


LIVING BY THE SWORD:
THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM,

 ASHFORD, KENT



Spoilheap Monograph Series

1 A Neolithic ring ditch and later features
 at Staines Road Farm
 Phil Jones
 ISBN 978-0-9558846-0-3

2 Roman and Medieval Staines: the development
 of the town
 Phil Jones with Rob Poulton
 ISBN 978-0-9558846-1-0

3 Excavations at Oatlands Palace
 Rob Poulton with Alan Cook and Simon Thurley
 ISBN 978-0-9558846-2-7

4 Settlement sites and sacred offerings: prehistoric and later  
 archaeology in the Thames Valley, near Chertsey

 Graham Hayman, Phil Jones and Rob Poulton
 ISBN 978-0-9558846-4-1

5 Upper Palaeolithic sites in the lower courses of the rivers  
 Colne and Wey: excavations at Church Lammas

 and Wey Manor Farm
 Phil Jones
 ISBN 978-0-9558846-7-2

6 Living by the sword: The archaeology of Brisley Farm,  
 Ashford, Kent

 Jim Stevenson
 ISBN 978-0-9558846-8-9



LIVING BY THE SWORD

The archaeology of Brisley Farm, Ashford, Kent

by

Jim Stevenson

with contributions by

Lucy Allott, Gemma Ayton, Luke Barber, Chris Butler, 
Wendy Carruthers, Trista Clifford, Anna Doherty,  

David Dunkin, Vanessa Fell, Rowena Gale, Maggie Henderson, 
Gwen Jones, Julia Lee-Thorp, Malcolm Lyne,  

Jacqueline McKinley, Sarah Paynter, Susan Pringle,  
Elke Raemen, Val Rigby, Mike Seager Thomas, Rob Scaife, 

Lucy Sibun, Ian Stead, Charlotte Thompson

Monograph 6

SPOILHEAP PUBLICATIONS
A joint venture of Archaeology South-East (part of UCL)

 and Surrey County Archaeological Unit (part of Surrey County Council)

2013



Produced by SPOILHEAP PUBLICATIONS
a joint venture of Archaeology South-East (UCL) and Surrey County Archaeological Unit (Surrey County Council) 

intended to provide a publication outlet for the results of archaeological investigation 
and research from across south-east England

First published in 2013 by 

Archaeology South-East, UCL Institute of Archaeology

2 Chapel Place, Portslade, East Sussex, BN41 1DR

Available to download free: https://www.ucl.ac.uk/archaeology-south-east/publications

Text ©Archaeology South-East, UCL Institute of Archaeology and the authors, 2013

Images © Archaeology South-East, UCL Institute of Archaeology, the authors, and third-party copyright holders as indicated, 2013

Modern map bases, historic maps and outlines used in this volume are reproduced based on Ordnance Survey data © crown copyright and database right 2011.

Except where otherwise noted, content in this book is published under a Creative Commons 4.0 International licence (CC BY-NC-ND 4.0). This licence allows you to 

share, copy and distribute the material in any medium or format in unadapted form only, for non-commercial purposes only, providing attribution is given to the authors. 

Figure 6.31 The Mill Hill burial from Parfitt 1995 © The Trustees of the British Museum. This image shared under a Creative Commons 4.0 Attribution-

NonCommercial-ShareAlike International licence (CC BY-NC-SA 4.0). 

Attribution should include the following information: Jim Stevenson, Living by the sword: the archaeology of Brisley Farm, Ashford, Kent. Portslade, SpoilHeap 

Publications, 2013. 

https://doi.org/10.14324/000.bk.10153595

Further details about CC BY-NC-ND 4.0 licenses are available https://creativecommons.org/about/cclicenses/

ISBN: 978-0-9558846-8-9 (Pbk) 

ISBN: 978-1-912331-29-1 (PDF) 

DOI: 10.14324/000.bk.10153595

Edited by Louise Rayner

Copy editing by Anne Marriott

Designed and typeset by Fiona Griffin

Front cover:  Photograph of scabbard mouth RF E<52b> from Late Iron Age warrior burial BC2 (courtesy of Centre of Archaeology, English Heritage)

Back cover: (clockwise from top left) Pottery vessels from Late Iron Age warrior burials; photograph of Late Iron Age warrior burial BC2 after excavation; 

reconstruction drawing of Late Iron Age roundhouse ST20; interpretive usage of Areas 3 and 4 and photograph of copper-alloy ring RF E<19> with enamelled 

button from Late Iron Age warrior burial BC1 (courtesy of Centre of Archaeology, English Heritage)

 

https://www.ucl.ac.uk/archaeology-south-east/publications 
https://creativecommons.org/about/cclicenses/


v

CONTENTS

LIST OF FIGURES.......................................................................................................................................................................................................................ix

LIST OF TABLES ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... xvi

CONTRIBUTORS.................................................................................................................................................................................................................... xviii

SUMMARY .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. xix

RÉSUMÉ  ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... xx

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG ............................................................................................................................................................................................................. xxi

FOREWORD ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................ xxiii

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS ...................................................................................................................................................................................................... xxiv

1  INTRODUCTION ......................................................................................................................................... 1
1.1  Study area......................................................................................................................................................................................................1

1.2  Geology, topography and communications ....................................................................................................................................................1

1.3  Archaeological background ............................................................................................................................................................................3

1.4  Historical background ...................................................................................................................................................................................9

1.5  Project background .....................................................................................................................................................................................10

1.6  On-site conditions .......................................................................................................................................................................................11

1.7  Stratigraphic sequence .................................................................................................................................................................................12

1.8  Ground conditions in the past: the use of ditches ........................................................................................................................................12

1.9  Chronological framework ............................................................................................................................................................................13

1.10  Structure of analysis and report .................................................................................................................................................................14

1.11  Artefact distribution plots..........................................................................................................................................................................17

1.12  The archive ................................................................................................................................................................................................17

2  EARLIER PREHISTORIC (PERIODS 1–2) ................................................................................................ 19
2.1  Residual Mesolithic/Early Bronze Age flint (period 1) .................................................................................................................................19

2.2  Middle Bronze Age to Early Iron Age (period 2) .........................................................................................................................................20

2.3  Discussion ...................................................................................................................................................................................................27

3  MIDDLE/LATE IRON AGE (PERIOD 3) ................................................................................................... 35
3.1  Introduction ................................................................................................................................................................................................35

3.2  Enclosed spaces and open fields: animal husbandry and the first structures ..................................................................................................36

3.3  An enclosed settlement or corral?.................................................................................................................................................................40

3.4  Discussion ...................................................................................................................................................................................................45

4  LATE IRON AGE (PERIOD 4, PHASE 1) ................................................................................................... 53
4.1  Introduction ................................................................................................................................................................................................53

4.2  Fields and livestock management: continuation and reuse of the land .........................................................................................................53

4.3  Roundhouses and enclosures: the first permanent settlement? .....................................................................................................................56



vi

4.4  Unoccupied and newly settled areas: fields and enclosures? ..........................................................................................................................65

4.5  Artefact distribution plots............................................................................................................................................................................66

4.6  Discussion ...................................................................................................................................................................................................68

5  LATE IRON AGE (PERIOD 4, PHASE 2A–D) ............................................................................................ 75
5.1  Introduction ................................................................................................................................................................................................75

5.2  Chronology and stratigraphy .......................................................................................................................................................................75

5.3  A special or sacred structure (period 4, phase 2a) .........................................................................................................................................76

5.4  The development of the ‘sacred landscape’ (period 4, phase 2b) ...................................................................................................................77

5.5  The central burial, funerary and sacred complexes (period 4, phase 2b) .......................................................................................................80

5.6  The occupation of the southern area (period 4, phase 2b) ............................................................................................................................88

5.7  The primary living area (period 4, phase 2b) ..............................................................................................................................................103

5.8  Rebuilding and reuse (period 4, phase 2c) .................................................................................................................................................106

5.9  The intensification of the sacred and monumental landscape (period 4, phase 2c) .....................................................................................108

5.10  The final Late Iron Age events (period 4, phase 2d) .................................................................................................................................113

5.11  Artefact distribution plots........................................................................................................................................................................117

5.12  Discussion ...............................................................................................................................................................................................120

6  THE WARRIOR BURIALS ......................................................................................................................... 151
6.1  Introduction ..............................................................................................................................................................................................151

6.2  Warrior burial BC2 ...................................................................................................................................................................................152

6.3  Warrior burial BC1 ...................................................................................................................................................................................158

6.4  Discussion .................................................................................................................................................................................................165

7  ROMAN (PERIOD 5, PHASES 1–3; AD 50–200) ..................................................................................... 181
7.1  Introduction ..............................................................................................................................................................................................181

7.2  Period 5, phase 1 (c AD 50–80).................................................................................................................................................................182

7.3  Period 5, phase 2 (AD 80– AD120/150) ...................................................................................................................................................196

7.4  Period 5, phase 3 (undated): recutting and formalisation of the axial trackway ..........................................................................................201

7.5  Artefact distribution plots..........................................................................................................................................................................201

7.6  Discussion .................................................................................................................................................................................................203

8  SAXON AND MEDIEVAL (PERIODS 6–7; AD 900–1500) ...................................................................... 213
8.1  Introduction ..............................................................................................................................................................................................213

