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Summary
The Oxford Archaeological Unit was commissioned to undertake a programme o f archaeological excavations 
on sites at Lodge Lane, Geoffrey Harris House and Lloyd Park and in connection with the construction o f 
the New Addington branch line o f the Croydon Tramlink. The aim o f these excavations was to investigate 

further archaeological remains discovered in these three areas during a trial trench evaluation along the 
proposed Tramlink route in 1997.

The excavation at Lodge Lane revealed pits and postholes associated with Saxo-Norman occupation and 
earthworks connected with later medieval cultivation. In addition a series o f ditches, perhaps forming part 
o f a field system, and several pits were discovered containing Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age pottery and 
workedflints.

The trench excavated in the grounds o f the 18th century Geoffrey Harris House revealed a series o f flin t 
and brick wall foundations o f a 16 th / 18th century building. A  small trench located in the adjacent Lloyd 
Park uncovered several ditches associated with Roman settlement and a cremation burial.
. Combined, the excavations provide an interrupted sequence o f evidence from the Late Bronze Age to the 

present. Although small-scale, the prehistoric and Roman remains at Lodge Lane and Lloyd Park represent 
significant discoveries in an area where very few  remains o f this date have previously been found  in situ. 
The unexpected discovery o f deposits relating to Saxo-Norman occupation at Lodge Lane also provides 
evidence, in part contemporaneous with Domesday Book, relating to the origin o f the village o f Addington.

Introduction and background
In 1997 the Oxford Archaeological Unit was commissioned by Gibb Environmental (on 
behalf of Amey McAlpine Joint Venture ‘CJV’) to conduct a trial trench evaluation on the 
site at Lodge Lane, and along the part of the Tramlink route from Gravel Hill, Addington, 
through to Addington Hills and Lloyd Park (fig 1). As a result of this evaluation it was 
recommended that further work should be undertaken at Lodge Lane, Lloyd Park and 
Geoffrey Harris House (OAU 1997). A method statement was subsequently prepared by 
the Oxford Archaeological Unit in consultation with English Heritage, and the excavations 
took place during February and March 1998.

The areas of excavation at Geoffrey Harris House and Lloyd Park were restricted to the 
narrow construction, corridor of the Tramlink. However, the intended location of a 
proposed works site and station at Lodge Lane allowed for a more extensive excavation to 
be undertaken.

Along the part of the route through Gravel Hill no archaeological remains were 
discovered but a significant quantity of worked flint was recovered from' a deep deposit of 
colluvium (hillwash). This material is of interest in its own right and therefore has been 
included in the flint report and general discussion of prehistoric activity at Lodge Lane.



. Route of Tramlink

Fig 1 Location of Lodge Lane, Geoffrey Harris House and Lloyd Park sites

LODGE LANE

Location and topography
Lodge Lane is located directly south of the village of Addington and 500m west of New  
Addington, adjacent to the Kent Gate Way (fig 2). The site lies at 88m OD, and is situated 
in the bottom of a dry valley, which runs across the lower dip of the North Downs, east of 
Croydon. The geology of this site consists of Dry Valley drift deposits of Quaternary age, 
which overlie the solid Cretaceous Upper Chalk bedrock of the area. Two fields in the area 
have surviving earthworks, including regular undulation, which may be the remains of 
ridge and furrow. Several of the field boundaries still survive as quite substantial ditches 
with parallel banks, and these are particularly pronounced to the south-west of the site. 
Prior to excavation the site was used as a paddock for horses.

Archaeological and historical background
The origin of the village of Addington is uncertain. Domesday Book records two separate 
Addington manors called ‘Eddinton5 and ‘Edinton5 (Warren 1984, 6) and although the 
village church of St Mary is thought to be 11th century in origin, it is not mentioned in 
Domesday Book. However, excavations in the village have located several medieval 
structures dating from the 12th and 13th centuries and evidence of agricultural land use 
from the 13th century onwards (Thornhill 1975; Thornhill & Savage 1979). Scatters of 
other finds, including Neolithic and Bronze Age flints, Roman coins and Saxon pottery, 
indicate earlier activity in the area. However, no earlier remains have previously been 
discovered in situ.



The Lodge Lane earthworks are just one example of many sites around the village of 
Addington. The construction of the Kent Gate Way bypass in the early 1970s gave the 
Croydon Natural History and Scientific Society an opportunity to investigate the 
earthworks in Church Meadow, the field to the west of the current area of investigation 
(Thornhill 1975). The meadow was originally believed to form part of a 13th or 14th 
century field system with three lynchets, one of which was excavated. The bottom layers, 
containing pottery of 12th century date, overlay a rubbish pit probably of the same date. 
The society concluded from this that the field had been in agricultural use since the 12th 
century, probably from c 1187 when the meadow was given to the Priory Church of St 
Mary Overie.

The field investigated by the current excavation, known as Barncroft, once formed part 
of Lower Farm. Since the late 1950s the integrity of the site has been severely affected by 
the construction of the Addington bypass, the Kent Gate Way roundabout and service 
station, an electricity substation and a police station. The 17th century Lower Farm and its 
associated outbuildings lay in the area to the north of the bypass. The barn, which gave its 
name to the field, was probably located where the police station now stands. In 1992 the 
Museum of London dug two trenches on the site of the Kent Gate Way bypass, to 
the north-west of the current site (Tucker 1992). This site would originally have been part 
of the same field that the earthworks cover until it was cut in half by the construction of the 
bypass. Below the 19th century soil and demolition rubble, the evaluation found cobbled 
surfaces relating to the farm and ancillary buildings of Lower House Farm. The second



trench to the south-west contained an earlier chalk floor probably dating to the 13th or 
14th century. Below this there was a brown loam believed to date from the 12th or 13th 
century, probably a ploughsoil, from which prehistoric and Roman pottery was recovered.

The evaluation
As part of the 1997 evaluation, a survey was undertaken to record the earthworks which 
lay within the area of investigation. Pottery recovered by these limited excavations 
provided confirmation of their medieval date (OAU 1997). The results of the evaluation 
work suggested that there might also be prehistoric remains sealed beneath the medieval 
ploughsoil in the eastern area of the site. No earthworks or archaeological features were 
discovered in the western half of the site, which had been heavily affected by modern 
ploughing.

It was therefore recommended that only limited further work was needed to confirm the 
date of the earthworks, but that an open area excavation should also be undertaken in the 
eastern half of the site to examine earlier features sealed beneath the earthworks.

The excavation
M ETH ODOLOG Y

The main area of excavation, which measured 1610m2, was stripped of topsoil and the 
medieval ploughsoil using a mechanical excavator under archaeological supervision (fig 2). 
The exposed area was then cleaned by hand, planned and photographed. Discrete features 
were half sectioned, and their sections drawn, before their remaining halves were 
excavated. Sections 2m long were initially dug through ditches at 10m intervals. At the 
end of the excavation additional lengths of the ditches were excavated in the attempt to 
recover further dating evidence, and at least 50% of the fills of each of the ditches was 
eventually removed by hand. Samples for flotation were taken from a range of features to 
obtain charred plant remains, and samples were also taken for molluscan analysis, but no 
mollusc shells survived.

In addition to the main area of excavation (trench 10) three trenches were located to 
further investigate the existing earthworks and boundaries (fig 2). Trench 7 was designed 
to examine the central site boundary, which could not be disturbed at the time of the 
evaluation due to its continuing use as a paddock. Trenches 8 and 9 were placed to transect 
an earthwork bank and platform initially examined in the evaluation, in order to recover 
further evidence of their date and function.

A R CH A EO LO G ICA L DESCRIPTION (figS 3 - 9 )

Trench 10 (the main area o f excavation)

Numerous archaeological features, comprising pits, postholes and ditches, were located 
throughout the area of excavation. However, the pits and postholes, which were 
predominantly associated with early medieval (Saxo-Norman) occupation, were most 
concentrated in the north-east corner of the site (fig 3).

The earliest phase of activity comprised a series of north-south ditches which ran 
through the western half of the trench. All these ditches contained similar pale fills which 
were distinctly different from the darker charcoal-rich fills of the early medieval features, 
and after a few days of weathering they became almost completely invisible in plan. Three 
of the ditches (1010, 1024 and 1027) ran parallel continuously through the area of 
excavation. Although all three ditches varied slightly in size and character along their 
length, they were roughly similar in size, measuring lm  in width and up to 0.50m in depth. 
A fourth ditch on this alignment (1014) only extended 14m into the area of excavation and



Fig 3 Lodge Lane, Addington: plan of main excavation, trench 10

was slightly smaller, measuring 0.65m in width and 0.35m in depth. A narrower ditch 
(1104), aligned north-west to south-east, was truncated by the most easterly of the series of 
parallel ditches and therefore represented a slightly earlier phase.

The ditches contained an uncomplicated sequence of between one and three fills, 
comprising mostly sandy silts with occasional large nodules of flint (fig 4). No evidence of 
any banks was suggested from the formation of the fills. Each of the four parallel ditches 
produced a small quantity of abraded Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age (LBA/EIA) pottery 
(table 1, M43) and worked flint. One or two sherds of intrusive 10th and 11th century 
pottery were found in the upper fills of each of the parallel ditches. The smaller ditch 
(1014), for example, also produced a single sherd of 10th century pottery. However, this 
section of the ditch was surrounded by a cluster of early medieval pits and postholes (eg 
figs 3 and 5, features 1035, 1037 and 1293). It is most likely that this sherd came from 
another one of the features in this group which was cut into the fill of the earlier ditch but 
not observed by the excavator. No finds were recovered from the narrow ditch (1104), 
aligned north-west to south-east.

Two intercutting pits (fig 4, 1152 and 1154) were located in a hollow in the central area 
of the site, and two shallow scoops (fig 7, 1169 and fig 8, 1219) and a posthole (1297) were 
situated towards the north end of the site. All contained a similar mixture of abraded LBA/ 
EIA pottery and worked flint similar to that recovered from the ditches, and apparently 
represented broadly contemporary activity. 

In addition to the possible later prehistoric features, a single posthole (1121), located 
adjacent to the east edge of the trench, contained five sherds of Roman pottery. A small 
quantity of redeposited Roman pottery and tile was also recovered from the medieval 
features and ploughsoils (table 2, M43). Another posthole (1123) in this vicinity contained a 
large sherd of early-middle Saxon pottery (table 3, M43). However, as this was only a single 
sherd it remains uncertain whether this feature represents earlier Saxon remains in situ.

