably lay on the south side of the church 
landing place, at the end of Battersea High Street. The parish church of St Mary was 
repaired in 1703 and ‘beautified’ in 1707. A  gallery was added in the south aisle in 1705 at 
the expense of Sir Walter St John (Aubrey 1718-19, 1 , 135, 146-7). The church was built 
of brick and had therefore been rebuilt since the medieval period (Lysons 1792-6, 1, 32). 
It was rebuilt again in brick with stone quoins in 1775-7. Several windows and monuments 
were transferred from the old church to the new, including the east window, an elaborate 
heraldic memorial to the St John family installed in the 17 th century ( VCH, 4, 13; R C H M E  
1925,6).

At the same time as the church was rebuilt, the churchyard was extended approximately 
10m to the west into the river Thames. This was achieved by building up an embankment 
over Lord Spencer’s dock and the foreshore at the south end of the manor house grounds, 
and infilling behind. There was also an extension to the south over the site of four small 
houses at the entrance. The churchyard walls were rebuilt in 1884 and the level of the 
adjoining dock raised (Taylor 1925, 48, 100, 115, 275; Smallwood 1969, 72).

The village of Battersea, like other settlements near London, began to grow in size in the 
17th century. New gardens for root crops, peas and beans were first mentioned in a glebe 
terrier of 1636 (Taylor 1925, 61). The village’s only link with the north side of the Thames 
was a ferry running to Chelsea, which belonged to the manor. Growth was accelerated 
after 1771-2 when the ferry was replaced with a wooden bridge built at the expense of 
Earl Spencer, who took the tolls of the bridge ( VCH, 4, 8-9).

MODERN DEVELOPMENTS

The bulk of Battersea Manor House or Bolingbroke House was demolished in about 1777, 
leaving only the north wing and a range of service buildings adjacent to the churchyard. 
Earl Spencer sold the freehold of the manor house site to Thomas Rhodes in about 1788 
(SHC: QS6/7). The river frontage was rationalized after the sale. The manor house 
terrace to the south of the river stairs was slightly trimmed back, while to the north of the 
stairs it was slightly extended. The same line was continued in front of the garden terrace, 
representing an advance on to the foreshore of 15m at the south end and 25m at the north 
end (fig 13).

The area was rapidly transformed from one of residential to one of industrial character. 
Most of the site of the manor house was turned into malthouses. These were operated by 
William Alloway in 1785-93, Hodgson and Company in 1802-20, and Gosling and 
Company in 1824-9, then continued as Gosling and Downs (SHC: QS6/7). Alloway paid



tax on thirteen windows here in 1786 (SHC: QS6/7/10). In 1837 the premises comprised 
four brick-built malthouses, cisterns, kilns, malt and barley chambers, a dwelling house, 
stables, a chaise house, cart sheds, other outbuildings, and a wharf fronting the river 
Thames. The line of Battersea Church Street had been laid out as a private road along its 
south side (LA D : Surrey Deed 1226). This also appears on the Battersea tithe map of the 
following year (W LHC). The Goslings had been succeeded by E  B Bradley by 1851, and 
by Bell Bailey in 1871 and 1881 (PRO: H0107/1046 and 1577; RG10/700; RG11/638). 
By 1903, when the malthouses were owned by S Thompson & Sons, there were tall malting 
kilns along the riverside (Goad FIP: 1903).

The site of the formal garden was turned into flour mills in the late 18th century, 
incorporating the north wing of the manor house. The garden side of the surviving wing 
was embellished with a semi-circular bay window and a columned portico, and the whole 
exterior was stuccoed. The rooms inside were adapted as offices (Lysons 1792-6, 1, 46; 
Smallwood 1969, 76). Further offices were built to adjoin its east end (Goad FIP: 1903).

An innovative horizontal windmill for preparing oil was built on the riverside of this site 
in 1790, on the ground reclaimed in front of the former garden. It was crowned by a casing 
in the shape of a truncated cone, housing 96 plank ‘floats’ connected by arms to the main 
shaft, which was 36.6m tall. Corresponding tall shutters in the casing operated like 
Venetian blinds to control the current of air to the ‘floats’, allowing the mill to turn even 
when there was very little wind. Six or eight pairs of mill-stones could be turned. The mill 
was used for cornmilling by Hodgson and Company from 1792 onwards. It was still 
standing in 1845, and the base of it survived into the early 20th century (Lysons 1792-6, 1, 
47; VCH, 4, 12; Goad FIP: 1903). The flour mills were operated by the Dives family from 
1830 onwards, succeeded by Messrs Mayhew before 1871 (SHC: QS6/7; P R O : H O  107/ 
1044 and 1577; R G 1 0/700). The premises gradually expanded eastward from the old mill 
during the 19th century.