8.2  Saxon occupation (period 6; AD 900–1050) .............................................................................................................................................213

8.3  The beginning of the Northern Farm: digging the field ditches (period 7, phase 1; 13th century)..............................................................214

8.4  The development of the Northern Farm: a building, yard surfaces and enclosures  
(period 7, phase 2; 13th–14th centuries) ..........................................................................................................................................................219

8.5  The Southern Farm (period 7, phases 2a and 2b; 13th–14th centuries) .....................................................................................................226

8.6  Possible building ST30 (Area 1) (period 7, phase 2; 13th–14th centuries) .................................................................................................233

8.7  Development at the Southern Farm (period 7, phase 3; 14th–15th centuries) ...........................................................................................235



vii

8.8  Discussion .................................................................................................................................................................................................236

9  POST-MEDIEVAL (PERIOD 8, PHASES 1–5; AD 1500–1900) ............................................................... 245
9.1  Introduction ..............................................................................................................................................................................................245

9.2  The Southern Farm (period 8, phase 1; early–mid 16th century) ...............................................................................................................245

9.3  Pond G417 (Area 7) ..................................................................................................................................................................................247

9.4  The decline of the Southern Farm (period 8, phase 2; mid 16th century) ..................................................................................................248

9.5  Period 8, phase 3 (late 16th and 17th centuries) ........................................................................................................................................253

9.6  The small farm in Areas 7 and 8 (period 8, phase 4; late 17th and 18th centuries) .....................................................................................253

9.7  Period 8, phase 5 (18th and 19th centuries) ..............................................................................................................................................257

9.8  Discussion .................................................................................................................................................................................................259

10  SPECIALIST REPORTS ........................................................................................................................... 263
10.1  Introduction ............................................................................................................................................................................................263

10.2  The prehistoric flintwork .........................................................................................................................................................................263

10.3  The prehistoric flintwork from the Brisley Farm School site .....................................................................................................................265

10.4  The prehistoric and Roman pottery from Christchurch CE High School ................................................................................................266

10.5  The Late Iron Age and Roman pottery from Brisley Farm .......................................................................................................................270

10.6  The prehistoric and Roman pottery from the Brisley Farm School site .....................................................................................................282

10.7  The post-Roman pottery from Brisley Farm ............................................................................................................................................284

10.8  The post-Roman pottery from the Brisley Farm School site .....................................................................................................................298

10.9  The ceramic building materials from Brisley Farm ...................................................................................................................................301

10.10  The fired clay from Brisley Farm ............................................................................................................................................................303

10.11  The stone finds from Late Iron Age and Roman deposits at Brisley Farm ...............................................................................................306

10.12  The post-Roman stone ..........................................................................................................................................................................310

10.13  Other registered finds from Brisley Farm ...............................................................................................................................................311

10.14  Analysis of the metalworking waste from Brisley Farm ..........................................................................................................................330

10.15  The glass from Brisley Farm ...................................................................................................................................................................334

10.16  The human bone from Brisley Farm ......................................................................................................................................................335

10.17  The cremated bone from the Brisley Farm School site............................................................................................................................340

10.18  Stable isotope analysis of human and faunal material .............................................................................................................................340

10.19  The animal bone from Brisley Farm .......................................................................................................................................................341

10.20  The animal bone from Christchurch CE High School ...........................................................................................................................346

10.21  Marine molluscs from Brisley Farm .......................................................................................................................................................346

10.22  The charcoal from Brisley Farm .............................................................................................................................................................347

10.23  The charcoal from the Brisley Farm School site......................................................................................................................................353

10.24  The charred plant remains from Brisley Farm ........................................................................................................................................354

10.25  The charred plant remains from Christchurch CE High School .............................................................................................................361

10.26  The charred plant remains from the Brisley Farm School site .................................................................................................................362

10.27  Pollen analysis .......................................................................................................................................................................................363

10.28  Documentary evidence ..........................................................................................................................................................................370

10.29  Radiocarbon dating ...............................................................................................................................................................................374



viii

11  CONCLUSIONS ....................................................................................................................................... 377
11.1  Introduction ............................................................................................................................................................................................377

11.2  Subsistence, farming and the environment ..............................................................................................................................................377

11.3  Structures and buildings ..........................................................................................................................................................................378

11.4  Production and industry ..........................................................................................................................................................................379

11.5  Communication and roads ......................................................................................................................................................................380

11.6  Ritual, religion, symbolism and the dead .................................................................................................................................................380

11.7  Future research ........................................................................................................................................................................................382

11.8  Final thoughts .........................................................................................................................................................................................382

BIBLIOGRAPHY ........................................................................................................................................... 385



ix

LIST OF FIGURES
Figures 1.7 is reproduced by permission of Oxford Archaeology. Figure 2.13 is reproduced by permission of Casper Johnson.  Figures 5.56 and 5.68 are reproduced 

by permission of Wessex Archaeology. Figure 6.29 is reproduced by permission of Ian Stead and The Trustees of the British Museum. Figure 6.31 uses images 

reproduced by permission of The Trustees of the British Museum and The Society of Antiquaries of London. Figure 6.32 is reproduced by permission of The 

Prehistoric Society.

Fig 1.1  Site location.............................................................................................................................................................................................2

Fig 1.2  Map of Brisley Farm with local topography .............................................................................................................................................3

Fig 1.3  Map of the Ashford region: river systems and geology.  ............................................................................................................................4

Fig 1.4  Distribution map of Middle Iron Age sites in Kent (adapted from Hamilton 2007) ................................................................................5

Fig 1.5  Distribution map of Late Iron Age sites in Kent (adapted from Hamilton 2007) .....................................................................................6

Fig 1.6  Distribution map of Late Iron Age sites near to Brisley Farm in relation to current topography and drainage ..........................................7

Fig 1.7  Plan of Westhawk Farm excavations (from Booth et al 2008) ..................................................................................................................9 

Fig 1.8  Plan of excavation areas, evaluation trenches and watching brief areas ...................................................................................................11

Fig 1.9  View of ditch D[1501] (Areas 3–4), showing the cracks and fissures that developed during summertime excavations ............................12

Fig 1.10  View of Brisley Farm, Area 5, showing standing water .........................................................................................................................12

Fig 1.11  Plan of Brisley Farm excavations showing all periods and phases ..........................................................................................................15

Fig 1.12  Plan of Christchurch CE High School excavations showing all periods and phases ..............................................................................16

Fig 2.1  Plan of period 2 field system at Brisley Farm ..........................................................................................................................................19

Fig 2.2  Plan of period 2, phase 1 features at Christchurch CE High School.......................................................................................................20

Fig 2.3  Plan of period 2, phase 2 ditch system (Areas 3–4) ................................................................................................................................21

Fig 2.4  Section of pit E[3865] ...........................................................................................................................................................................22

Fig 2.5  Plan of OA135 and OA173 (period 2, phase 2, Area 5 and School site) ................................................................................................24

Fig 2.6  Plan of period 2, phase 2 ditch system (Area 6) .....................................................................................................................................25

Fig 2.7  Plan of period 2, phase 2 ditches and pits at Christchurch CE High School ..........................................................................................26

Fig 2.8  Pottery vessels nos 1–6 from G580, J[503] ............................................................................................................................................27

Fig 2.9  Map of the Straits of Dover and the Thames estuary Later Bronze Age fields, enclosures and trackways .................................................28

Fig 2.10  Plan of the field system at Brisley Farm, Christchurch CE High School and Westhawk Farm ..............................................................29

Fig 2.11  Plan of the Area 6 ditch system shown alongside interpretative plan of Early Bronze Age fields excavated at Fengate (from Pryor 1998)...30

Fig 2.12  Sections of ditches from Areas 3–4 and Area 6.....................................................................................................................................30

Fig 2.13  Reconstruction view of Brisley Farm fields (from Yates 2007) ..............................................................................................................31

Fig 3.1  Plan of period 3 features at Brisley Farm ................................................................................................................................................35

Fig 3.2  Plan of period 3 features (Areas 7 and 8) ...............................................................................................................................................36

Fig 3.3  Detailed plan of ST2 and TD6 (Area 7) ................................................................................................................................................37

Fig 3.4  Detailed plan of ditch G71 (Area 7) ......................................................................................................................................................38

Fig 3.5  Plan of period 3 features (Area 6) ..........................................................................................................................................................39

Fig 3.6  Plan of period 3 features (Area 4) ..........................................................................................................................................................40

Fig 3.7  Detailed plan of enclosure OA17, showing key ditch groups and sections (Area 4) ................................................................................41

Fig 3.8  Pottery vessels nos 7–13 and 15 from OA17 and no 14 from OA18 ......................................................................................................42

Fig 3.9  Pottery vessels nos 16–19 from waterhole G53 ......................................................................................................................................44

Fig 3.10  Alternative Landscape Model 1: plan of ST1 postholes and possible continuation, postholes ST36 (Area 4) .......................................44

Fig 3.11  Distribution plots of pottery, burnt clay, animal bone and stone artefacts in relation to OA17/OA18 (Area 4) ....................................46

Fig 3.12  Plan of period 2, phase 2 ditches overlain by period 3 ditches, showing the redefinition of Bronze Age fields (Area 6) .........................47



x

Fig 3.13  Plan of period 3 Middle/Late Iron Age enclosure concentrated on period 2 field systems (Area 4) .......................................................48