The early medieval features comprised numerous pits and postholes, two possible 
hearths, a short stretch of east-west gully (1041) and a small number of irregular linear
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Fig 4 Lodge Lane, Addington: sections of late Bronze Age/early Iron Age ditches and pits

features of uncertain function (figs 3-8). The pits varied in size from 0.6m in diameter and 
0.2m in depth, up to 3m in diameter and 0.7m in depth, though most were towards the 
lower end of this range. Varying quantities of Saxo-Norman and medieval pottery were 
recovered from these features (tables 4 -6 , M 44-M 45). In most cases only small quantities 
of material were present, but a few of the pits contained large assemblages, most notably 
pit 1112, which contained an almost complete jar (fig 9, no 1). Apart from the pottery the
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only other finds recovered from these features were a small quantity of animal bone, an 
iron knife and several nails. In addition, charred plant remains were recovered by flotation.

Although scatters of postholes and two compacted burnt clay hearths (fig 5, 1044 and 
1045) formed part of this phase of early medieval activity no obvious structures could be 
defined. Nevertheless, it remains possible that some of the clusters of postholes or the 
hearths could represent evidence of ephemeral structures (hovels) where only part of the 
ground plan survived.

A small cluster of features and deposits situated in the north-west corner of the site, 
including a spread of demolition rubble (mostly tile) within a shallow scoop (1099), a large 
pit (1266) and a probable ploughing lynchet (1003), were associated with post-medieval 
activity. In addition to the tile and a small quantity of post-medieval pottery) several metal
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Fig 6 Lodge Lane, Addington: sections of medieval pits, postholes and ditches

objects, including an early post-medieval jetton and a thimble, were recovered from these 
features. 

Trench 7

This trench was excavated, through the central hedge boundary. No archaeological 
features were discovered and there was no evidence to suggest that this boundary was 
earlier than post-medieval in origin.
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Trench 8

This trench was located to investigate a possible earthwork platform initially examined in 
the evaluation. Ten sherds of Saxo-Norman pottery were recovered from an upper layer 
of soil which formed the bank (fig 2), but no finds were retrieved from the lower levels of 
the earthwork and no archaeological features were exposed beneath it.

Trench 9

This trench was excavated through an extensive bank, aligned north-west to south-east 
which ran parallel and adjacent to the eastern boundary of the site. A further seven sherds 
of medieval pottery were recovered from the soil forming the bank to add to the fifteen 
recovered during the evaluation. These provided further evidence for the medieval date of 
this feature, which was probably a ploughing lynchet.

The finds
t h e  p r e h i s t o r i c  p o t t e r y ,  by Kayt Brown 

Introduction

A total of 39 sherds of prehistoric pottery, weighing 103g, was recovered from twelve 
excavated contexts at Lodge Lane, with the bulk of this material (21 sherds) coming from 
the series of north-south aligned ditches (table 1, M43). All the material was handmade, 
with the majority of sherds occurring in fabrics tempered with either flint or flint and sand, 
which indicate a probable LBA or EIA date. The assemblage was in a poor condition, with 
an average sherd weight of less than 3g. No context produced more than ten fragments. 
No sherds displayed decoration, and the only evidence of use occurred in the form of a 
carbonized residue on the interior surface of one sherd.
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Methodology

The material was sorted by hand into four broad fabric groups, and was quantified by 
sherd count and weight for each context. The material was recorded by principal inclusion 
types, in accordance with the recommended guidelines (PCRG 1997), following the OAU  
system for recording prehistoric pottery.
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Fabrics andforms

The four fabric groups were distinguished by inclusions of fine flint and sand (FA2), coarse 
flint (F3), fine sand (A2), and leached shell (S3).

The majority of sherds (25, recovered from nine contexts) occurred in the relatively fine 
flint and sand fabric, FA2. Included in this material was a small rim fragment from ajar or 
bowl likely to be of bipartite form and probably of LBA date. A further eight sherds in a 
slightly coarser flint tempered fabric, F3, occurred in five contexts. Only three sherds 
occurred in a leached shell fabric. The use of shell as a tempering agent is part of a fabric 
tradition which continues intermittently from the Iron Age into the medieval period. A 
further three sherds were manufactured from sand-tempered fabrics, which were found 
alongside the material tempered with flint and sand, and could be either Late Bronze Age 
or Iron Age in date.

Discussion

Given the small size of the assemblage, the poor condition of the sherds, and the lack of 
many featured sherds, dating of the pottery is based principally on fabric alone. The jar or 
bowl rim strengthens an LBA date for the flint-tempered material, and similar pottery 
occurs at the LBA enclosure at Carshalton and to the west in the middle Thames valley 
(Adkins & Needham 1985; Barrett 1980). The shell- or sand-tempered material is more 
problematical and could date from the Early Iron Age onwards, although shell-tempered 
material dated to the LBA/EIA transitional phase has been recorded at a site at Snowy 
Fielder Waye, Isleworth, Middlesex, to the north-west (Timby 1996).

t h e  r o m a n  p o t t e r y ,  by Kayt Brown

A small assemblage of fourteen sherds (448g) was recovered from eight contexts (table 2, 
M43). Five of the sherds came from a single posthole (1121, fill 1120). The remaining 
material was all redeposited within later features. The range of fabrics represented is 
restricted to sandy oxidized and reduced coarse wares, single sherds of white ware and 
white-slipped ware and two sherds of a Verulamium mortarium. The pottery was recorded 
following the OAU system for later prehistoric and Roman pottery and correlated with the 
system used at the Museum of London. The ware types for each system are shown in table 
2 (M43), and the material has been quantified by sherd count and weight for each context.

t h e  p o s t - r o m a n  a n d  m e d i e v a l  p o t t e r y ,  b y  Paul Blinkhorn 

Introduction

The pottery assemblage from the excavation at Lodge Lane comprised 332 sherds with a 
total weight of 5607g. This was in addition to 26 sherds with a total weight of 290g 
recovered from the evaluation. The numbers and weight of sherds in each fabric in each 
context is shown in tables 3 -6  (M43-M45). To ensure consistency with previous work 
carried out in the City and its environs, the fabric codes utilized are those of the Museum 
of London late Saxon and medieval type-series (Vince 1985). Owing to the lack of previous 
work in the area of Addington, coupled with a dearth of evidence for absolute chronology 
from this site, the dating framework for London has also been used for this group of 
material.

The assemblage comprises Saxo-Norman and later pottery types which are well 
documented within the City of London. It is, however, notable for a relatively large 
quantity of Saxo-Norman Early Medieval Shelly ware, and is the first group of material of 
this date which has been excavated in the area in recent years (L Blackmore, pers comm). 
Other medieval wares, particularly glazed wares of the 13th and 14th centuries, are scarce,



suggesting that occupation at the site was relatively short-lived, and that activity had 
virtually ceased by the mid-13th century. It therefore seems very likely, from the 
chronology of the pottery, that the site is part of one of the settlements (Eddinton or 
EdintonJ mentioned in Domesday Book (see above).

Fabrics

All fabric names and chronologies are those defined by Vince (1985), unless stated 
otherwise.
E/M Saxon, rAD450-850. Dense, sub-rounded 

quartz up to 1mm, sparse angular white flint up 
to 2mm. One sherd, 14g.

LSS: Late Saxon Shelly ware, rlate 9th-early 11th 
century. 1 sherd, 55g.

EMSH: Early Medieval Shelly ware, early llth- late  
12th century. 68 sherds, 3012g.

EMFL: Early Medieval Flinty ware, early 1 lth-early 
12th century. 13 sherds, 198g.

EMS: Early Medieval Sandy ware, early llth- late  
12th century. 68 sherds, 495g.

EMSS: Early Medieval Sand and Shell ware, mid/ 
late 11th—late 12th century. Six sherds, 101g.

ESUR: Early Surrey coarseware, mid/late 1 lth- late 
12th century. Eight sherds, 58g.

Chronology

The range and quantities of pottery at this site suggest that the greatest concentration ot 
activity was during, the 11th century. Only five of the medieval contexts that contained 
pottery can be dated to the 12th century or later. By far the commonest pottery type (183 
sherds, 3012g) from this site was Early Medieval Shelly ware (EMSH), with the assemblage 
including a near-complete jar and a portion of a large storage vessel, both from context 
1111 in pit 1112, the completeness of which suggests that they have remained in their 
primary context of deposition (fig 9, no I). It is also worthy of note that EMSH constitutes 
over half this assemblage (by weight). Whilst this may be a distortion caused by the 
presence of the near-complete jar in context 1111, this is a far greater proportion than the 
ware usually comprises in contemporary assemblages from the City of London (Vince 
1985). This suggests that the source of the ware may have been in Surrey rather than the 
City itself.

A single sherd of Late Saxon Shelly ware (LSS), a large piece of a small jar, was also 
found (fig 9, no 3). The exact chronology of this material is a little uncertain. It is most 
likely to have been first used in the late 9th or early 10th century, and imports aside, was 
the only pottery type in use in London until the last quarter of the 10th century, when 
small quantities of Early Medieval Sandy ware were also used. The exact chronologies of 
the wares outside the city of London, however, remain to be established.

Later medieval pottery types, particularly 12th and 13th century glazed wares such as 
LOND and KING are very scarce, and contemporary unglazed wares such as SHER are 
similarly under-represented whem compared with London assemblages (Vince 1985, fig 
12). The scarcity of SHER at this site may be a result of the logistics of pottery supply. 
However, 13th century London ware is known from at least nine other sites in Surrey 
(Pearce et al 1985, fig 6), so there is no reason to suspect a break in the pottery supply at 
that time. It therefore seems likely that there was a hiatus in activity at this site which 
began around the middle of the 13th century, and continued until perhaps the 16th 
century, when the deposition of relatively large quantities of red earthenwares suggests a 
re-occupation of the site.

SHER: South Herts Greyware, early 12th to mid- 
14th century. Six sherds, 60g.

LOND: London-type ware, early/mid-12th to mid- 
14th century. 15 sherds, 258g.

KING: Kingston-type ware, mid-13th to mid-15th 
century. One sherd, 116g.

BORD: Border ware, 16th century. Three sherds,
60g. .

PMR: Post-medieval red earthenware: local glazed 
earthenwares? Mid-late 16th century +? 22 
sherds, 739g.

German Stoneware: German Stonewares, 15th cen-
tury +. Two sherds, 56g.
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Fig 9 Lodge Lane, Addington: 1-5 medieval pottery, details in catalogue

Catalogue o f illustrated pottery (figs 9-10)
1 EMSH, context 1111, pit 1112. Near-complete 

jar. Dark brown fabric with reddish-brown 
inner surface. Shell extensively leached out.

2 EMSH, context 1111, pit 1112. Rim from a 
large jar. Grey fabric with reddish-brown sur-
faces. Shell extensively leached out.

3 LSS, context 1016, ditch 1018. Small jar. Black 
fabric with brown patch on outer surface. Shell 
extensively leached out.

4 EMSH, context 1079, pit 1081. Rim sherd from 
■ ajar. Grey fabric with reddish-brown surfaces.

Shell extensively leached out.