The north wing still stood until demolition in 1925. The owner, the miller Rowland 
Rank, sold the cedar-panelled room and one of the ceilings; Lord Kitchener considered 
purchasing them before his death, but in the event they were taken to Philadelphia for 
reconstruction. The wooden staircase was taken on to the Ranks’ new house at Aldwich 
Place in Sussex (W LH C : Local Enquiry notes and Wandsworth Notes, 3 , 79, 259; 
R C H M E  1925, 6; SyAS 1921, 98; Smallwood 1969, 76-7). The flour mills were then 
extended across the site of the manor house wing and the malthouses. The waterfront was 
again advanced into the river across the whole width of the amalgamated site, 16m at the 
south end and 30m at the north end (Goad FIP: 1949).

By January 1993 Battersea Flour Mills were closed and the site was up for sale ( WBJV11 
May 1990, p8; 18 Dec 1992, p8; A LP 8 Jan 1993, pi). The site was sold for redevelopment 
in 1996.

Discussion
A  number of undated features containing burnt flint, excavated in the 1991 M oLAS 
evaluation, appear to represent the only evidence for prehistoric activity on the site (Bruce 
1991). These were recorded in the southernmost evaluation trench, where the underlying 
gravels are at their highest point, and may indicate peripheral riverside activity. There is 
no evidence for Saxon activity on the site, which is perhaps surprising given the Saxon 
remains excavated at nearby Althorpe Grove. However, the proximity of the site to the 
river may have made it unsuitable for settlement.

The first major activity on the site is dated to the 12th and 13th centuries, and comprised 
three probable but insecurely dated structures. The distribution of these features was 
clearly influenced by the variation in the topography of the underlying gravel island. Two 
of the structures were located on the highest points of the gravels (structures 1407 and 
•1582), while structure 1583 occupied a slightly lower lying gravel terrace to the west. From



these highpoints, the gravels slope downwards to the north and north-west, towards the 
present line of the river Thames. The features in these lower-lying areas consisted mostly 
of small ditches or gullies and occasional pits. These areas were likely to have been too 
close to the contemporary course of the river, and too low lying, to have been suitable for 
occupation, and it seems that a shift in focus took place towards the end of the late Saxon 
period.

The three structures are likely to have been associated with the medieval manor house, 
and may have been small agricultural buildings. The documentary evidence indicates that 
buildings associated with the manor house complex lay adjacent to the west or water gate 
of the manor house, including an ox house, a pig house and stables. The excavated phase 
1 structures on the site probably represent the remains of these or similar structures. 
Charred grain recovered from structure 1407 is consistent with the processing and storage 
of grain. This seems to represent either the deliberate disposal of burned cleaned grain and 
pulses or an accumulation of scattered material. The charcoal recovered from pit 1497 
included a wide range of taxa and is of particular interest since it included a high 
proportion of pine {Pinus). British pine was unlikely to have been available in the London 
region in the 12th— 13th centuries and the most likely source was probably timber imported 
from the Baltic. This points to relatively high status activity in the vicinity, but not directly 
associated with these structures, as it probably occurs in this context as fuel residue.

The exact function of the other ditches and gullies is uncertain, although some may 
have acted as drainage gullies, and others have been interpreted as agricultural features.

There is no evidence to support the theory that the hall of the medieval manor house 
was located within the site, or that it later formed the basis for the construction of the post- 
medieval manor house, as previously suggested (Smallwood 1969, 72). It is likely that the 
hall of the medieval manor house lay to the east of the excavated area, and that the western 
end of the courtyard probably lay on the excavated site (see documentary evidence above).

Numerous documentary sources refer to flooding as a major problem in the area during 
the Saxon and medieval periods. This is reflected both in the likely location of the manor 
house slightly further back from the river, and in the distribution of medieval features on 
the site. However, no evidence survived for medieval river walls or revetments within the 
excavated area. There is little evidence for activity on the site in the 15th and early 16th 
centuries, although the land still formed part of the manorial complex.