Fig 4.1  Plan of period 4 features (phase 1 in Areas 3–4) ....................................................................................................................................53

Fig 4.2  Detailed plan of period 4 features (Area 6) ............................................................................................................................................54

Fig 4.3  Detailed plan of period 4 features (School site) ......................................................................................................................................55

Fig 4.4  Detailed plan of period 4 features (Areas 7–8) .......................................................................................................................................56

Fig 4.5  Plan of period 4, phase 1 features (Areas 3–4) ........................................................................................................................................57

Fig 4.6  Detailed plan of ring-gully ST5 showing pottery dump in adjacent ditch (Area 4) ................................................................................58

Fig 4.7  Detailed plan of ring-gully ST6 (Area 4)................................................................................................................................................59

Fig 4.8  Detailed plan of ring-gully ST7 (Area 4)................................................................................................................................................60

Fig 4.9  Plan of enclosure OA37 (Area 4) ...........................................................................................................................................................61

Fig 4.10  Photograph of quern RF E<1048> ......................................................................................................................................................62

Fig 4.11  Detailed plan of ring-gully ST8 (Area 4)..............................................................................................................................................63

Fig 4.12  Detailed plan of ring-gully ST3 (Area 4)..............................................................................................................................................63

Fig 4.13  Detailed plan of ring-gully ST4 (Area 4)..............................................................................................................................................64

Fig 4.14  Detailed plan of antennae ditched enclosure OA40 (Area 3) ................................................................................................................65

Fig 4.15  Interpretative plan of evaluation results showing possible continuation of the antennae ditched enclosure (Area 9) .............................66

Fig 4.16  Distribution plots of pottery, burnt clay and animal bone (Area 4) ......................................................................................................67

Fig 4.17  Plan showing enclosure OA35 cutting earlier enclosure OA17 and the underlying period 2, phase 2 field system (Area 4) ..................69

Fig 4.18  Reconstruction drawing showing roundhouse construction ST5 .........................................................................................................72

Fig 5.1  Plan of period 4, phase 2a features (also showing period 4, phase 1 remains) (Area 4) ...........................................................................75

Fig 5.2  Detailed plan of ring-gully ST13 (Area 4)..............................................................................................................................................76

Fig 5.3  Two alternative models of development for ST13 (Area 4) .....................................................................................................................77

Fig 5.4  Plan of period 4, phase 2b features (Areas 3–4) ......................................................................................................................................78

Fig 5.5  Plan of OA43, OA49 and OA170 (Area 4) ............................................................................................................................................79

Fig 5.6  Detailed plan of ring-gully ST10 (Area 4)..............................................................................................................................................79

Fig 5.7  Detailed plan and section of posthole groups G431, G437 and G439 (Area 4) .....................................................................................81

Fig 5.8  Detailed plan of cellular enclosures OA46–OA48 (Area 4) ....................................................................................................................82

Fig 5.9  Pottery vessels nos 20–21 from ditch G136 ...........................................................................................................................................82

Fig 5.10  Pottery vessels nos 22–26 from ditch G138, and no 27 from pit G241 ...............................................................................................83

Fig 5.11  Detailed plan and section of enclosure OA152 (Area 4) .......................................................................................................................85

Fig 5.12  Detailed plan and section of warrior burial BC2 (Area 4) ....................................................................................................................86

Fig 5.13  Detailed plan and section of ring-gully ST12 (Area 4) .........................................................................................................................87

Fig 5.14  Pottery vessel no 28 from pit G320 .....................................................................................................................................................88

Fig 5.15  Plan of period 4, phase 2b features (Areas 3–4) ....................................................................................................................................89

Fig 5.16  Detailed plan and sections of enclosure OA51 (Areas 3–4) ..................................................................................................................90

Fig 5.17  Detailed plan and section of ring-gully ST14 (Areas 3–4) ....................................................................................................................91

Fig 5.18  Section of pit G227, E[2748] ..............................................................................................................................................................91

Fig 5.19  Photograph of pit G227, E[2748] with pottery vessel no 29 ................................................................................................................92

Fig 5.20  Pottery vessels nos 29–31 from pit G227, pottery handle no 32 from pit G309, D[2677] and spindle whorl from pit G309 ...................92

Fig 5.21  Detailed plan and section of ring-gully ST15 (Area 3) .........................................................................................................................93

Fig 5.22  Pottery vessel no 33 from pit G362 .....................................................................................................................................................93

Fig 5.23  Detailed plan of possible building ST40 with posthole sections (Areas 3–4) ........................................................................................94



xi

Fig 5.24  Detailed plan of possible building ST34 (Areas 3–4) ...........................................................................................................................94

Fig 5.25  Sections of ditch G147 (Area 3) ..........................................................................................................................................................95

Fig 5.26  Detailed plan and section of ring-gully ST16 (Area 3) .........................................................................................................................96

Fig 5.27  Detailed plan of circular space OA64 (Area 3) .....................................................................................................................................97

Fig 5.28  Interpretative plan of space OA64 (Area 3) ..........................................................................................................................................98

Fig 5.29  Detailed plan and section of ST17 and OA65 (Area 3) ......................................................................................................................101

Fig 5.30  Detail plan and sections of ST18 (Area 3) .........................................................................................................................................102

Fig 5.31  Photograph of ST18 (Area 3) ............................................................................................................................................................102

Fig 5.32  Plan of period 4, phase 2b southern Area 3 (ST20, ST19 and TD9/TD11) ......................................................................................103

Fig 5.33  Detailed plan and section of ring-gully ST19 (Area 3) .......................................................................................................................104

Fig 5.34  Detailed plan of roundhouse ST20 (Area 3) showing the first phase of construction .........................................................................105

Fig 5.35  Photograph of roundhouse ST20 ......................................................................................................................................................106

Fig 5.36  Interpretative plan of ST20 (Area 3) (both phases of construction) ....................................................................................................107

Fig 5.37  Reconstruction drawing of roundhouse ST20....................................................................................................................................107

Fig 5.38  Pottery vessel no 34 from ST20, posthole D[2392] ...........................................................................................................................107

Fig 5.39  Detailed plan of second phase of ST20 (Area 3) ................................................................................................................................108

Fig 5.40  Plan of period 4, phase 2c features (Areas 3–4) ..................................................................................................................................109

Fig 5.41  Plan of sacred enclosure OA45 (Area 4) .............................................................................................................................................110

Fig 5.42  Pottery vessels nos 35–37 from ditch G249 .......................................................................................................................................111

Fig 5.43  Detailed plan and sections of warrior burial BC1 (Area 4) .................................................................................................................112

Fig 5.44  Pottery vessel no 38 from ditch G206 ................................................................................................................................................113

Fig 5.45  Detailed plan of ST1 postholes (Area 4) ............................................................................................................................................114

Fig 5.46  Photograph of posthole with stone packing G43, E[3322] ................................................................................................................115

Fig 5.47  Pottery vessels nos 39–40 from ditch G168 and no 41 from ditch G172 ...........................................................................................115

Fig 5.48  Plan of period 4, phase 2d features (Area 4) .......................................................................................................................................116

Fig 5.49  Pottery vessel no 42 from ditch G224 ................................................................................................................................................116

Fig 5.50  Section of pit G540 ...........................................................................................................................................................................116

Fig 5.51  Pottery vessel no 43 from pit G540 ...................................................................................................................................................116

Fig 5.52  Distribution plots of pottery, human bone and animal bone (Areas 3–4) ...........................................................................................118

Fig 5.53  Distribution plots of fired clay and clay objects (Areas 3–4) ...............................................................................................................119

Fig 5.54  Doorway alignment diagram .............................................................................................................................................................122

Fig 5.55  Composite plans showing relationship between gullies and ring-gullies (ST7, ST10, ST12, ST13 and ST14) ...................................123

Fig 5.56  Plan of Park Farm East ring-gullies (from Wessex Archaeology 2004) ................................................................................................123

Fig 5.57  Composite plan showing previous land use (Area 4) (period 2 to period 4, phase 1) overlain by the Late Iron Age remains  
(period 4, phase 2a–d) .......................................................................................................................................................................124

Fig 5.58  Interpretative plan showing suggested sacred/funerary areas (Areas 3–4) ............................................................................................126

Fig 5.59  Distribution plots of pottery and burnt clay in the warrior burial vicinity (period 4, phase 2a–d) ......................................................127

Fig 5.60  Distribution plots of animal bone in the warrior burial vicinity (period 4, phase 2a–d) .....................................................................128

Fig 5.61  Plan of circular space OA64 (Area 3) showing artefacts, animal and human bone distribution ..........................................................129

Fig 5.62  Interpretative plan of the sacred use of the site (period 4, phase 2) .....................................................................................................132

Fig 5.63  Interpretative plan of the possible use of enclosure OA45 and BC2 ...................................................................................................133

Fig 5.64  Interpretative plan of warrior burial BC1, surrounding enclosures and postholes ST1 .......................................................................135

Fig 5.65  Interpretative plan of the burial complexes BC1 and BC2 and land use during period 4, phase 2d ....................................................136

Fig 5.66  Distribution plots of pottery, burnt clay and animal bone in enclosure OA51 and building ST14 .....................................................138