EMSH, context 1079, pit 1081. Rim sherd from 
a ja r. Grey fabric with orange surfaces. Shell 
extensively leached out.
EMSH, context 1194, pit 1195. Rim sherd from 
ajar. Grey fabric with orange surfaces. Sooted 
rim. Shell extensively leached out.
EMS, context 1194, pit 1195. Rim sherd from 
ajar. Grey fabric with orange surfaces. Sooted 
rim.
KING, context 1004, lyncket 1003. Jug handle. 
Uniform pinkish-buff fabric. Yellow and green 
glaze spots on handle terminal.
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Fig 10 Lodge Lane, Addington: 6-10 medieval aiid post-medieval pottery, details in 
catalogue 

9 PMR, context 1004, lynchet 1003. Pancheon 
rim. Very hard grey fabric with brick-red 
surfaces. Extensive area of white slip on the 
inner surface.

10 PMR, context 1004, lynchet 1003. Pancheon 
rim and handle. Slightly sandy, soft, brick-red 
fabric with a grey core. Dark green glaze on 
inner surface.



t h e  w o r k e d  f l i n t ,  by Philippa Bradley

The evaluation and subsequent excavation produced 108 pieces of worked flint and 60 
pieces of burnt unworked flint (2554g). This material is summarized in table 7 (M46). Most 
of the flint is mid-dark brown in colour with cherty and crystalline inclusions. Cortex, 
where present, is thin and worn and either buff, white or grey in colour. Post-depositional 
surface alteration such as sand glossing, iron staining and calcium carbonate concretion 
were all noted. Cortication was generally light to medium. A few pieces of Bullhead flint 
were also recorded (Shepherd 1972, 114), The flint is probably from a derived source and 
may have been available locally. The burnt unworked flint was mostly very heavily 
calcined.

The assemblage does not contain any diagnostic retouched forms; however, those 
present are typical of Neolithic or Early Bronze Age assemblages (table 7, M46). The 
general technological attributes of the material would support this broad date. Hard 
hammers dominate and there seems to have been little attempt to prepare or maintain 
platforms during knapping, although the recovery of a single core tablet indicates some 
rejuvenation was being practised. Butts tend to be plain or cortical.

Six cores and one core fragment were recovered (table 7, M46). They include two 
discoidal cores o f probable later Neolithic date, one of which has been prepared but has 
had no flakes struck from it (fig 11, no 1). The remaining cores are non-specific flake types 
(fig 11, no 2) and simple tested nodules. The presence of trimming flakes would suggest 
that cores were being worked down on the site. The lack of chips might simply reflect 
recovery methods or post-depositional factors rather than indicating that knapping was 
not occurring. Other activities indicated by the retouched forms would be consistent with 
a domestic assemblage (scrapers, a knife, a piercer, and serrated flakes, fig 11, nos 3-7). 
One of the serrated flakes (context 1269) has been made on a plunging flake and has been 
very coarsely serrated (fig 11, no 7). The retouched forms are fairly typical of Neolithic or 
Bronze Age industries. One of the end scrapers seems to have broken during use (fig 11, no
3).

Most of the flint was recovered from a series of LBA/EIA ditches, with smaller quantities 
coming from contemporary pits. Flint was also recovered from medieval features. 
However, given the general characteristics of the material, the core forms and the 
retouched tools recovered, it is likely it has been redeposited within these features. 
Although one or two of the flakes and one of the flake cores have been quite crudely struck 
and may possibly be later Bronze Age in date, the major part of this material is clearly 
from earlier activity on the site.

In addition to the material from the excavation at Lodge Lane, the evaluation along 
Gravel Hill produced 121 pieces of worked flint and 66 pieces (1991g) of burnt unworked 
flint (table 8, M46). The raw materials are similar to those found at Lodge Lane and 
described above. Most of the flint was recovered from a deposit of colluvium and is 
relatively undiagnostic; retouched forms recovered include minimally retouched scrapers, 
a piercer, knives and various miscellaneous pieces, including a broken scraper and flakes 
with minimal trimming. One of the knives has shallow retouch and may be of Early Bronze 
Age date. The cores recovered have been fairly unsystematically worked and there was 
little evidence for platform preparation. Flakes were struck using both hard and soft 
hammers; the latter sometimes show evidence for platform preparation, and one or two of 
the flakes are slightly blade-like. This material is not particularly diagnostic but may be of 
Neolithic or Bronze Age date. A possible burin spall suggests a Mesolithic presence. Some 
of the soft-hammer struck flakes, particularly the blade-like ones, may also be Mesolithic 
in date.



Catalogue 'of illustrated workedflint (fig 11)
1 Semi-prepared discoidal core on thermally 

flawed flint, Plater Neolithic. Flakes removed 
from around the circumference. Large cortical 
area in the middle remains. 52g. Context 3001.

2 Multi-platform flake core on worn Bullhead 
flint. A little platform edge preparation. 78g.
Context 1012.

3 End scraper, possibly broken during use. Min-
imal retouch around distal end, worn scraping 
edge. Some cortex remaining. Context 1012.

4 End and side scraper on a thick cortical blank.:
Steep retouch at dorsal end with slightly shal-
lower retouch along one edge. Some wear to 
scraping edge. Context 1292.

t h e  b u i l d i n g  m a t e r i a l ,  by Kate Atherton

Methodology and quantification

Each fragment of the building material was examined and recorded by quantity, number 
and weight, dimensions, the fabrics of certain pieces, and where possible tile identification 
were also noted. Small and abraded pieces were grouped together as miscellaneous 
fragments. Material from significant contexts is discussed below. A full catalogue of the 
complete assemblage is available in the archive. 

The evaluation and excavation at Lodge Lane produced an assemblage of 71 pieces of 
ceramic building material (3118g). In addition, four small pieces of fired clay were found 
in the fill of an 11th century pit (1110, context 1109).

Results

The largest group of building material is roof tile, comprising peg tile, ridge tile and flat 
roof tile. Only one of the peg tiles, from the fill of a large post-medieval pit (1266), has a 
surviving width which measures 161mm, a standard width for peg tiles from the late 
medieval period onwards. A rounded tile from this pit was possibly capping from the top 
of a roof and may date from the early post-medieval period. Another small fragment of 
peg tile was found in the fill of an 11th century pit (1228) and while it is likely that it is 
medieval in date it may be an intrusive find. The remaining peg tiles, with the exception of 
one, had square peg holes and all are probably late medieval at the earliest. The fragment 
of ridge tile from the fill (1223) of a 12th century pit (1224) had traces of lead glaze on one 
corner which would suit an early medieval date. A small fragment of flat tile was found in 
ploughsoil 2003, which had traces of lead glaze on its surface and this also indicates an 
early medieval element in the assemblage. Further plain and undiagnostic roof tile 
fragments came from the fills of three of the 11t h / 12th century pits (fills 1193, 1223 and 
1262 in pits 1192, 1224 and 1263 respectively).

Thirteen fragments of possibly Romano-British plain flat tile and miscellaneous 
fragments were recovered from the medieval pits and ploughsoil. Six different fabrics were 
represented. All this material had clearly been redeposited.

t h e  m e t a l w o r k ,  by Leigh Allen, with coin identification by Nicholas Mayhew

A total of 25 metal objects was .recovered from the excavation. Objects of copper-alloy, 
iron and lead are all represented in the assemblage. The majority of the artefacts are late 
medieval or post-medieval in date.

The copper-alloy objects comprise a jetton, five articles associated with dress, and a 
thimble. The jetton, from a post-medieval plough lynchet (1003), is a Nuremburg jetton of

5 Retouched flake, on thin blank. Steep retouch 
to.LHS and upper RHS. Possible used edges. 
Context 1014.

6 Piercer' made on a thick non-cortical blank. 
Retouched to form a short point, additional 
retouch to lower RHS. Context 1023, SF 12.

7 Serrated flake made on an irregular non- 
cortical flake. Very coarsely retouched along its 
RHS, no sign of gloss but some teeth are worn. 
Seven serrations per 10mm. A small area of 
Piron concretion is present. Context 1269.



Fig 11 Lodge Lane, Addington: worked flint

Hans Krauwinckel dating to the late 16th or 17th century. The dress accessories consist of 
three buckle frames, a bar mount and a fragment from a strap end. The buckles are all 
from unstratified contexts. One is a plain double-oval frame of a type that was popular 
from the 14th to 15th centuries onwards (Egan & Pritchard 1991, 53). The second frame, 
a smaller version, has the addition of slight lobes at the junction of the frame and central 
bar (Margeson 1993a, 28, fig 16, no 166). The third is a simple oval buckle frame with an 
ornate outside edge and narrow offset bar. This type of buckle was in use from the 12th to



14th centuries, being most prolific in the mid-13th century (Egan & Pritchard 1991, 76). 
The bar mount from lynchet 1003 has terminal and central lobes. The central lobe is 
circular, domed and decorated with incised horizontal and vertical lines. The terminal 
lobes are also domed and circular with a rivet through each. Similar objects have been 
recovered from London in 14th to 15th century contexts (ibid, 213-14, fig 134, nos 
1160-1). The final object associated with dress was found with the bar mount. It is a 
rectangular fragment of copper-alloy sheet with a single perforation at the centre of one 
end and a crudely applied incised decoration on the upper face, possibly a fragment from 
a buckle, plate or strap end. The thimble, from lynchet 1004, is cast with rather unevenly 
applied punched indentations which do not extend over the top of the thimble. Thimbles 
with bare tonsure-like patches free of indentations on the crown have a date range from 
the 14th century onwards, though their frequency declines with time and they are never 
found after c 1650 (Holmes 1988, 3).

The single lead object is conical in shape with a large circular central perforation. It may 
have been used as a fishing weight, but is more likely to have been a spindlewhorl. Yarn 
was spun by hand up to the 15th century. Winchester has a similar lead spindlewhorl from 
a 14th century context (Woodland 1990, 216-25, fig 46, no 195).