This appears to change early in the post-medieval period, with the construction of tile 
and brick-built structures in the mid-late 16th century. With the development of the 
manorial complex in the late medieval/early post-medieval period the nature of activity 
on the site gradually changed. The mid-late 16th century appears to have seen the 
construction of more permanent structures on the site, in the form of tile-built wall 1217, 
wall 1308 and a semi-subterranean room. Their exact form and function is unclear, 
although they probably formed part of the wider manorial complex. The fact that the floor 
of one of these structures was partially sunk into the underlying gravels suggests that there 
was less risk of flooding in this area, either through improved river defences or to the slight 
build up in ground level.

There are no contemporary documents relating to the construction of these buildings 
although their apparent incorporation within the later manor house, and the presence of a 
mid-late 16th century leaded window in the demolition debris of the semi-subterranean 
room suggests that they may have had a semi-domestic rather than agricultural purpose. 
These may have formed part of the restorations to the manor undertaken by the Rydons 
in the 16th century.

The construction of the large, H-plan manor house on the site in late in the 16th or early 
17th century marks the first significant change in land use on the site. The size, form and 
location of this building indicate that it was constructed both as a practical residence and 
as an overt expression of status. The choice of a riverside site, the formal plan of both 
house and gardens and the creation of two fagades — with a landward approach through



a formal avenue from the south-east and a wide set of steps leading down to the river 
frontage — indicate that the construction of the house formed a calculated expression of 
both wealth and status (fig 13). The documentary sources suggest that by the late 16th 
century the medieval manor complex, owned by the Rydons, was in considerable need of 
repair (see documentary evidence above) and this may have been a major motivating 
factor behind the new construction. This may correspond with the shift away from the use 
of the manor house as the functioning centre of an agrarian estate to a purely domestic and 
social centre. The formalization in plan of both the house and its surroundings, along with 
the choice of the riverside location all supports this theory. This may also mark a change 
in the perception of the river Thames, away from a potential threat to settlement to a 
convenient point of access and a prime location for gentrification.

The decision to build closer to the river was facilitated by the construction of river 
defences to the north and east of the manor house. These river walls, not exposed in the 
excavations, mirrored the form of the building, while extensive formal gardens were laid 
out to the north-east. There can be little doubt that much of this formal layout was 
designed to be a visible monument in the landscape, which could be viewed from the river 
and the north bank of the Thames, while also presenting a fine fagade to the landward 
approach. Indeed, contemporary illustrations show the building dominating the river 
frontage (fig 12), while contemporary maps place the house in the context of a wider 
system of outbuildings and gardens (fig 13).

Although the surviving remains of the manor house were much damaged, it was possible 
to re-construct the H-shaped plan of the building, with the north and south ranges 
relatively well preserved. The excavated remains tie in very closely with the plan of the 
building recorded in the mid-18th century (figs 4, 13). The cross range was virtually 
destroyed by the later flour mills.

It is possible to reconstruct some of the internal layout of the north wing, while the 
survival of the cellar and a number of utilitarian features in the south range support the 
likelihood that this contained the service rooms. Although there are contemporary 
documents listing the rooms in the house, only a few of the rooms in the north wing are 
identifiable. The north-westernmost room in the north wing was clearly that described in 
1630 as wainscoted with cedar and later called Pope’s Parlour. To the south-east of this, 
the large double fireplace (1109) is thought likely to mark the line of an internal division, 
possibly between two rooms listed in the will as a lower chamber and a room beyond it. A  
corridor probably ran along the south-western wall of the range, linking these rooms. The 
location of the staircase mentioned in this wing is uncertain, although these may have been 
at the south eastern end of the corridor (fig 13). The hall and dining room are likely to 
have been located in the cross-wing.

Comparatively little remained of the southern and central ranges, with the exception of 
the cellar at the south-eastern end of the south range. This presumably acted as a storage 
area for the kitchen in this block. The number of small brick-lined channels excavated to 
the west of the cellar, and interpreted as drains, may also be related to the kitchens. 
Substantial drains excavated to the north and south of the main house, along with the 
construction of two brick lined soakaways, possibly point to continued problems with the 
drainage of the site.

There is little in the artefactual assemblage or the environmental evidence to indicate 
the high status of the site, but the animal bone does provide a hint of this.

The ashlar-faced wall (1341) excavated in the eastern corner of the site formed the front 
(river facing) wall of an extension to the H-plan manor house, and has been dated to the 
later 17th or early 18th century. Ashlar was the most expensive form of masonry at this 
time. Prior to the Tudor period, it was only ever used on buildings of major importance 
(Clifton-Taylor & Ireson 1994, 105) to provide a high quality of finish, and was often used 
on the frontage of buildings. The ashlar blocks at Battersea were not very thick; they did 
not form the bulk of the wall but created a fine surface over a brick wall. Though the faces



and sides of the blocks were smooth, the backs, which were bonded to the wall, were rough 
and uneven. The joints between the blocks were generally very fine, and the overall 
appearance would have been an extremely well-finished wall.