Fig 5.67  Interpretative plan showing alignments of OA64, central feature G600, ring-gully ST16 and the cremation cemetery in Area 2b .....140



xii

Fig 5.68  Plan of the Westhampnett cremation cemetery and associated features (from Fitzpatrick 1997a) .......................................................142

Fig 5.69  Plan showing Roman (period 5, phase 1) ditches overlain on period 4, phase 2b structures ST17 and ST18 .....................................145

Fig 5.70  Interpretative plan of landscape usage by broad function ...................................................................................................................147

Fig 6.1  Plan of warrior burials BC1 and BC2 ..................................................................................................................................................151

Fig 6.2  Photograph of BC2 .............................................................................................................................................................................152

Fig 6.3  Photograph of BC2 excavation in progress...........................................................................................................................................152

Fig 6.4  Photograph of BC2 excavated grave showing extent of grave cut .........................................................................................................153

Fig 6.5  Photograph of BC2 showing burial container ......................................................................................................................................153

Fig 6.6  Plan of BC2 showing body and grave goods ........................................................................................................................................154

Fig 6.7  Pottery sherds nos 44–45 from BC2 ....................................................................................................................................................155

Fig 6.8  Sword RF E<52> found with BC2 ......................................................................................................................................................155

Fig 6.9  Photograph of scabbard mouth RF E<52b>.........................................................................................................................................156

Fig 6.10  Photograph taken during investigative conservation showing suspension ring RF E<52c> in association with scabbard RF E<52b> .......156

Fig 6.11  Photograph of suspension ring RF E<59> .........................................................................................................................................156

Fig 6.12  Photograph of in situ butt-beaker, no 45 ...........................................................................................................................................157

Fig 6.13  Spearhead RF E<67> found in BC2 ..................................................................................................................................................158

Fig 6.14  Photograph of BC1 excavation in progress.........................................................................................................................................159

Fig 6.15  Photograph of BC1 grave ..................................................................................................................................................................159

Fig 6.16  Plan of BC1.......................................................................................................................................................................................160

Fig 6.17  Photograph of in situ pottery vessels in BC1 .....................................................................................................................................161

Fig 6.18  Pottery vessels nos 46–48 from BC1 ..................................................................................................................................................161

Fig 6.19  Sword RF E<21> from BC1 ..............................................................................................................................................................163

Fig 6.20  Photograph of in situ sword RF E<21> in BC1 .................................................................................................................................163

Fig 6.21  Photograph of copper-alloy ring RF E<19> with an enamelled button ..............................................................................................163

Fig 6.22  Copper-alloy ring RF E<19> with an enamelled button ....................................................................................................................163

Fig 6.23  Iron shield boss RF E<16> from BC1 ................................................................................................................................................164

Fig 6.24  Photograph of in situ shield boss RF E<16> from BC1 .....................................................................................................................164

Fig 6.25  Iron spearhead RF E<24> from BC1 .................................................................................................................................................165

Fig 6.26  Photograph of iron spearhead RF E<24> from BC1 ..........................................................................................................................165

Fig 6.27  Copper-alloy brooch RF E<28> from BC1 ........................................................................................................................................165

Fig 6.28  Distribution map of warrior burials ...................................................................................................................................................166

Fig 6.29  Comparative illustrations of mouth guards on La Tène swords (from Stead 2006) .............................................................................173

Fig 6.30  Distribution map of decorated swords and mirrors ............................................................................................................................174

Fig 6.31  The Mill Hill and Owslebury burials (from Parfitt 1995 and Collis 1968) .........................................................................................175

Fig 6.32  Wetwang/Garton Slack cemetery (from Dent 1982) ..........................................................................................................................177

Fig 7.1  Plan of period 5 features ......................................................................................................................................................................181

Fig 7.2  Plan of period 5, phase 1 features (Areas 3–4) ......................................................................................................................................182

Fig 7.3  Detailed plan and sections of enclosure OA77 (Area 4) .......................................................................................................................184

Fig 7.4  Sections of ditches G265/G223 and G268 ..........................................................................................................................................185

Fig 7.5  Plan and section of linking ditch G434 showing in situ pottery and bone deposits ..............................................................................185

Fig 7.6  Photograph of in situ pottery and bone deposits in ditch G434 ...........................................................................................................186

Fig 7.7  Photograph of pottery deposits in ditch G434, E[3156] ......................................................................................................................186



xiii

Fig 7.8  Detailed plan of OA81, also showing location of period 4, phase 2b ring-gully ST14 ..........................................................................187

Fig 7.9  Plans and section of feature G361 .......................................................................................................................................................188

Fig 7.10  Photograph of feature G361 ..............................................................................................................................................................189

Fig 7.11  Pottery vessel no 49 from feature G361 .............................................................................................................................................189

Fig 7.12  Plan of rectangular field system OA83, OA84, OA86 and OA88 .......................................................................................................190

Fig 7.13  Section of ditch G148/G149 .............................................................................................................................................................191

Fig 7.14  Photograph of ditch G148/G149 ......................................................................................................................................................191

Fig 7.15  Photograph of in situ pottery in ditch G148/G149 and storage jar no 50 from G149 .......................................................................191

Fig 7.16  Plan showing location of ditch G438, circular space OA64 and central feature G600 ........................................................................192

Fig 7.17  Detailed plan of OA84, OA86 and OA88, showing ditch G264 ........................................................................................................193

Fig 7.18  Plan of period 5, phase 1 features (Area 1) .........................................................................................................................................194

Fig 7.19  Photograph of feature G621 ..............................................................................................................................................................194

Fig 7.20  Plan of period 5, phase 1 features (School site) ..................................................................................................................................195

Fig 7.21  Plan of period 5, phase 2 features (Areas 3–4) ....................................................................................................................................197

Fig 7.22  Detailed plan showing cremation burials G612 (Area 4) ....................................................................................................................198

Fig 7.23  Plan of cremation cemetery G448 (Area 2b) ......................................................................................................................................199

Fig 7.24  Photograph of urned cremation C[1016] ..........................................................................................................................................199

Fig 7.25  Plan of period 5, phase 3 features (Areas 3–4) ....................................................................................................................................200

Fig 7.26  Distribution plots of pottery and animal bone, period 5, phases 1–3 (Areas 3–4) ..............................................................................202

Fig 7.27  Distribution plots of burnt clay and human bone, period 5, phases 1–3 (Areas 3–4) .........................................................................203

Fig 7.28  Interpretative plan showing how enclosure OA77 may have been used ..............................................................................................204

Fig 7.29  Distribution plots of pottery, burnt clay and animal bone in relation to enclosure OA77 ..................................................................205

Fig 7.30  Plan showing possible trackway between Westhawk Farm and Brisley Farm ......................................................................................210

Fig 8.1  Plan showing period 7, phase 1 features and locations of the Northern Farm and the Southern Farm ..................................................213

Fig 8.2  Plan of period 7, phase 1 features (Areas 7 and 8) ................................................................................................................................214

Fig 8.3  Detailed plan of ditch G374 overlying G372 (Area 7) .........................................................................................................................215

Fig 8.4  Pottery vessels nos 69–71 from ditch G377 (Area 7) ...........................................................................................................................215

Fig 8.5  Photograph of cooking pit G378 under excavation ..............................................................................................................................216

Fig 8.6  Pottery vessels nos 72–74 from pit G441 and nos 75–77 from ditch G386 .........................................................................................218

Fig 8.7  Plan of period 7, phase 1 features (School site) ....................................................................................................................................219

Fig 8.8  Plan of period 7, phase 2 features (all excavation areas) ........................................................................................................................220

Fig 8.9  Plan of OA105 and OA106 (Area 8) ...................................................................................................................................................221

Fig 8.10  Detailed plan of the Northern Farm, period 7, phase 2b (Area 8) ......................................................................................................222

Fig 8.11  Pottery vessels nos 78–81 from gully G404, nos 82–93 from ditch G398 and nos 94–96 from ditch G400 ......................................223

Fig 8.12  Photograph of yard surface ST22 (Area 8) .........................................................................................................................................224

Fig 8.13  Photograph of possible stone sill G406 (Area 8) ................................................................................................................................225

Fig 8.14  Plan of period 7, phase 2b features (School site) ................................................................................................................................226

Fig 8.15  Plan of the Southern Farm (Area 2a) .................................................................................................................................................227

Fig 8.16  Detailed plan of OA125 and ST24 (Area 2a) .....................................................................................................................................227

Fig 8.17  Pottery vessels nos 97–100 from gully G566 .....................................................................................................................................228

Fig 8.18  Detailed plan of the yard surfaces ST25 and ST26 (Area 2a) .............................................................................................................228

Fig 8.19  Finds from cobbled surface G459: pottery vessel no 101 and iron file RF B<184> ............................................................................228

Fig 8.20  Detailed plan of building ST29 (Area 2a) ..........................................................................................................................................229



xiv

Fig 8.21  Photograph of sleeper wall G461 during excavation (Area 2a) ...........................................................................................................229

Fig 8.22  Scale-tang knife fragment RF B<223> ...............................................................................................................................................229

Fig 8.23  Detailed plan of building ST27, yard surface and causeway (Area 2a) ................................................................................................230

Fig 8.24  Photograph of ragstone stepping stone across ditch G452 (Area 2a) ..................................................................................................230