The iron assemblage consists of three horseshoes, two knives, a ring, a buckle, a serrated 
object, six nails and five miscellaneous objects. The three horseshoes are all fragmentary; 
only one is from a stratified context (1004 in lynchet 1003). It has a plain outline and an 
angular inner profile. There are five holes visible, of which two appear to be square and 
the remaining three rectangular. The holes taper inwards in profile from the ground 
surface of the shoe. Similar examples from Southampton (Harvey 1975, 282, fig 254, no 
2048) and Oxford (Goodall 1977, 148, fig 29, nos 59-61) come from 14th to 15th century 
contexts. A fiddle key nail designed to be used with horseshoes was recovered from context 
2003. The knives are again both fragmentary. A whittle tang knife from context 1264 in 
pit 1266 has a triangular blade with a centrally placed tang. The second knife from context 
1004 in lynchet 1003 is a scale tang knife with most of the blade missing. There are four 
holes in the scale tang, three of which contain copper-alloy rivets. The rounded end cap 
and the shoulder plate are also copper alloy. Scale tang knives are not believed to appear 
before the 13th century. They remained popular in the medieval and post-medieval 
periods (Goodall 1990, 838-9). A buckle frame from context 1193 in pit 1192 is damaged, 
but of circular form with a central bar and pin. A serrated object from context 1223 in pit 
1224 with twelve elongated triangular teeth is unlikely to be a saw as the teeth are at the 
wrong angle. It is more likely to be from some form of ratchet mechanism. The remaining 
objects are nails and miscellaneous fragments.

The environmental evidence
t h e  a n i m a l  b o n e ,  by Bethan Charles

A total of 66 fragments of bone was retrieved from the excavation and although many 
were reassembled only 16 were identifiable. Most of the bone retrieved was in very poor 
condition probably due to the site conditions, and although cattle dominated the collection 
it seemed likely that bones from smaller animals had not survived. It is therefore very likely 
that this is not an accurate representation of the relative proportions of animals kept at the 
site. Full details of the bone retrieved are retained in the archive.

TH E  CH A R R E D  P L A N T  R E M A I N S , by Ruth Pelling

Charred plant remains from prehistoric contexts 

Introduction

A series of five soil samples, each of 40 litres, were taken from the possible Late Bronze 
Age/Early Iron Age (LBA/EIA) ditches and pits for the retrieval of charred plant remains.



Samples 1010 (context 1153, pit 1152) and 1011 (context 1155, pit 1154) were taken from 
two shallow intercutting pits. Samples 1002 (context 1011, ditch 1010), 1003 (context 
1029, ditch 1027) and 1012 (context 1164, ditch 1010) were derived from the parallel 
ditches which ran across the site.

Samples were processed by bulk water flotation and collected on to a 500pm mesh. The 
dried samples were scanned under a binocular microscope at x 10 to x 20 magnification. 
Charred seeds and chaff were provisionally identified and an approximation of abundance 
made. The species noted in each sample are displayed in table 9 (M47).

Two sequences of samples, 1013 (contexts 1011 and 1012, both in ditch 1010) and 1009 
(contexts 1091, 1092 and 1093, all in ditch 1024) were also taken from ditches for 
molluscan analysis although no molluscs survived.

Results
All five samples contained low densities of charred remains (table 9, M47). The flots are 
small, however, with large quantities of modern rootlets and occasional modern weed 
seeds. Occasional poorly preserved Triticum sp. (wheat), Hordeum sp. (barley) or indetermin
ate cereal grains were recognized. Sample 1012 produced occasional pulses including 
possible pea (Pisum sativum). A charred hawthorn stone (Crataegus monogyna) was noted in 
sample 1010. Small charcoal fragments were also noted in the samples,- including 
occasional Quercus sp. (oak). Assemblages of this type, with a low density of remains and 
frequent roots and modern weeds, are typical of shallow, possibly disturbed features of any 
period, including the Bronze Age. The presence of legumes at this date is possible though 
unusual. Given the presence of medieval features on the site and problems of dating it is 
likely that there has been a certain amount of contamination from later activity.

The late Saxon and medieval charred plant remains 

Introduction
Soil samples of 10 to 40 litres, but generally 40 litres, were taken from the full range of the 
early medieval features. Samples were processed by bulk water flotation and collected onto 
a 500pm mesh. Five samples submitted for assessment were scanned under a binocular 
microscope at x 10 to x 20 magnification in order to gain an impression of the quantity and 
type of charred remains present. One sample (1007) from a 12th or 13th century pit (1081) 
contained sufficient material for detailed analysis. The sample was fully sorted down to the 
500pm fraction. Any charred seeds and chaff were extracted and identified on the basis of 
morphological characteristics and by reference to modern comparative material. Nomen
clature and taxonomic order follow Clapham e ta l(  1989).

Results
The results of the analysis of sample 1007 are displayed in table 10 (M48). Cereal remains 
dominate the sample, notably grain of free-threshing wheat ( Triticum sp.). Wheat grains 
form 62.3% of the identifiable grain assemblage. Barley (Hordeum sp.) including well 
preserved hulled grains, and oats (Avena sp.) form 23.6% and 13.6% respectively of the 
cereal assemblage. A single grain of rye (Secale cereale) is also present. Occasional chaff was 
identified, including rachis of free-threshing wheat and of rye (Secale cereale). Wheat rachis 
occurs in very low numbers in relation to grain, while rye rachis actually outnumbers 
grain.

Cultivated legumes are quite numerous. The majority of legumes were very abraded 
and lacked their testa and hila, and thus were not identifiable. The better-preserved 
legumes included Celtic beans (Viciafaba), fodder vetch (Vicia sativa subsp. sativa) and a 
possible pea (Pisum sativum). Occasional hazelnut shell fragments were also present. 



Weed seeds form a minor component of the assemblage. Most were of Hyoscyamus niger 
(henbane) and several of these had fused together during charring, suggesting the presence 
of a seed head or cluster. Hyoscyamus niger is a ruderal species commonly found in disturbed, 
nutrient enriched habitats within settlements. The remaining weeds are all common arable 
and/or ruderal species. Several small seeded Vicia/Lathyrus sp. (vetch/vetchling) were 
present, common weeds of cultivated legumes. Galium aperine (goosegrass) and Anthemis 
cotula (stinking mayweed) may point to the cultivation of heavy clay soils, although G. aperine 
will also grow on chalk and gravel soils. G. aperine is an autumn germinating species so can 
also suggest the cultivation of autumn sown wheat. Some of the grasses may be poorly 
preserved oats.

O f the remaining samples, samples 1014 (context 1111 in pit 1112) and 1008 (context 
1089 in pit 1087) are thought to have derived from earlier, possibly pre-Conquest, pit 
deposits of 11th century date. Both contain a range of cultivated species similar to those in 
sample 1007, albeit in much smaller quantities. The species noted during the assessment 
are displayed in table 11 (M49). Free-threshing wheat is generally the most commonly 
occurring cereal grain, while barley and oats appear to be secondary crops with rye as a 
minor cereal. Occasional cultivated legumes were noted in several samples, while Linum  
usitatissimum (flax) was identified in sample 1008. Samples 1000 (context 1016 in ditch 
1018), and 1005 (context 1034 in posthole 1035) are less well dated. Charred remains were 
very limited and appear to represent background scatters of poorly preserved grain and 
charcoal.

Discussion

The late Saxon/medieval samples, and sample 1007 in particular, demonstrate that the 
major crops of the period were cultivated from the 11th century. It is possible that the 
much larger concentration of remains in sample 1007 is a reflection of increased arable 
activity in the post-Conquest period, although based on one sample this is speculative. The 
11th/12th century evidence from across southern Britain points to a mixed arable 
economy involving all four major cereals (free-threshing wheat, barley, oats and rye) in 
varying ratios (Greig 1991). The Lodge Lane material would appear to fit this pattern. It 
was not possible to determine the ploidy level (number of chromosome sets) of the wheat. 
By the 12th century both tetraploid (rivet/hard wheat) and hexaploid (bread-type) wheat 
were available (Moffet 1991). Barley, which is of great significance during the Saxon 
period, was gradually replaced by oats. The two cereals were frequently grown together as 
a drage (a mixed oat and barley crop) and have wide-ranging uses, for cooking, brewing 
and for fodder.

Legumes are generally under-represented in charred assemblages given that the 
opportunities for charring are limited. The fairly frequent occurrences of legumes in 
sample 1007 therefore suggest that, at least in the post-Conquest period, they were of some 
significance. Celtic bean, fodder vetch and pea appear to have all been available by at least 
the 12th century. An increase in legume cultivation during the medieval period would 
again fit the general pattern o f southern Britain. Flax, which is recovered from 
archaeological contexts from the Neolithic onwards, also seems to have been cultivated. 
The occurrence of large numbers of seeds of Hyoscyamus niger in association with cereal 
remains is potentially interesting as it is not generally regarded as an arable weed. The 
plant could have been introduced onto the arable field as a result of manuring.

The majority of the medieval assemblages appear to represent low-density background 
scatters of cereal processing waste as is commonly found on medieval settlement sites. 
Sample 1007 is more significant, containing a range of fairly clean grain with little 
processing, waste. The weeds are likely to be derived from cereal processing waste, although 
they could equally have been ruderal species growing within the settlement.



E X C A V A T I O N  OF M U L T I - P E R I O D  S I TE S  A T  AD D I N G TO N  AND  S O UTH  CRO Y D O N  247 

Discussion and conclusions, by Chris Hayden
THE  M E S O L I T H I C , N E O L I T H I C AND  E A R L Y  B RO N Z E  AG E

Like many flint finds from the county (Field & Cotton 1987, 71, fig 4.7), the worked flint 
from Lodge Lane and Gravel Hill, some possibly Mesolithic or Late Bronze Age but most 
probably of Neolithic or Bronze Age date, are all in secondary contexts. Although 
obviously indicating activity, perhaps domestic, on the sites in these periods, few other 
conclusions can be drawn. These finds, combined with the similar finds from Lloyd Park 
(see below) and flint blades from Addington Park (SMR 034 and 039), form a loose cluster 
indicating Neolithic or Early Bronze Age activity of some intensity along the dry valley 
which ran along the northern edge of the North Downs. A number of other finds of worked 
flint have been noted on the edge of the North Downs between Croydon and Ewell and 
around the headwaters of the Wandle to the south (ibid, 79).

THE  L A T E  B RO N Z E  A G E - E A R L Y  IRO N  AG E

The earliest features on the site consist of five ditches and a few pits which contain small 
quantities of LBA/EIA pottery (fig 12). Given the intensity of medieval activity on the site, 
it is inevitable that some mixing of material from differing periods has occurred, and the 
one or two sherds of medieval pottery found in the upper fills of these ditches are almost 
certainly intrusive. Later activity may also, however, have lead to LBA/EIA pottery 
becoming redeposited in later features. In the case of posthole 1121 (fig 3), where a sherd 
of LBA/EIA pottery occurs with five sherds of Roman pottery this is clear. Elsewhere, in 
pits and postholes lacking material of later date, it is more problematical to determine 
whether LBA/EIA pottery has been redeposited or remains in situ. However, stratigraphy 
demonstrates that two of the pits, 1152 and 1154 (fig 3), containing only LBA/EIA pottery, 
must pre-date the ditches and thus probably belong to the same broad period, and a few 
other pits containing similar material are probably of similar date.