Masons’ marks were to identify the work of individual masons, as payment at this time 
was often made on a piecemeal basis. While in theory each mason had a different mark, 
many marks, particularly the simpler forms, are duplicated (eg the mark of a father would 
be adapted and reused by his son). Fifteenth-century marks at St Mary Spital, London are 
very similar to those used in the 13th century (Samuel & de Domingo 1997, 193). 
Moreover, the rather casual attitude of English masons to the use of personal marks (Davis 
1954, 44) means that one might vary his mark slightly from site to site if it duplicated that 
of another mason. In consequence, the tracking of individual masons through personal 
marks is nearly impossible, and their greatest value now is for dating purposes.

The masons’ marks here are all exposed on the outer surface of the wall. Practice varied 
across the country, but generally it seems that marks were meant to be seen, at least by the 
master mason, for the purposes of checking the quality of the finished work and to identify 
the perpetrators of sub-standard workmanship. It is possible that a coat of plaster was 
subsequently added to the wall thereby concealing them. The use of two marks on one 
stone might be to distinguish the mason who worked the stone at the bench from the 
mason who ‘set’ it in the wall (Davis 1954, 45). Few of the masons’ marks have close 
parallels, although those that do may date to the medieval or early post medieval periods.

The ashlar blocks are likely to be of late medieval/early post-medieval date, but were 
found in a late 17th or early 18th century context. This and the stilted coursing of the 
ashlar blocks and the possible inversion of a number of the masons’ marks indicate that 
these blocks were re-used in this wall and were originally used elsewhere, almost certainly 
in a high-status structure. A  comparable, though much larger group of ashlar blocks with 
masons’ marks has recently been published from the Tudor quayside at Whitehall Palace 
(Thurley 2000).

With the exception of the addition of a further wing to the south range in the late 17th 
century, the manor house seems to have undergone little structural alteration prior to its 
demolition a century or so later, other than that needed to keep it habitable. The house 
appears to have been in a relatively poor state during the time of Henry St John, Viscount 
Bolingbroke, and was sold to the Spencer family shortly after his death. This lack of 
development is supported by the archaeological evidence, which showed few structural 
alterations to the original plan of the house. There is evidence to indicate that the cellar in 
the south wing was extended at some point, and the chimneys in the north wing appear to 
be modifications to the original walls although these cannot be closely dated and may 
reflect a change in design during the initial building. The demolition of the southern and 
central wings of the manor house and subsequent sale of the freehold of the site may be 
further evidence that it was no longer practical to maintain so large a structure. It may also 
reflect a general change in the character of the waterfront in Battersea. For example, the 
archbishop of York’s palace a kilometre or so to the south, was demolished and the site 
initially used as a distillery at a similar time towards the end of the 18th century (Duncan 
Hawkins, pers comm).

Demolition of most of the manor house took place in about 1777, with the site bring sold 
shortly afterwards. The construction of malthouses on the southern half of the site and a 
flour mill on the northern transformed the character of the site, with the river frontage 
being extended in places. The construction of these industrial complexes was clearly 
influenced by the proximity of the river. Large amounts of goods could be brought up river 
and off-loaded directly onto the site, and the produce of both the malthouses and the flour 
mills could also be removed by the same route. The excavations revealed considerable 
evidence for these industrial complexes, both in the form of the early malthouses and in 
terms of the later, expanded, flour mills. Battersea Flour Mills were closed down in 1993, 
and the land sold for re-development. By this time the focus of transport had moved away
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from the river to the road, with the large concrete inspection pit and associated weigh 
station and the heavily reinforced concrete apron clearly indicating this shift. Demolition 
of the flour mills buildings took place in 1996. 

The post-manorial development of the site can be seen as part of a wider industrialization 
of the waterfront of the river Thames. The river could be used as the major point of both 
supply and distribution. This advantage gradually diminished in the 20th century, and the 
shift towards the use of road transport is reflected in the structural alterations to the mills . 
The current development of the site, with the construction of a block ofluxury residential 
apartments forms part of a wider pattern of the re-gentrification of the river Thames and 
can be closely paralleled elsewhere in London. 
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