Fig 8.25  Detailed plan of ST28 (Area 2a) ........................................................................................................................................................231

Fig 8.26  Pottery vessels no 105 from irregular feature G465 and nos 102–104 from ditch G454; metal objects RF B<217> and RF B<246> from 
midden G458 ....................................................................................................................................................................................232

Fig 8.27  Interpretative sequence of yard surface ST25 and ditch G454 ...........................................................................................................233

Fig 8.28  Plan of period 7, phase 2 features (Area 1) and detail of G348 and G347 ..........................................................................................234

Fig 8.29  Photograph of stone surface G347 and posthole (Area 1) ..................................................................................................................234

Fig 8.30  Pottery vessels nos 106–107 from G347 and G348, no 108 from ditch G453, no 109 from spread G466 and no 110 from ditch G452 ....234 

Fig 8.31  Interpretative plan of period 7, phase 3 remains in the Southern Farm showing repaired buildings and infilled ditches (Area 2a) ......235

Fig 8.32  Site location for Lydd Quarry ............................................................................................................................................................237

Fig 8.33  Rectangular building from the Lydd Quarry excavations ...................................................................................................................239

Fig 8.34  Detailed plan of OA102 showing tether post and gate system ............................................................................................................242

Fig 9.1  Plan of post-medieval remains across the landscape .............................................................................................................................245

Fig 9.2  Plan of the Southern Farm, period 8, phase 1 ......................................................................................................................................246

Fig 9.3  Pottery vessels nos 111–112 from G457, ST29, and no 113 from ditch G415 ....................................................................................247

Fig 9.4  The Southern Farm, midden/abandonment layers (period 8, phase 2) .................................................................................................248

Fig 9.5  Pottery vessels nos 114–122 and registered finds RF B<270>, B<1002>, B<237>, B<267> and B<262> from midden G622..............249

Fig 9.6  Pottery vessels nos 123–134 from midden G484, B[2171] ..................................................................................................................250

Fig 9.7  Metal registered finds RF B<204>, B<141>, B<146>, B<148>, B<150>, B<151>, B<152>, B<164> and B<1004> 
 from midden G484, B[2171] ..................................................................................................................................................................251

Fig 9.8  Pottery vessels nos 135–136 from ditch G569 .....................................................................................................................................252

Fig 9.9  Pottery vessels nos 137–139 and metal objects RF B<293>, B<1005> and B<245> from ditch G470 .................................................253

Fig 9.10  Pottery vessels nos 140–142 from pit G469, B[2026] ......................................................................................................................2563

Fig 9.11  Plan of period 8, phases 1 and 4 features (Areas 7 and 8) ...................................................................................................................254

Fig 9.12  Detailed plans of building ST23 ........................................................................................................................................................255

Fig 9.13  Pottery vessels nos 143–149 from feature G526 ................................................................................................................................257

Fig 9.14  Tithe map of 1839 with excavation areas shown ................................................................................................................................258

Fig 9.15  Iron ring from shoe patten RF H<1014> from ditch G416 ...............................................................................................................259

Fig 9.16  Changing alignment of field systems in Areas 7 and 8 .......................................................................................................................261

Fig 10.1  Worked flint implements nos 1–11 from Brisley Farm .......................................................................................................................265

Fig 10.2  Pottery from the Christchurch CE High School site ..........................................................................................................................267

Fig 10.3  Quantification of Late Iron Age assemblage by fabric as % by weight ................................................................................................271

Fig 10.4  Typology of main forms in the Late Iron Age pottery assemblage from Brisley Farm .........................................................................272

Fig 10.5  Breakdown of the Late Iron Age assemblage by form type as % by sherd count .................................................................................273

Fig 10.6  Breakdown of jar forms in the prehistoric assemblage by % of sherds ................................................................................................273

Fig 10.7  Fabrics present in period 3 by % of weight ........................................................................................................................................276

Fig 10.8  Forms represented in the period 3 assemblage by % of sherds ............................................................................................................276

Fig 10.9  Breakdown of fabrics in the period 4 assemblage as % by weight .......................................................................................................277

Fig 10.10  Breakdown of the period 4 assemblage by form as % by weight .......................................................................................................277

Fig 10.11  Fabrics present in the Roman assemblage by % of weight ................................................................................................................280



xv

Fig 10.12  Forms present in the Roman assemblage by % of sherd count .........................................................................................................281

Fig 10.13  Post-Roman pottery vessels nos 150–152 ........................................................................................................................................289

Fig 10.14  Ceramic spindle whorls RF D<58>, RF D<93> and RF D<148> ....................................................................................................304

Fig 10.15  Iron Age and Roman stone tools, nos 1–5, and Tertiary beach pebbles, no 6 ...................................................................................309

Fig 10.16  Post-Roman worked stone quern RF A<1057> ................................................................................................................................310

Fig 10.17  SEM image showing detail of the oak scabbard. Sword RF E<21>, BC1 .........................................................................................318

Fig 10.18  SEM image of fibre casts on the outer surface of the the scabbard. Sword RF E<21>, BC1..............................................................318

Fig 10.19  SEM image of fibres from beneath suspension ring RF E<34>, BC1 ...............................................................................................319

Fig 10.20  SEM image of detail of fibres from beneath suspension ring RF E<34>, BC1 ..................................................................................319

Fig 10.21  SEM image of textile fibres attached to spring of brooch RF E<28>, BC1 .......................................................................................320

Fig 10.22  X-radiograph of scabbard mouth of sword RF E<52>, BC1 .............................................................................................................321

Fig 10.23  SEM image of fibres from upper surface of scabbard RF E<52b>, BC2, close to scabbard mouth, showing scale pattern  
(centre) indicating animal fibres (s41; image 52ab) ............................................................................................................................321

Fig 10.24  Textile fibres from beneath upper part of sword blade RF E<52>, BC2 ............................................................................................322

Fig 10.25  SEM detail of fibres shown in Fig 10.24 ..........................................................................................................................................322

Fig 10.26  Post-Roman metalwork RF B<84>, RF B<128>, RF B<149>, RF B<160>, RF B<197>, RF B<211> RF B<288>, RF B<247>,  
RF B<294>, RF B<1008>, RF B<1012>, RF H<1016>, RF H<1018>, RF H<1020>, RF I<1026>, RF I<1021>, RF I<1022>, 
RF I<1023>, RF I<1024>, RF I<1025>..............................................................................................................................................327

Fig 10.27  Back-scattered electron image of the tap slag from E[2782], showing wustite dendrites (white, branched crystals) some with 
 surrounding fayalite (mid grey) and hercynite (dark grey) phases, large co-precipitated wustite and fayalite crystals  
(mid grey with white patterning) and a matrix (dark grey) containing fine crystals (mid grey) .................................................................332

Fig 10.28  Back-scattered electron image of tap slag from E[3158] showing wustite (white), fayalite crystals (mid grey), small amounts of  
hercynite and glass (dark grey) and voids (black) ......................................................................................................................................332

Fig 10.29  NISP as percentage for all phases .....................................................................................................................................................342

Fig 10.30  The percentage NISP count of the three main domesticates by broad chronological period 
(MBA – Middle Bronze Age; EIA – Early Iron Age; LIA = Late Iron Age) ...............................................................................................342

Fig 10.31  Pollen diagram E[3622] ...................................................................................................................................................................364

Fig 10.32  Pollen diagram E[3811] ...................................................................................................................................................................365

Fig 10.33  Pollen diagram D[2005] ..................................................................................................................................................................365

Fig 10.34  Pollen diagram D[2024] ..................................................................................................................................................................366

Fig 10.35  Pollen diagram D[2224] ..................................................................................................................................................................366

Fig 10.36  Map of Willowbed Farm, 1722 .......................................................................................................................................................371

Fig 10.37  Probability distributions of dates from Brisley Farm and Christchurch CE High School ..................................................................375



xvi

LIST OF TABLES

Table 1.1  Fieldwork summary ...........................................................................................................................................................................10

Table 1.2  Chronological framework ..................................................................................................................................................................14

Table 4.1  Summary of possible period 4, phase 1 buildings ...............................................................................................................................71

Table 5.1  Quantification of pottery forms in ditch G207 ..................................................................................................................................84

Table 5.2  Summary of possible period 4, phase 2a–d buildings .......................................................................................................................122

Table 6.1  Warrior burial BC2 – funerary process .............................................................................................................................................167

Table 6.2  Warrior burial BC1 – funerary process .............................................................................................................................................168

Table 9.1  Suggested chronology of structures (periods 7– 8) ............................................................................................................................247

Table 10.1  Sources of flint ...............................................................................................................................................................................263

Table 10.2  Quantification of the Brisley Farm flint assemblage by type ...........................................................................................................264

Table 10.3  Quantification of the Christchurch CE High School flint assemblage by type ................................................................................264

Table 10.4  Quantification of the Brisley Farm School site flint assemblage by type ..........................................................................................266

Table 10.5  Quantification of the prehistoric and Roman pottery fabrics from the Brisley Farm School site .....................................................283

Table 10.6  Quantification of pottery fabrics from pit L[177] ..........................................................................................................................283

Table 10.7  Characterisation of the post-Roman pottery from Brisley Farm by fabric and fieldwork phase ............................................... 285-286

Table 10.8  Pottery from ditch H[7952] ...........................................................................................................................................................291