These ditches and pits belong to at least two phases of activity. Although not all of them 
need be contemporary, four ditches, 1010, 1014, 1024 and 1027 (fig 3), which share a 
roughly north-south alignment, probably belong to the later phase. The alignment of 
ditch 1104 differs from that of these four ditches, and, since it is cut by ditch 1027, must 
belong to an earlier phase. Another of the later ditches (1024) cuts pit 1154 which may in 
turn cut pit 1152. Both of these pits must therefore also belong to an earlier phase. It is not, 
however, possible to determine whether they were contemporaneous with ditch 1104, nor 
to establish the chronological relationships of the other possibly LBA/EIA pits.

The four commonly aligned ditches clearly form part of a larger complex, the precise 
form of which is unknown. They are all rather insubstantial and do not appear to have 
been defensive, and their arrangement suggests they do not form an enclosure. The most 
plausible interpretation, given their configuration and size, is that they formed part of a 
more extensive field system. With the addition of a bank, perhaps topped by a fence or 
hedge, they may have been large enough to contain animals. In other areas, such systems 
often include trackways formed of parallel boundaries. Although multiple parallel ditches 
do occur elsewhere (Yates 1997, gazetteer), why four ditches should run parallel is unclear. 
Three parallel ditches and a fence line or revetment of Late Bronze Age date and a fourth 
ditch, probably later Iron Age in date, were found in excavations at Uxbridge (Barclay et al 
1995, 4 -9 , 23-4). However, they were larger than the ditches at Lodge Lane and may 
mark a territorial division more substantial than the edge of a field. It is possible that not 
all the ditches at Lodge Lane were contemporary, or that the space between ditches 1024 
and 1010 was itself a narrow field. Without evidence for the form of the rest of the system 
it is impossible to be certain. The earlier ditch, 1104, may have formed part of a field 
system on a different alignment. Although the paucity of finds, and the absence of evidence 
for domestic structures, indicate that the excavated features did not themselves form part
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Fig 12 Lodge Lane, Addington: phase plan

of a settlement, the presence of a few pits may indicate that a centre of habitation lay not 
far beyond the edges of the excavated area.

Field systems of the same general type are known widely in Britain, originating in the 
middle Bronze Age and continuing in use into the Roman period (Bowen & Fowler 1978). 
Within the South-East, they are well known to the south in Sussex (Drewett 1978) and also 
to the west along the Thames Valley (Yates 1999). They are, however, less well known in 
the more damaged landscape of Kent, (Champion 1980, 226; 1982, 39), although examples 
occur around the Thames estuary (Jones & Bond 1980, 471, fig 1; Mudd 1994) and close 
to the Surrey border at Hayes (Hogg et al 1941; Philp 1973). In Surrey (Hanworth 1978) 
examples have been identified at Farthing Down, Coulsdon, to the south of Croydon on 
the North Downs, as well as on the Leatherhead Downs (Hope-Taylor 1949), on 
Mickleham Downs (Frere & Hogg, 1946), Monument Hill, Woking (Hampton & Hawkins
1983), Whitmoor Common,'Smarts Heath and Horsell Common near Woking (Needham 
1987, 131) and Petters Field, Egham (Johnson 1975, 12; O ’Connell 1986, 75). The date of 
most of these field systems, however, is uncertain. Excluding the Thames estuary sites, the 
field system at Lodge Lane can be seen as lying at the eastern end of the dense distribution 
of Late Bronze Age field systems, which stretches westwards up the Thames valley.

There has been speculation concerning the changes in agricultural practices reflected in 
the establishment of field systems, and the environmental changes, such as soil depletion 
and climatic change, which may have brought them about (Needham 1987, 135). The 
most significant environmental changes are thought to have occurred rlOOOBC and 
probably precede the Lodge Lane field system. There are, however, indications of regional 
differences in the development of field systems and in environmental change (Needham & 
Ambers 1994, 241; Yates 1999) but there is too little evidence from the region around 
Lodge Lane to support a detailed interpretation. Nonetheless, the construction of field 
systems suggests a more highly managed system of farming, involving greater investment 
than may previously have been made. Such intensification may have occurred for various



reasons: social competition, for example, may have led to the need for increased 
production, or competition for land, perhaps following degradation of marginal environ
ments, or climatic change may have encouraged more intensive exploitation of more 
productive land. Given the possible presence of a trackway, in the case of Lodge Lane, the 
focus of such intensification could have been the pastoral economy, as was probably the 
case at sites along the Thames (Yates 1999, 163—5).

There is evidence that such agricultural intensification was related to wider social 
changes, perhaps involving other forms of social competition. The area around and to the 
south of Croydon contains a notable concentration of Late Bronze Age hoards (Needham 
& Burgess 1980, 458-62, fig 5) in contrast to the middle Bronze Age (Needham 1987, figs 
5.9 and 5.16). Further evidence for social change is provided by ring forts (Needham 1992, 
52-5). It has been suggested (Yates 1999, 160-3) that several broad clusters of field systems 
along the Thames can each be associated with one or more ring forts or other ‘aggrandized 
enclosures’ (Needham & Ambers 1994, 240). Two ring forts are known in the region of 
Lodge Lane, at Carshalton (Lowther 1946; Adkins & Needham 1985) and Nore Hill, 
Chelsham (Skelton 1987), and the Lodge Lane excavations may thus provide evidence for 
a similar association in the region around Croydon. Such ring forts may have acted as 
regional centres (Needham 1987, 129), perhaps exerting some control over the distribution 
of agricultural produce and prestige goods. Neither of the ring forts near Lodge Lane has 
had the benefit of an extensive modern excavation and their role is thus a matter of 
speculation. The social relationships through which the processes of change in agriculture, 
metalwork and settlement were articulated thus remain unclear.

THE  RO M A N  P E RI O D

Roman activity is represented by only a small number of sherds, all of which are probably 
residual. The only feature that may date from this period is posthole 1121 (fig 3), but even 
in this case the Roman pottery may well have been redeposited (fig 12). The Roman finds, 
however, combine with similarly small amounts of Roman pottery which have been found 
in excavations nearby, at the Shell service station (Tucker 1992) and the police station 
(Thornhill & Savage 1979) on the other side of Kent Gate Way, and at Church Meadow 
(Thornhill 1975), in suggesting the presence of a Roman settlement somewhere in the 
vicinity. A fragment of hypocaust tile found during excavations at Church Meadow hints 
at the existence of a site of some status, perhaps a villa {ibid, 503). Fragments of possibly 
Roman tile were found in a number of medieval pits during the OAU excavation. If it was 
spread by manuring, however, this material could have been distributed over some 
distance, and the precise location of any Roman settlement is unknown. The Roman road 
from Peckham to Lewes lies not far away, running along the southern boundary of the 
parish {ibid, 510).

THE  M E D I E V A L  P E RI O D

Following the Roman period little evidence for activity preceding the 11th century was 
found. The only finds were a sherd of Saxon pottery probably of late 9th or early 10th 
century date found in posthole 1123, the only possible Saxon feature, and a possibly 10th 
century sherd from ditch 1018. Other excavations in the area have also found little 
evidence of activity until even later dates: the only medieval find preceding the 12th 
century is a single grass-tempered Saxon sherd, found during excavations on the other side 
of Lodge Lane (Thornhill 1975, 520).

Otherwise, the earliest traces of activity found on excavations nearby date from the 12th 
century: plough marks, cut by a 12th century pit were found in Church Meadow {ibid, 
505-9), a 12th or 13th century ploughsoil overlain by a chalk floor at the Shell service 
station (Tucker 1992, 16-18), and 12th century pottery nearby in Barncroft Field



(Thornhill & Savage 1979, 263). Activity on the other side of Lodge Lane appears to begin 
only in the 13th century (Thornhill 1975, 519). The most intensive phase of activity on the 
present site, however, dates from the 11th century. A small number of features dating from 
the 12th or early in the 13th century were also found, but following this there is little 
indication of activity on the site until the 16th century. The present site thus provides the 
first evidence for activity in the area, preceding and contemporary with the Domesday 
description of Addington.

The 11th and 12 th century features consist of a scatter of pits and postholes, two hearths, 
stretches of gully and other irregular linear features, generally concentrated in the northern 
end of the site (fig 12). There is little obvious order in the distribution of these features and 
no structures are apparent. It is possible that some of the tiles may have belonged to 
structures of this date, but equally possible that they derive from later structures in the area 
such as the buildings discovered in excavations on the other side of Lodge Lane (Thornhill 
1975, 515-20; Thornhill & Savage 1979, 233-62). While some of the postholes and the 
hearths may also have formed parts of only partially preserved ephemeral structures, it 
seems likely that the centre of the settlement lay to the north-east, beyond the excavated 
area. The village church, parts of which have been dated to 1080 (Thornhill 1975, 501), 
lies in this direction. The area of the excavation may, then, lie at the southern edge of the 
village, as it continued to do in later periods. The absence of evidence for occupation in 
the 11th century from the other excavations around Lodge Lane, however, suggests a 
relatively dispersed settlement. It is only in the 12th and 13th centuries that there is 
evidence for denser, more nucleated settlement, a sequence of development which fits well 
with the broader pattern in Surrey (Blair 1991, 55-65).

There is little to indicate that the site was anything other than a modest, rural settlement, 
much as Domesday Book describes. The two entries for Addington describe Edinton as 
consisting o f ‘land for 4 ploughs. In Lordship 2 ploughs; 8 villagers and 9 cottagers with 2 j  
ploughs. Woodland at 20 pigs’ and Eddinton as containing ‘land for 4 ploughs. In lordship 
2 ploughs; 5 villagers and 4 cottagers with 1 \  ploughs. Woodland, 20 pigs’ (Morris 1975, 
36 d, 7; 34, 1). The area of north-east Surrey leading up to the dip-slope of the Downs on 
the edge of which Addington lies was the most heavily populated and agriculturally 
productive part of the county (Blair 1991, 38-49). In size, Addington appears to fall in the 
range of the smaller settlements in this area [ibid, tables 2-3). The construction of a church 
in the 1080s, if it did not have earlier origins, may, however, be a sign of the settlement’s 
success since ‘it is unlikely that Norman church foundations are wholly unrelated to 
economic growth’ {ibid, 48).

The sample of plant remains from 11th century contexts, although rather small, suggests 
that a range of cereals typical for the period, as well as legumes and flax, were cultivated 
and processed on the site. They do not suggest an agricultural regime very different from 
that indicated by the larger sample of 1 2 th /13th century date. The sample of animal bones 
is too small and too poorly preserved to give any real insights into the pastoral economy of 
the site, but again suggests that, being dominated by cattle, it was not unusual for the 
period.