Table 10.9  Pottery from ditch I[8513] .............................................................................................................................................................291

Table 10.10  Pottery from pit I[8703] ..............................................................................................................................................................291

Table 10.11  Pottery from ditch I [8527] ..........................................................................................................................................................292

Table 10.12  Pottery from ditches I[8227], I[8884] and I[8335] ......................................................................................................................293

Table 10.13  Pottery from ditch B[2249] ..........................................................................................................................................................293

Table 10.14  Pottery from ditch B [2272] .........................................................................................................................................................293

Table 10.15  Pottery from pit B[2025] .............................................................................................................................................................294

Table 10.16  Pottery from cut B[2265] .............................................................................................................................................................294

Table 10.17  Pottery from layer B[2022] ..........................................................................................................................................................295

Table 10.18  Pottery from midden B[2171] ......................................................................................................................................................296

Table 10.19  Pottery from layer B[2072] ..........................................................................................................................................................296

Table 10.20  Pottery from ditch B[2241] ..........................................................................................................................................................296

Table 10.21  Pottery from ditch B[2255] ..........................................................................................................................................................296

Table 10.22  Pottery from pit H[7683] ............................................................................................................................................................297

Table 10.23  Quantification of the post-Roman pottery from the Brisley Farm School site, by fabric, sherd count and weight .........................299

Table 10.24  Summary of the largest context assemblages from the School site, period 7, phase 1 ....................................................................299

Table 10.25  Summary of the largest context assemblages from period 7, phase 2 .............................................................................................300

Table 10.26   Quantification of the building materials by type, weight and count ............................................................................................301

Table 10.27  Dimensions of the post-medieval bricks .......................................................................................................................................303

Table 10.28  Characterisation of the fired clay assemblage by period ................................................................................................................304



xvii

Table 10.29  Stone finds from Areas 3 and 4: geology, source and summary quantification ..............................................................................307

Table 10.30  Prehistoric and Roman stone tools ...............................................................................................................................................308

Table 10.31  Characterisation of post-Roman stone assemblage........................................................................................................................311

Table 10.32  Quantification of post-Roman metalwork from Brisley Farm .......................................................................................................323

Table 10.33  The weight of each type of ironworking waste by context .............................................................................................................331

Table 10.34  Mean composition and standard deviation of Brisley Farm tap slag, measured by EDS, normalised .............................................333

Table 10.35  Mean composition and standard deviation of smelting slag, measured by EDS, normalised .........................................................333

Table 10.36  Summary of results from unburnt bone assemblage .....................................................................................................................335

Table 10.37  Summary of results from cremated bone assemblage ....................................................................................................................336

Table 10.38  Analyses of collagen/organic .........................................................................................................................................................341

Table 10.39  NISP count for periods 2–4 .........................................................................................................................................................342

Table 10.40  NISP count for periods 5–9 .........................................................................................................................................................342

Table 10.41  MNI for the medieval period .......................................................................................................................................................343

Table 10.42  MNI for the post-medieval period ...............................................................................................................................................343

Table 10.43  Body part representation for the three main domesticated species, period 7 .................................................................................343

Table 10.44  Epiphyseal fusion data for cattle, period 7 ....................................................................................................................................344

Table 10.45  Epiphyseal fusion data for sheep, period 7 ....................................................................................................................................344

Table 10.46  Epiphyseal fusion data for pigs, period 7 ......................................................................................................................................344

Table 10.47  Epiphyseal fusion data for cattle, period 8 ....................................................................................................................................345

Table 10.48  Brisley Farm Southern Farm complex (Area 2a) contexts with marine molluscs (Ostrea edulis only) ............................................346

Table 10.49  Charcoal quantification and taxa from Brisley Farm ............................................................................................................. 348-350

Table 10.50  Charcoal quantification and taxa from the Brisley Farm School site .............................................................................................354

Table 10.51  Charred plant remains from Brisley Farm, period 4 ......................................................................................................................357

Table 10.52  Charred plant remains from Brisley Farm, period 5 ......................................................................................................................359

Table 10.53  Charred plant remains from Brisley Farm, period 7 ......................................................................................................................360

Table 10.54  Charred plant remains from Brisley Farm, period 8 ......................................................................................................................361

Table 10.55  Charred plant remains from Christchurch CE High School .........................................................................................................362

Table 10.56  Contexts shown in pollen diagrams ..............................................................................................................................................363

Table 10.57  Contexts from which spot samples were taken .............................................................................................................................364

Table 10.58  Pollen counts by context ..............................................................................................................................................................367

Table 10.59  Brisley Farm tithe apportionment ................................................................................................................................................371

Table 10.60  Cultivation in 1838 .....................................................................................................................................................................372

Table 10.61  Acreages over the totals of individual land plots held either by tenants or subtenants ...................................................................373

Table 10.62  Radiocarbon results from Brisley Farm and Christchurch CE High School ..................................................................................374



xviii

CONTRIBUTORS

Principal author Jim Stevenson
Worked flint Chris Butler
Prehistoric & Roman pottery Anna Doherty, Malcolm Lyne, Charlotte Thompson
Gallo-Belgic pottery Val Rigby
Post-Roman pottery Luke Barber
Ceramic building material Susan Pringle
Fired clay Trista Clifford
Stone Luke Barber, Mike Seager Thomas
Metalwork & weapons Ian Stead
Metalwork Elke Raemen, Trista Clifford
Metalworking waste Sarah Paynter
Glass Luke Barber
Human bone Jacqueline McKinley
Isotope analysis Julia Lee-Thorp
Animal bone Gemma Ayton, Lucy Sibun
Marine molluscs David Dunkin
Charcoal Rowena Gale, Lucy Allott
Charred plant remains Wendy Carruthers, Lucy Allott
Pollen Rob Scaife
Documentary sources Gwen Jones
Conservation Vanessa Fell
Radiocarbon dating Peter Marshall
Illustrations Fiona Griffin, Justin Russell, Hannah Faux, Jane 

Russell, Becky Wallower (pottery), Casper Johnson 
(landscape reconstructions)

Editor Louise Rayner



xix

SUMMARY

In 2001 archaeologists working at Brisley Farm, south Ashford, Kent uncovered two warrior burials. The warriors were buried with 
swords and spears around 2000 years ago, near to the time of the Roman Conquest of Britain. These finds are just the centrepiece 
of investigations that have revealed widespread evidence of the development of the ancient landscape spanning some three 
millennia. At its height, in the Late Iron Age, Brisley Farm was the focus for an exceptional settlement that combined interrelated 
ritual and domestic elements and has revealed evidence of everyday life, and death, on the eve of the Roman Conquest.

This report presents the findings of ten archaeological sites investigated at Brisley Farm, Chilmington Green, Ashford, between 
1998 and 2009. A further nearby site, Christchurch CE High School, Ashford, excavated in 2003, is also included. The sites are all 
located on the Weald Clay, on a slight spur of higher ground in a wide low-lying landscape, prone to flooding. 

The earliest evidence for human activity is residual flintwork of Mesolithic to Early Bronze Age date, but the first archaeological 
features are Middle to Late Bronze Age (1500–950 BC) pits and postholes, representing the remains of a small settlement. 
Following this there is evidence of a stock-management field system imposed across the landscape sometime in the Late Bronze Age 
to Early Iron Age (950–400 BC).

There is a hiatus in the archaeological record until the Middle/Late Iron Age (c. 100–25 BC) when a small enclosure was 
constructed, possibly used for the corralling of stock, including perhaps horse herds. A series of events involving the deposition 
of pottery and animal remains into the enclosure ditches may represent seasonal gatherings. This enclosure was located on an 
intersection of the former field system, suggesting an engagement with past landscapes – a theme that continues throughout the 
Late Iron Age. During the late 1st century BC, elements of the earlier landscape were reused or redefined and there is the first clear 
indication of the permanent occupation of the land with enclosed and unenclosed ring-gullies, representing the location of structures.

The 1st century AD was a time of intense activity and rapid change. The sequence of remains uncovered was complex, 
comprising a dynamic landscape of ditched enclosures, circular buildings, trackways, cremation cemeteries, shrines and enigmatic 
‘sacred’ spaces. Undoubtedly the most significant discoveries were the two warrior burials. The burials were interred about a 
generation apart, at c AD 10 and c AD 50 and are the latest known warrior burials from Britain. They are of national, if not 
international, importance and are part of a rare tradition; only 25 other examples have been found south of the Humber and they 
have close Continental parallels. The other archaeological remains of this period centred on and respected these burials and have 
enabled, for the first time, a consideration of how such inhumations relate to the wider settlement landscape. Overall, the remains 
represent aspects of a farming community, but one with an undoubted sacred bias, suggesting that the Brisley Farm settlement may 
have been a religious and funerary focus in the wider landscape south of Ashford.

From around AD 50 and into the 2nd century AD, the density of human occupation on the land around Brisley Farm 
decreased. The type of activity also changed, with no sign that people were living in the vicinity day to day. The evidence reveals, 
however, a continuation and intensification of the processes that began earlier in the century: cult or hero worship, veneration, 
cremation burial and enclosure. The key expression of this is the interrelation of Brisley Farm with the emerging Roman settlement 
at Westhawk Farm 900m to the south-east, demonstrated by a road or track that almost certainly linked the two sites. By the late 
2nd century AD, Brisley Farm appears, from the archaeological record at least, to have been abandoned.