The Lodge Lane site seems to have been abandoned as a settlement at some time in the 
late 12th or early 13th century. Other excavations nearby have suggested a number of 
changes occurred in the area at around this date. The first agricultural use of land in 
Church Meadow is thought to date from the 12th century, perhaps commencing when it 
was given to the Priory Church of St Mary Overie, c 1187 (Thornhill 1975, 507). Some 
subsequent reorganization of the landscape is suggested by the discovery at the same site 
of a small, probably 12th to 13th century bank and ditch defining a field boundary around 
which a lynchet formed. Excavations in the north of Barncroft Field suggested that the 
land there had been agricultural from the 12th to the 16th century (Thornhill & Savage 
1979, 263) and a possible ploughsoil of 12th/13th century date was found at the Shell 
service station (Tucker 1992, 18). This evidence fits well with that from elsewhere in Surrey



for the reorganization of field systems in the 11th and 12th centuries (Blair 1991, 60), 
although the excavated sample is too small to show whether these were essentially isolated 
changes or were part of a more systematic reorganization.

This evidence for reorganization of the agricultural landscape is matched by slightly 
later changes in the location of habitations. A chalk floor, probably of 13th/14th century 
date, perhaps forming part of a farm complex, was found above the ploughsoil at the Shell 
service station (Tucker 1992, 16-18). Rammed chalk and cobbled flint floors and possible 
flint walls found on the other side of Lodge Lane suggested the establishment of a farm 
there in the 13th century (Thornhill 1975, 515, 519). It seems likely that by around this 
time the area of the Lodge Lane excavation was agricultural or pastoral land associated 
with these farms.

Excavations at Church Meadow suggested that, perhaps in the late 14th or 15th century 
when there was a general shift towards sheep rearing throughout the country, land here 
changed from agricultural to pastoral use (ibid, 505, 507). The evidence for medieval and 
post-medieval lynchets found in the present site, however, suggests that this area continued 
to be used as agricultural land.

The general sequence of development, running from the 11th to the 13th centuries, 
suggested by excavations around Lodge Lane appears to fit broader patterns o f change in 
Surrey (Blair 1991, 161). In the 11th century settlement appears to have been relatively 
dispersed. Located in one of the more productive parts of the county, the success of the 
settlement may be reflected in the establishment of a church towards the end of the 11th 
century. The success of the settlement, in economic and demographic terms, as well as the 
influence of the Priory Church after c 1187 may have been the causes for the subsequent 
changes in the 12th and 13th centuries when the settlement perhaps became more 
nucleated, and field systems were reorganized.

GEOFFREY HARRIS HOUSE

Location and topography
Geoffrey Harris House lies on the Coombe Road, South Croydon, and is situated on the 
western side of Addington Hills as it slopes up to the summit at 145m OD (figs 1 and 13). 
The solid geology of the site is formed by the Thanet Beds of Palaeocene date. This, is 
overlain to the east by the Woolwich and Reading, and Blackheath Beds successively as the 
land slopes up to the summit.

Archaeological and historical background
Geoffrey Harris House, now St Margaret’s School, was formerly known as Coombe House 
and dates to the 18th century, but the Coombe Estate, to which it belongs, was first 
mentioned in the 13th century. In 1761, James Bourdieu, who was accredited with the 
rebuilding of the present day structure, purchased the estate. By 1830, the estate had again 
changed hands, now being owned b y j  W Sutherland, who made a number of alterations. 
Frank Lloyd, who bought the house in 1892, made further alterations, mainly to the 
interior, in the following year. In 1937 the house became a convalescent home for army 
officers (Thornhill 1985).

It is believed that the present house was built on the remains of an earlier brick building, 
shown by the difference in brick bonds between the cellars and ground floor (ibid). The 
remains of a medieval flint building are said to lie a short distance to the south-west of the 
main house (ibid, 5). Little is known of this building, and its function remains unclear. 
Various suggestions have been put forward, including that of a religious establishment, 
owing to the tradition that pilgrims from London would stop at Coombe for refreshments 
at the medieval well near the house, whilst on their way to Canterbury (ibid). The ‘Pilgrim’s



Fig 13 Geoffrey Harris House, South 
Croydon: site location plan

Well5 which lies to the east of the house was rediscovered in 1897 and covered with an 
ornate stone and iron lid.

The excavation
M E T H O D O L O G Y

An area of 385m2 was excavated to the south-west of the present house where the 
evaluation had revealed two parallel flint and brick wall foundations (fig 14). The 
evaluation work suggested that landscaping and the construction of a sunken road had 
already destroyed any remains that may have existed in the eastern part of the site, and 
that the area along the route directly in front of the present house was also heavily affected 
by modern services. The shape of the trench was partly determined by the need to avoid 
these services.

The topsoil was stripped using a mechanical excavator. Once the exposed foundations 
had been planned and photographed, a series of hand-dug trenches were excavated to 
establish the phasing of the foundations and to recover dating evidence. Two further 
trenches were machine dug in the eastern half of the site to confirm the extent of the 
remains.

A R C H A E O L O G I C A L  D E S CR I P T I O N

The removal of the topsoil revealed a series of flint and brick wall foundations aligned 
north-east to south-west and north-west to south-east (fig 14, contexts 4, 8, 47' and 48), 
partly overlain arid" surrounded by layers of demolition rubble (fig 15, contexts 3 and 5). 
The walls were 0.65m in width and survived to a height of 0.5m, but became gradually 
shallower as they continued northward and eastward towards the higher plateau on which 
the present house now stands. They were mostly constructed of flint, but the base courses 
also contained chalk blocks. Only occasional remnants of the lowest course of handmade



Fig 14 Geoffrey Harris House, South Croydon: plan of walls and other features

bricks

Fig 15 Geoffrey Harris House, South Croydon: section 2

bricks survived above the foundations and no floor levels were preserved. The walls had 
been subjected to intermittent robbing and occasional disturbance by 19th century garden 
features and modern service trenches which were cut through the demolition rubble.

Hand-dug trenches excavated between and against the walls exposed a buried soil 
horizon beneath the demolition rubble, and investigation of the stratified sequence 
revealed that the foundations represented at least three, and possibly four, different phases 
of construction. The most westerly of the foundations, wall 4, clearly represented the 
primary phase as this wall was abutted to the east by the buried soil horizon (6) on top of 
which all of the other foundations had been constructed (fig 15). The finds recovered from 
the buried soil layer comprised a small quantity of 16th and 17th century pottery and 
fragments of clay pipe stems. The first of these later walls to have been built was wall 8, 
which lay parallel to the original wall, 4.5m to the east. The southern end of this foundation 
returned to the west, but this return wall had been almost completely truncated by the 
construction of the sunken road. The two north-east to south-west foundations (47 and 48) 
both had straight joints where they joined wall 8, and had clearly been added at a later 
date. Wall 47 therefore appeared to have been inserted between walls 4 and 8 (though it 
had subsequently been robbed away at its junction with wall 4). Even these two latest walls 
possibly represented two different phases of construction as they had been built using 
distinctly different mortars.

The deposits exposed throughout the area of trench to the east of the foundations 
comprised further layers of demolition rubble and redeposited natural subsoil (fig 15,



context 5). Two machine-dug trenches excavated in this area confirmed the evidence of 
the evaluation that these deposits were associated with 19th century landscaping and that 
no foundations survived beneath this level. The original eastern extent of wall 48 is 
therefore uncertain.

In addition to a small quantity of post-medieval pottery and tile, a number of metal 
finds were recovered from the layers of demolition rubble, including two 17th century 
coins, fragments of lead window came, and several musket balls.

The finds
t h e  p o s t - m e d i e v a l  p o t t e r y ,  by Kayt Brown

Ten sherds of post-medieval pottery were recovered from this site (weighing 36 lg), and the 
material is listed in table 12 (M50) where the wares are described and coded. The pottery 
was dated to the 16th—18th centuries (D Brown, pers comm). A redware pipkin handle, 
probably 16th century in date, was also recovered (context 39, fill of a robber trench 40) at 
the western end of wall 47 (fig 14). Seventeenth-century material comprised a saucepan 
handle of Hampshire/Surrey Border ware (Pearce 1992) found in context 15 (one of the 
layers of demolition rubble), two sherds of English tin-glazed earthenware (fig 15, context 
7, and also 42, both parts of the buried soil horizon 6) and two sherds of German stoneware 
(fig 15, context 44, part of soil horizon 6). A single sherd of slipware was found in buried 
soil horizon 6, and post-medieval red earthenwares in the demolition rubble.

t h e  b u i l d i n g  m a t e r i a l ,  by Kate Atherton

The same method of analysis and recording was used as for the Lodge Lane excavation 
described above.

A total of 79 pieces (18,374g) of ceramic building material was collected from the 
evaluation and excavation at Geoffrey Harris House. The majority of the fragments were 
from deposits associated with 18th and 19th century demolition and landscaping. However, 
a sample of handmade brick was also recovered from the earliest phase of wall foundation.

R oof tile represented the largest component of the assemblage with 54 pieces (8909g) of 
peg tiles, ridge tile and plain flat roof tiles which varied in thickness from 10 to 14mm. The 
holes in the peg tiles varied in shape and were made by different implements, but the 
majority of fragments had a similar appearance with two holes situated together, towards 
the centre of one edge of the tile. The tiles, and their peg holes, have a rough appearance, 
and some fragments have mortar on old breaks. One fragment of flat tile has a finger-tip 
impression on its surface. Five of the nineteen peg tiles have complete widths and these 
range from 145 to 150mm, a typical width for roof tiles manufactured from the late 
medieval period onwards. The single fragment of ridge tile is relatively large, weighing 
51 lg, and is plain with patches of mortar on its surface. Such tiles would not be out of 
place on the top of a late medieval building but their form remained unchanged during the 
early post-medieval period.

Sixteen fragments of brick account for almost half (49%) the total weight of ceramic 
building material. The bricks are all handmade and from one of three coarse fabrics (A to 
G) which vary according to colour and the size and amount of inclusions.

The brick recovered from wall foundation 4 is 60mm thick and 115mm wide. Its 
inclusions (fabric A) include a large pebble and organic matter. There are grass impressions 
on the base from drying. The brick is early post-medieval in date which accords well with 
the suggested 16th or 17th century date of this initial phase of the structure. One of the 
bricks recovered from the demolition and landscaping deposits is complete, measuring 190 
x 105 x 55mm, and six have complete widths. These bricks probably date from the 16th or 
17th century. The remaining fragments vary in thickness from 50mm to 65mm and cannot 
be dated more closely than to the 16th to 18th centuries.