A single pit is the only evidence for Saxon activity at the site and it is not until the 12th century that substantive remains 
occurred again. The foci of the medieval occupation were two small farmsteads: the Northern Farm and Southern Farm. The 
Northern Farm was in use until the mid 13th–14th century, at which time it was abandoned and the focus shifted to the 
Southern Farm, which itself was abandoned by the early post-medieval period. One of the most interesting aspects of the medieval 
landscape is the possibility that elements of it respect or reuse boundaries established in the prehistoric period, demonstrated by 
continuity in some boundary alignments and well-stratified pottery of Middle/Late Iron Age and early medieval date found in one 
of the key ditches.
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RÉSUMÉ

Des archéologues travaillant en 2001 sur le site de Brisley Farm, south Ashford dans le Kent ont découvert les sépultures de deux 
guerriers enterrés avec leurs épées et fers de lance aux alentours de la conquête romaine de la Grande-Bretagne il y a environ 
2000 ans. Ces sépultures sont assurément les vestiges les plus remarquables découverts lors de ces opérations qui ont aussi révélé 
la constitution d’un paysage pendant trois millénaires. À son apogée à l’âge de Fer tardif, Brisley Farm était au cœur d’un site 
exceptionnel qui rassemblait des éléments qui révèlent de la vie quotidienne mais aussi rituelle qui ont ainsi fourni des données sur 
les pratiques domestiques et funéraires à l’aube de la Conquête Romaine. 

Cet ouvrage développe les résultats de dix programmes de fouilles archéologiques faites sur l’emprise du site de Brisley Farm 
(Chilmington Green, Ashford) entre 1998 et 2009. Les découvertes faites lors de fouilles sur le site proche de Christchurch CE 
High School, Ashford en 2003 sont également décrites. Tous ces sites sont situés dans la « Weald Clay », sur un éperon  entouré 
d’un paysage de terres basses  sujettes aux inondations. 

 Les vestiges les plus anciens mis au jour consistent en du matériel lithique résiduel datant du mésolithique à l’âge du Bronze 
ancien ; des fosses et des trous de poteaux datant de l’âge du Bronze moyen et tardif (1500-950 av JC) constituent les premières 
traces d’habitation. S’ensuit un système parcellaire imposé sur le paysage vers la fin de l’âge du Bronze  et le début de l’âge du Fer 
pour la gestion des stocks de bétail (950-400 av JC).

Il existe ensuite une lacune dans le matériel archéologique jusqu’ aux âges du Fer moyen et final (c. 100-25 av JC) durant lesquels 
une petite enceinte est construite, pour le rassemblement de troupeaux (peut-être des troupeaux de chevaux). Le remplissage des 
fossés de l’enceinte comporte une série d’abandons intentionnels de céramiques et restes osseux faunistiques qui semblent suggérer 
des rassemblements collectifs saisonniers. Le positionnement de cette enceinte à l’intersection de l’ancien parcellaire suggère un 
véritable ancrage dans le territoire et son histoire-un thème qui perdure tout au long de l’âge du Fer tardif. A la fin du 1er siècle av 
JC, quelques éléments du paysage ancien sont réutilisés ou redéfinis et forment ainsi les premiers signes tangibles d’une occupation 
permanente de l’espace : il en est ainsi des fossés circulaires avec ou sans ouverture témoignant de la présence de bâtiments. 

Le premier siècle de notre ère est une période d’activité intense et de changements rapides. La sériation des vestiges est 
complexe et suggère un paysage dynamique d’enceintes fossoyées, de bâtiments circulaires, de chemins, de sépultures à incinération, 
de sanctuaires et d’espaces « sacrés » assez énigmatiques. Sans aucun doute les découvertes les plus importantes sont-elles celles des 
deux sépultures de guerriers, enterrés à une génération d’écart entre 10 et 50 après JC. Celles-ci représentent les deux plus récentes 
découvertes de ce genre en Grande-Bretagne et revêtent une importance nationale voire internationale : on ne connaît en effet à ce 
jour que 25 autres exemples au sud du fleuve Humber qui ont tous de nombreuses similitudes avec l’Europe continentale. Sur le site 
de Brisley Farm l’agencement du reste des vestiges archéologiques de cette période respecte ces sépultures et permet pour la première 
fois de considérer le rôle joué par ces inhumations dans l’espace habité. Dans l’ensemble, les données suggèrent une communauté 
agraire mais avec un aspect sacré indubitable et laissent ainsi  supposer que Brisley Farm était  un centre religieux et funéraire dans 
le paysage au sud d’Ashford.     

A partir de 50 de n. è et jusqu’au 2è siècle, la densité de l’occupation humaine autour de Brisley Farm  décroît. Le type 
d’activité change aussi puisqu’ il n’y a aucun vestige d’une occupation quotidienne. Les données révèlent en revanche une poursuite  
et une intensification de processus entamés plus tôt dans le siècle : culte du héros et vénération, sépultures à incinération et une 
enceinte. Le détail crucial attestant de ces processus est l’interdépendance révélée par une route ou chemin entre Brisley Farm et 
le site émergeant Romain de WestHawk Farm 900m au sud-est. Sur la base des vestiges archéologiques il semble qu’à la fin du 2è 
siècle, le site de Brisley Farm ait été abandonné. 

Seule une fosse atteste d’une activité à la période Saxonne et c’est seulement au 12è siècle que des vestiges importants 
réapparaissent.  Au cœur de l’occupation médiévale se situent deux petites exploitations dénommées fermes du Nord et du Sud. 
Celle du Nord est occupée jusqu’à la moitié du 13è et 14è siècles  puis abandonnée et remplacée par celle du Sud qui elle-même 
subira le même sort vers le début de l’époque moderne.  L’un des aspects les plus intéressants de ce paysage médiéval est le fait que 
certains de ses éléments respectent ou réutilisent les limites définies à l’époque préhistorique, ce que démontre la continuité  dans 
l’alignement de certaines délimitations de parcelles et par la présence de céramique, bien stratifiée dans les fossés clefs, datant aussi 
bien de l’âge du Fer moyen et tardif que du haut Moyen Age.
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ZUSAMMENFASSUNG

2001 entdeckten Archäologen auf dem Gelände von Brisley Farm, südlich von Ashford (Kent), während ihrer Ausgrabungsarbeiten 
zwei Kriegergräber aus der späten Eisenzeit. Die Beigaben aus den Kriegergräbern (Schwerter und Speere) datieren sie in das 1. Jh. 
n. Chr., nur wenige Jahrzehnte vor der römischen Invasion. 

Der Fund der beiden Kriegergräber befindet sich im Mittelpunkt der hier vorgestellten Untersuchungen, welche ausserdem 
zeigen, dass die Landschaft um Brisley Farm seit drei Jahrtausenden fast ununterbrochen besiedelt wurde. Die dichteste und 
wahrscheinlich bedeutendste Besiedlung der Gegend kann in die späte Eisenzeit datiert werden, zeitgleich mit den beiden 
Kriegergräbern. Zu dieser Zeit gab es auf dem Gelände von Brisley Farm eine ungewöhnliche Siedlung, die im Fundbild sowohl 
starke sakrale als auch profane Elemente aufzeigt und in deren Funden sich viele Aspekte des Alltagslebens und –sterbens in der 
späten Eisenzeit kurz vor der Eroberung Britanniens widerspiegeln.

Der hier vorliegende Bericht basiert auf den Ergebnissen von zehn Grabungen, die auf dem Gelände von Brisley Farm, 
Chilmington Green, Ashford, zwischen 1998 und 2009 durchgeführt wurden. Eine weitere Grabung, die auf dem Gelände der 
Christchurch CE High School, Ashford, 2003 stattfand, wird in diesem Bericht ebenfalls zusammengefasst. Alle hier vorstellten 
Befunde befinden sich in einem Löß-Gebiet (‚Weald Clay‘) und sind zudem auf einem leicht erhöhten Bergsporn gelegen, welcher 
eine weite, ebene Landschaft überschaut, die zu häufigen Überflutungen neigt.

Die Anzeichen frühester menschlicher Besiedlung sind Silexstreufunde, die von der mittleren Steinzeit bis zur frühen 
Bronzezeit reichen, während die ersten, klein-angelegten Siedlungstrukturen (Gruben und Pfostenlöcher) in die mittlere bis späte 
Bronzezeit datieren (c. 1500-900 v. Chr.). In der folgenden Spätbronze- und Früheisenzeit (c. 950-400 v. Chr.) gibt es dann erste 
Anzeichen für organisierte Viehwirtschaft und eine übergeordnete Feldeinteilung.