Two small fragments of floor tile were found (fig 15, context 7, part of the buried soil 6, 
and also context 41, part of the demolition rubble). The fragment from context 41 is a 
plain red tile, 25mm thick, with a smoothed upper surface. It is possibly a paving brick 
dating from around the 18th century, although it is not complete enough for this to be 
certain. The other tile is made from a white fabric and is glazed with a polychrome design 
(blue, green, brown and yellow) of a corner fleur-de-lis and leaves, in blue on a white 
background. This tile, 14mm thick, may be a hearth tile but, again, the fragment is too 
small for certainty. It probably, but far from certainly, dates from the 18th century 
onwards.

t h e  m e t a l w o r k ,  by Leigh Allen, with coin identifications by Nicholas Mayhew

Twenty-four metal objects were recovered from the excavation. Objects of copper-alloy, 
iron and lead are all represented in the assemblage. The majority of the objects are post- 
medieval in date and came from the demolition and landscaping deposits which overlay 
the foundations.

The copper-alloy objects consist of two coins, four tacks, a pin and a fragment of sheet. 
One of the coins is a James I ‘Lennox'-type royal farthing, the date of issue of which was 
1614-25. The other is a folded royal farthing of James I or Charles I, issued between 1613 
and 1644. Both coins would probably have still been in use in the 1670s. The four dome
headed tacks are examples of short-shank tacks or studs with thin, roughly hemispherical, 
domed heads. This type of tack was commonly used for furnishing and upholstery in the 
16th and 17th centuries, but may also have been used on clothing or harness (Margeson 
1993b, 83, fig 48, no 529). Similar tacks have been recovered from post-medieval contexts 
at Winchester (Groves 1990, 1106-11, fig 361, no 4235). The remaining identifiable object 
of copper alloy is a possible brooch or buckle pin. Rectangular in section, it has a rough- 
cut point and a D-shaped head with a circular perforation through it. A pin of similar 
design was recovered from Norwich (Margeson 1993c, 14-16, fig 7, no 64).

The twelve lead objects consist of six musket balls, sections of window came and various 
unidentifiable strips. The musket balls represent two different sizes of shot. Three have 
diameters of 1 4 -15mm with weights ranging from 15 to 21 g. They represent the gauge of 
‘20 to the pound5 and are lighter than the standard musket ball. The other three have a 
slightly smaller diameter measuring 11- 12mm with a weight range of 7 to 1 lg. This type 
of shot was designed for use in pistols or carbines (Credland 1983, 261-3). One of the 
larger musket balls has a fine casting line around the greatest circumference resulting from 
the use of a two-piece bullet mould. Three of the balls show the terminal lead drop or 
pontil caused when molten lead is poured into a mould, and another has flattened areas, 
possibly as a result of being rammed down the barrel (Biddle 1990b, 1070).

The four iron objects consist of three nails and a solid wedge-shaped object.

Discussion and conclusions, by Chris Hayden
It is evident from the joints between the walls discovered in the excavation at Geoffrey 
Harris House that the structure they eventually came to form was not a planned whole but 
was built up over some time by the addition of new walls to old (fig 16). Whilst it is clear 
that this sequence of construction must lie in the 16th to 18th centuries, there is little 
evidence to indicate its more precise chronology. The brick sampled from the earliest wall 
(4) can be reasonably securely tied to the date of the wall's construction, but can itself only 
be dated to the 16th or 17th century. The buried soil (6 and 7) which lies against this wall 
contains pottery dated to the 17 th century, and a fragment of a decorated tile possibly, but 
far from certainly, of 18th century date. Although this material may have been redeposited, 
it nonetheless fits well with a 16th to 17th century date for wall 4. It also .shows that the



other walls, built upon the buried soil (fig 15, 6 and 7), must be 17th century or later in 
date.

The demolition or collapse of the walls is equally difficult to date. The demolition layers 
above them contain a range of material spanning the 16th, 17th and perhaps also the' 18th 
centuries, which, although strictly of little use in dating the structure’s demise, suggests it 
may lie in the 18th or 19th century. An OS map of 1868 shows traces of what may be a 
ruined building in the grounds of Geoffrey Harris House in approximately the location of 
the excavated remains. These may be the same as the flint foundations to the south of 
Geoffrey Harris House mentioned by Thornhill (1985, 5). If they are the excavated 
remains they are not, as was thought, medieval, but post-medieval in date. Which ever 
may be the case, the excavated structure had clearly been demolished by 1868.

The uncertain dates for the walls mean that only rather imprecise connections can be 
made between them and the historical record of Geoffrey Harris House. At the time at 
which the first wall was built the principal residence of the estate in which it lay was 
Coombe Lodge, which stands to the south of Coombe Lane (Paget 1937, 68). A plan of 
1756 shows that by that date the estate covered 105 acres, most of which was agricultural 
land {ibid, facing 79). Much of this land had previously been common fields which had 
been progressively taken into the ownership of the estate. In 1756 a triangle of common 
fields remained between Goombe Lodge and Geoffrey Harris House. The northern edge 
of these common fields must have lain near the excavated structures. In 1801, under the 
Enclosure Act, all the remaining common land was allotted to the estate.

The earliest reference to the estate refers to the transfer of ownership in 1578 of a 
messuage and garden and 14 acres of land known as Lymepitts on the northern side of 
Coombe Lane, which probably includes the area of the excavation {ibid, 69). This was 
probably one of the four properties on the estate which are recorded as having been held 
by different tenants in 1699 {ibid, 77). It may also be the property upon which James 
Bourdieu built his new house after acquiring the estate in 1761 {ibid, 68). It is to this earlier 
messuage that the excavated structures probably relate.



The limited extent of the excavation, and the complete truncation of the eastern side of 
the walls caused by 19th century landscaping, mean that any interpretation of the role of 
the walls can only be tentative. The earliest wall (4) may, for example, have formed the 
western boundary wall of a garden or courtyard in front of the house which probably stood 
to the north on the site of the present house. This wall later formed the back of the 
substantial structures which were progressively formed by the addition of later walls. The 
addition of wall 8, including its now almost completely removed east-west stretch, would 
have formed a rectangular space at least 4m wide and at least 12m long. The construction 
of wall 47 would have reduced the length of this space by 4m and created a new room 
around 3m long. Wall 48 extended the structure to the east, and may have been related to 
the southern side of a courtyard. Again, no definite role can be assigned to the structures 
so formed: the only clues to their function are their substantial size and their location. The 
gradual addition and modification of walls suggests that their function may, in any case, 
have changed. They may have been stables, or outbuildings related to the garden or other 
aspects of the property’s management, or they may have been agricultural buildings.

The date of the demolition or abandonment of the final structure can also be related 
only tentatively to the history of the estate. It is possible that their demolition was related 
to the construction of the new house by James Bourdieu towards the end of the 18th 
century, or to the subsequent landscaping of the gardens. A comparison of the plan of 1756 
(Paget 1937, facing 79) and maps of 1819 (Anon 1986, 167) and 1868 shows that the area 
around the house had been thoroughly rearranged by 1819, and even more thoroughly 
landscaped by 1868.

LLOYD PARK

Location and topography
Lloyd Park is situated to the north of Coombe Road in south Croydon (fig 17). The site lies 
at approximately 84m OD. The underlying geology is the Cretaceous Upper Chalk which 
underlies the Palaeocene Beds forming Addington Hills.

Archaeological and historical background
Lloyd Park was first established in 1930, following the death of the newspaper magnate, 
Frank Lloyd, in 1927. The park was created from the land belonging to Coombe Estate 
and was given to the Croydon Corporation by his daughter, Mrs J R Garwood, who 
inherited the estate on his death (Winterman 1988).

Evidence of Roman activity has been recorded in the area to the south and west of Lloyd 
Park. To the south of the park, in Croham Road, a single Roman inhumation was 
discovered in 1895. At Stanhope Road to the west of the park a number of pits and ditches 
were found containing Iron Age and Roman pottery, indicating that this was probably an 
occupation site. Roman pottery has also been recorded from Park Hill and Park Hill Road.

The evaluation
The 1997 trial trench evaluation in Lloyd Park revealed that much of the area had been 
affected by landscaping which had mostly truncated earlier soil horizons. The area along 
the southern edge of the park where the Tramlink was to be constructed was also much 
disturbed by modern service trenches. However, in one small area in the eastern half of 
the park a buried soil horizon survived in a natural hollow, and a shallow ditch discovered 
beneath this buried soil contained Roman pottery and metalworking debris.



The excavation
M ETHO DO LO GY

A trench 40m long x 13m wide was excavated in the area of the park where the Roman 
ditch was discovered. The narrow width of the trench had been dictated by the narrow 
width of the construction corridor of this part of the Tramlink route, and also by the need 
to avoid a gas main and other services located along this edge of the park. Owing to the 
small size of the area of excavation all the Roman features found in this trench were totally 
excavated. The whole contents of a cremation deposit discovered in this area were taken 
for detailed analysis and charcoal identification.

A R CH AEO LO G IC AL DESCRIPTION (figS  I 8 - 1  9 )

Machine excavation of the topsoil and earlier buried soil horizons (2 and 36) exposed three 
ditches (5, 6 and 19) and a pit containing a human cremation deposit (8). Another feature 
discovered at this level appeared to be a tree-throw hole (7). A fourth ditch (4), which ran 
through the eastern end of the trench, was cut from the top of the buried soil layers and 
contained 19th century pottery. This feature lay on the same line and truncated one of the 
earlier ditches (19) beneath.

The largest of the early ditches (6), which lay towards the western end of the trench, 
measured 2m in width and up to 0.8m in depth. It contained a dense concentration of 
Roman pottery and animal bone. The other two ditches at this level (5 and 19), which lay 
in the eastern half of the trench, were considerably smaller measuring only 0.2m in depth. 
Ditch 5, which was the feature originally discovered in the evaluation, also contained 
Roman pottery and lay at a right angle to the larger ditch to the west, suggesting that they 
may have been contemporary. No finds were recovered from ditch 19, and although a 
junction existed between this ditch and ditch 5 no clear relationship could be established 
owing to their truncation.at.this point by the large post-medieval ditch.
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Fig 18 Lloyd Park, South Croydon: site plan 

The pit containing the human cremation deposit (8) was located a the eastern end of 
the site. This feature measured 0.5m in diameter and 0.15m in depth and contained a fill 
of almost pure charcoal. No artefacts, other than cremated bone, were recovered from this 
feature.

In addition to the Roman and post-medieval finds from this trench, a small quantity of 
deposited worked flint was recovered from the ditches and buried soil layers, and this 

material including an arrowhead, was probably of Neolithic date.
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The finds
t h e  r o m a n  p o t t e r y ,  by Kayt Brown 

Introduction

A total of 291 sherds (4612g) of Roman pottery was recovered from the excavation. The 
material is in a relatively good condition with an average sherd weight of 15g. Preservation 
of surfaces was good and evidence of use in the form of sooting on exterior surfaces was 
observed on a number of sherds.

Fabrics andforms

The material from each context was assigned to ware types following the system established 
at the OAU for recording later prehistoric and Roman pottery (table 13, M51), and was 
correlated with the system used at the Museum of London. The ware groups from each 
context were then quantified by sherd count and weight and vessel numbers were recorded 
by basic rim count (MV) and estimated vessel equivalents (EVEs).

Fine and specialist wares amounted to less than 5% of the assemblage and were 
represented by a fine, mica-dusted sherd, one sherd in a white-slipped fabric and a single 
sherd of colour-coat, probably Nene valley, although this material was very abraded. The 
only imported material was a single sherd of the southern Spanish amphorae type Dressel 
20, sherds from a south Gaulish cup and bowl (Dr 27 and Dr 35) and a central Gaulish 
bowl (Dr 36). The assemblage was dominated by the medium/coarse sandy wares, which 
comprised over 65% of the assemblage by count (almost 50% by weight). The variation in 
fabrics, from relatively soft-fired to hard-fired and fully romanized, probably reflects the 
presence of fabrics from a number of local production centres, one of which is likely to be 
the Alice Holt industry on the Hampshire/Surrey border. Another large component is the 
shell-tempered material, a fabric tradition common in west Kent, although the figures may 
be slightly skewed by the occurrence of a large part of a single vessel in context 30, one of 
the fills of ditch 6. The grog-tempered material is all Patch Grove ware which is a relatively 
common fabric in east Surrey and west Kent (Pollard 1987).

A total of 28 rims was recorded by rim count, of which fourteen could only be assigned 
to a general jar class. Jar forms comprised a barrel jar in shell-tempered fabric, five bead- 
rim jars in shelly or sandy fabrics, and a probable lid-seated black-burnished ware jar. 
Three beakers were also recorded along with the plain rim of a dish/bowl all in reduced 
sandy fabrics. Patch Grove ware vessels comprised three jar rims, and a single sherd 
displayed the characteristic finger-stabbed decoration on the shoulder {ibid). Other 
decoration included barbotine dots on a fine sandy body sherd, presumably a poppy-head 
beaker, and a few sherds of London type ware with incised decoration.

Discussion

The pottery appears to form a basically early Roman assemblage. No pre-conquest 
material was identified and little in the range of forms or fabrics needs date much later 
than the mid-2nd century AD. Patch Grove ware is generally attributed to the mid-lst to 
early 2nd centuries AD, although some forms continue into the 3rd century (Pollard 1987, 
210), and there is also an early Roman tradition of shell-tempered material within this 
region. Although romanized grey wares continue throughout the Roman period, the forms 
present here are, again, generally early in date. Although the pottery was recovered from a 
limited number of contexts within a series of ditches, the material is in a good condition, 
has a relatively high sherd weight, and clearly indicates domestic activity nearby.



t h e  p o s t - m e d i e v a l  p o t t e r y ,  by Kayt Brown

A small assemblage of post-medieval pottery was recovered from three contexts at Lloyd 
Park. This comprised 40 sherds, weighing 686g (table 14, M51). Red earthenwares and 
refined earthenwares formed the major part of the assemblage (15 sherds each, 430g and 
194g respectively) but English white stoneware, porcelain and single sherds of English tin- 
glazed earthenware and English stoneware were also present. These contexts can therefore 
all be assigned a 19th century date (D Brown, pers comm).

t h e  w o r k e d  f l i n t ,  by Philippa Bradley

This site produced 24 pieces of worked flint and four pieces of burnt, unworked flint (29 lg). 
The flint used at this site is very similar to that found at Lodge Lane and Gravel Hill (see 
above). The worked component of the assemblage consists of nineteen flakes, a chip, two 
core fragments, an oblique arrowhead and a miscellaneous retouched piece. The oblique 
arrowhead (context 31 in ditch 6) has been neatly worked and shows extensive retouch on 
the dorsal face around the right hand side and base, with more minimal retouch on the 
bulbar surface; there is some damage to the tip (fig 20). This find indicates a later Neolithic 
date for at least some of the material. Hard hammers again dominate and butts are mostly 
plain or cortical. A single face/edge rejuvenation flake was recovered which seems to have 
been struck to remove a series of hinge fractures to allow further flaking. Some preparation 
flakes (side, distal and dorsal trimming) were recovered indicating that initial trimming of 
cores was taking place on the site. Little more may be said of this material given that it was 
redeposited within Roman ditches. However, along with the material recovered from 
Lodge Lane and Gravel Hill, it does provide further evidence of the scale of prehistoric 
activity in this area.

t h e  m e t a l w o r k ,  by Leigh Allen, with identification of metalworking debris by Chris 
Salter
A smithing hearth bottom was recovered from ditch 5 during the evaluation. This object 
comprises a bowl-shaped lump of slag and oxidized clay, measuring 1700 x 1500 x 900mm 
and weighing 2.5kg, and is typical of Roman metalworking production. Two episodes of 
smelting can be observed and the relatively large size of this hearth bottom suggests that it 
resulted from working up raw iron (‘bloom smithing5).

Only one metal object, a copper-alloy ring from ditch 6, was recovered from the Roman 
features during the excavation. It is a large ring (diameter 29mm) with one complete 
almost snout-like terminal; the other end is damaged. The ring has a D-shaped section and 
is decorated above the terminal with a groove and three angled lines. The large, size of the 
ring and the fact that there is no trace of the terminal at the broken end may mean that the 
ring has been fashioned from a section of a Roman bracelet.



The environmental evidence
t h e  a n i m a l  b o n e ,  by Bethan Charles

A total of 469 fragments of bone was hand collected from the excavation, and many were 
re-assembled to create individual bones, but only 101 fragments were identifiable. Most of 
the bone was in poor condition, and no attempt was made to sex the animals because of 
the absence of appropriate skeletal elements. Very few of the fragments demonstrated 
potential for the use of ageing techniques.

Four fragments of sheep bone were identified from the post-medieval contexts, but these 
could give no information regarding the site. In the early Roman ditches 99 bones were 
found, and horse bones dominate. However, most of the horse bones were from two 
contexts (both in ditch 6) and appear to be parts of partially articulated skeletons, thus 
representing fewer individual animals than the sheep and cattle bones. The animal bone 
appears to reflect the typical economy of an early Roman site, but the small amount 
recovered and identified from the limited number of contexts means that this assemblage 
cannot provide an accurate representation of the economy of the site. Full details of the 
bone are retained in the archive.

t h e  h u m a n  b o n e ,  by Angela Boyle

A small quantity of cremated bone weighing 20g was recovered from the fill of a pit (8). 
The bones have been identified as the partial remains probably of an adult individual of 
uncertain sex. The bones were white and well-calcined and identifiable fragments included 
skull vault and long bone shaft fragments. Charcoal and two fragments of burnt flint were 
also present. 

TH E  CH A R R E D  P L A N T  R E M A I N S , by Ruth Pelling

Introduction 

All the fill of a pit containing a human cremation deposit (sample 1, context 13, pit 8) was 
taken for detailed analysis. The deposit was processed by bulk water flotation and the flot 
collected on to a 500pm mesh. The dried flot was first put through a stack of sieves ranging 
from 500pm to 4mm to break it into manageable fractions. Each fraction was then scanned 
under a binocular microscope at xlO to x20 magnification. Charcoal fragments were 
fractured and examined in transverse section, an appropriate method for ring porous wood 
(eg Quercus sp., Fraxinus sp.).

Results

The flot was very large, containing much oak (Quercus sp.) charcoal. No additional wood 
species were recognized. This suggests that a single species of wood, possibly from a single 
tree, was used for the funeral pyre. Occasional indeterminate cereal grains also noted in 
the sample are likely to have derived from background scatters of cereal processing waste.

Discussion and conclusions, by Chris Hayden
A scatter of residual worked flint, some of later Neolithic date, was found on this site, which 
adds to the evidence from the other excavated sites for Neolithic or EBA activity along the 
dry valley at the foot of the Downs .(see above, Lodge Lane). However, the main phase of 
occupation at Lloyd Park was in the mid-lst and 2nd centuries AD. The excavation 
uncovered only part, perhaps the edge, of a larger site of unknown size. The three ditches 
dating from this period may belong to two phases. Since they lie at right angles ditches 5 
and 6 may be contemporary, but ditch ,19 has a different alignment.



The reasonably large quantities of pottery and animal bone from these ditches suggest 
that they were associated with a settlement. The small quantities of fine and imported 
pottery hint that this settlement was of a relatively lowly status. The absence of building 
materials may also be explained by the low status of the site. Probably because of the 
building techniques used, it is often the case that little evidence for clear structures is found 
on low-status Roman rural sites.

The other finds provide some indications of the kinds of activities occurring on the site. 
A smithing hearth bottom indicates iron working. Here, as elsewhere in Surrey (Bird 1987, 
186), this was probably a small-scale, local activity. Animal bones suggest some pastoral 
activity, cow and sheep being the commonest species after horse. The sample of animal 
bones may, however, be biased. All the animal bones were recovered from ditch 6, and the 
horse bones —  consisting of partially articulated skeletons —  come from just two contexts 
within this ditch. It has been observed on sites of various dates that the remains of larger 
animals tend to be found near the edges of settlements (Wilson 1996), and it is possible that 
the occurrence of these remains in ditch 6 results from the deliberate deposition of horse 
carcasses in a ditch at the edge of the settlement. The proportion of cattle relative to sheep 
may have been exaggerated for a similar reason. It is possible that the ditches were used 
for managing livestock, defining enclosures or field boundaries at the edge of the settlement.

The scatter of Roman finds from the area around the excavation, including pits and 
ditches containing Iron Age and Roman pottery in Stanhope Road to the west of the Park 
(see above, Archaeological and historical background) suggest that the site may have 
formed part of a wider settlement. A scatter of Roman finds in Croydon itself suggests the 
existence of a road side settlement (Masham 1970; Sheldon & Schaaf 1978, 74) by the 
London to Brighton road (Margary 1965, 113-15) not far to the west of this settlement, 
and the Roman road from Peckham to Lewes would have lain a short distance to the east.

The fact that the 19th century ditch follows the same line as Roman ditch 19 may reflect 
continuity of a boundary line at this point. There is, however, no evidence for activity on 
the site in the long period separating the two, and their common alignment may be 
coincidental.

Unaccompanied cremations occur with varying frequency, from the Neolithic to the 
medieval period and it is, therefore, impossible to assign a date to the burial in pit 8. Given 
the proximity of the Roman ditches, however, it is perhaps most likely to date from the 
Roman period. Continuing late Iron Age practices, cremations are common from the 
Roman conquest until the mid-2nd century AD, and unenclosed cremations are 
particularly common in rural cemeteries in the South-East (Philpott 1991, 8, 45). However, 
especially in rural areas, cremation continued to a later date.
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