Nach der Früheisenzeit besteht eine Lücke im archäologischen Befund: es gibt keine nennenswerten Funde aus der mittleren 
und frühen Späteisenzeit (c. 100-25 v. Chr.). Danach jedoch konnte eine kleine Einfriedung nachgewiesen werden, in der 
wahrscheinlich Vieh – vielleicht Pferde – eingepfercht wurden. Es gibt desweiteren Anzeichen von jährlichen Zusammentreffen 
oder anderen Festlichkeiten während denen Keramik und Tierknochen in der Grabenanlage der Einfriedung deponiert wurden. 
Die Einfriedung wurde an einer Stelle errichtet, wo mehrere Felder aneinandergrenzen, was die Vermutung nahelegt, daß sich 
ihre Architekten mit dem alten, bereits vorhandenen Feldsystem auseinandergesetzt haben und dieser Platz für die Errichtung der 
Einfriedung mit Absicht gewählt wurde. Jene gezielte Auseinandersetzung mit der Vergangenheit dieses Ortes ist ein Leitmotiv, 
das sich durch die gesamte Späteisenzeit hindurchzieht: Während des späten 1. Jh. v. Chr. wurden mehrere Aspekte der früheren 
Besiedlung und die Aufteilung der Landschaft wieder aufgenommen und neu definiert und es gibt nun deutliche Anzeichen für 
eine dauerhafte Besiedlung.

Das 1.Jh. n. Chr. um Brisley Farm war von intensiver Aktivität und einem raschen Wandel gekennzeichnet. Im archäologischen 
Fundbild erscheint der Ablauf der verschiedenen Bebauungsphasen sehr komplex: es gibt deutliche Anzeichen für einen schnellen, 
dynamischen Wechsel in der Bebauung der Landschaft, welche aus von Gräben umgebenen Einfriedungen, Rundhäusern, 
Pfäden, Urnenfriedhöfen, Schreinen und nicht ganz einfach zu deutenden sakralen Bereichen bestand. Die zweifellos wichtigsten 
Funde waren jedoch die zwei oben genannten Kriegergräber. Die Krieger wurden nicht gleichzeitig bestattet; es liegt etwa eine 
Generation zwischen ihnen, d.h. während einer der Krieger um c. 10 n. Chr. bestattet wurde, datiert die andere Bestattung in die 
Zeit um c. 50 n. Chr. Sie sind die spätesten bekannten eisenzeitlichen Kriegergräber Großbritanniens. Die beiden Gräber sind von 
nationaler, wenn nicht gar internationaler Bedeutung und Teil einer nicht sehr weit verbreiteten Gruppe von späteisenzeitlichen 
Kriegergrääbern. Bisher sind nur 25 weitere Gräber dieser Art bekannt, einige davon aus Nordostengland (aus einer Gegend südlich 
des Humbers), und alle weisen eindeutige Parallen zum Kontinent auf. 

Es besteht kein Zweifel, daß sich die Ausrichtung der anderen archäologischen Befunde aus dieser Zeit auf dem Gelände von 
Brisley Farm geographisch nach den beiden Kriegergräbern richteten. Die Lage jener Befunde kann uns – vielleicht zum ersten Mal 
– zu Verstehen helfen, welchen Einfluß Bestattungen dieser Art auf die Entwicklung der umliegenden Landschaft haben konnten. 
Im Allgemeinen können wir in der Umgebung von Brisley Farm hauptsächlich Anzeichen einer auf Landwirtschaft ausgerichteten 
Gemeinschaft erkennen, die sich jedoch vor allem auch durch ihre sakralen Aspekte auszeichnete. Letzteres könnte daranfhin 
deuten, dass Brisley Farm auch ein religiöser Mittelpunkt für die Menschen aus der weiteren Umgebung südlich von Ashford war.
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Zwischen c. 50 n. Chr. und dem Ende des 2. Jh. n. Chr. nahm die Dichte der Besiedlung um Brisley Farm herum deutlich 
ab. Die Art und Weise der Besiedlung änderte sich ebenfalls: es gibt zum Beispiel keine Anzeichen mehr dafür, daß Menschen hier 
lebten und ihrer täglichen Arbeit nachgingen. Was von der vorangegangenen Besiedlung jedoch blieb, war jener sakrale Aspekt, 
der schon das 1 Jh. n. Chr. überdautert hatte und im 2 Jh. n. Chr. sogar noch intensiviert wurde: ein neu angelegter Urnenfriedhof 
und eine weitere Einfriedung lassen sich vielleicht als den Beginn eines Heldenkults oder einer Heiligenverehrung deuten. Der 
Schlüssel zu dieser Kultstätte ist ihre offensichtliche Verbindung mit der sich entwickelnden römischen Siedlung nahe Westhawk 
Farm, welche c. 900m südoestlich von Brisley Farm liegt: es gibt eine klar definierte Straße oder Pfad, der die beiden Orte 
miteinander verbindet. Im späten 2. Jh. n. Chr. nahm die Bedeutung von Brisley Farm jedoch stark ab: aus dieser Zeit gibt keine 
archäologischen Befunde mehr und die Landschaft erscheint verlassen.

Bis auf einen einzigen Befund (ein Grube) aus der angelsächsischen Zeit gibt es keine weiteren nennenswerte Befunde oder 
Funde aus der Zeit zwischen dem 3. und 12. Jh. n. Chr., die eine dauerhafte Besiedlung angezeigt hätten. Im nachfolgenden 
Mittelalter wurden dann in der Gegend zwei grössere Gehöfte errichtet: ein nördliches Gehöft (‚Northern Farm‘) und ein südliches 
Gehöft (‚Southern Farm‘). Northern Farm war bis in die Mitte des 13. oder Anfang des 14. Jh. n. Chr. in Gebrauch bevor es 
verlassen wurde und das Hauptaugenmerk sich auf das südliche Gehöft (‚Southern Farm‘) richtete. Southern Farm wurde nach dem 
Ende des Spätmittelalters jedoch ebenfalls aufgegeben. 

Einer der interessantesten Aspekte dieser mittelalterlichen Landschaft ist der, dass sich einige Anlagen und Gebäude 
offensichtlich nach Lage und Ausrichtung der prähistorischen Grenzen und Denkmäler richteten. Dies zeigt sich vor allem 
darin, dass einige Feldgrenzen nicht verändert wurden und daß Keramik aus der mittleren und späten Eisenzeit zusammen mit 
frühmittelalterlichen Scherben in einem der wichtigsten Gräben sekundär deponiert wurde.
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FOREWORD

It is one of the ironies of British archaeology that most of our discoveries are only made in the process of destruction, whether 
through development, extraction or agriculture. Much information was undoubtedly lost in earlier generations, despite the valiant 
efforts of local amateur archaeologists to observe and record what they could; all too often there were neither the resources nor the 
opportunities to do anything beyond the most minimal act of rescue. The situation improved dramatically from the late 1980s 
onwards, with the coming together of several important innovations: planning guidance that encouraged the early consideration 
of the archaeological impacts of proposed development, the establishment of teams of professional archaeologists, mostly county-
based, to advise planning authorities on the appropriate way to deal with these potential impacts, the emergence of professional 
archaeological organisations with the expertise and capacity to carry out the varied work required, and a much more productive 
relationship between archaeologists and developers. The two decades from the mid-1980s to the onset of recession early in the new 
millennium may well by seen by future generations as a golden age of archaeology, during which our knowledge of Britain’s past 
was totally transformed.

When I first started to study the prehistoric archaeology of Kent in the early 1970s, there was a disappointing dearth of hard 
data. Though the Roman and Anglo-Saxon periods had fared somewhat better, many of the finds from the later prehistoric period 
had come from poorly recorded work during the construction of the railways in the early nineteenth century or from observations 
of the many quarrying operations for chalk, stone, sand, gravel and clay that had fed the industries of the north Kent coast and 
the Medway valley. Things began to change around 1990, and the new planning arrangements for handling archaeology coincided 
with a period of major developments in the county, including infrastructure schemes such as road improvements, new pipelines 
for water supply and, above all, HS1 (formerly known as the Channel Tunnel Rail Link), as well as urban regeneration projects 
and new industrial and housing construction. Some of these projects were in areas, such as the north coast of Kent, where some 
previous archaeological work had been undertaken, but others were in areas where little or nothing was known. The cumulative 
effect of these projects has been to make possible a completely new and more detailed account of the archaeology of Kent, and 
nowhere more so than in the area around Ashford. Because of its strategic location and good transport links, Ashford expanded 
rapidly, becoming one of the fastest growing towns in England. The provision of new retail, industrial and scientific parks, as well 
as housing estates, provided the opportunity for the exploration of a region where almost no previous archaeological work had 
been undertaken. On the south side of Ashford, a swathe of land stretching across the valley of the River Stour for more than five 
kilometres was rapidly developed and was the focus for a string of excavations; when all of the projects are published in due course, 
this will be one of the most extensively explored landscapes in south-eastern England.

It is a pleasure to welcome this volume reporting on the work at Brisley Farm, towards the western end of this zone of 
development and research, joining the previously published report on the site at Westhawk Farm, a short distance to the east, where 
a completely unexpected small Roman town was discovered. It is perhaps inevitable that most attention at Brisley Farm will be 
drawn to the equally unexpected, and quite extraordinary, warrior burials of the Late Iron Age; I can still remember the surprise and 
excitement when the first rumours of these finds began to circulate. The site, however, will also be important for its addition to our 
knowledge of the later Iron Age more generally, as well as for what it tells us about the extent of later Bronze Age agriculture and 
the nature of medieval farming on the clay lands of the Weald.

As some of the illustrations in this volume show, Brisley Farm (known to some as Grizzly Farm) was not an easy site to dig, 
with periodic flooding alternating with rock-hard clay; the many archaeologists who excavated the site deserve our congratulations 
for their fortitude and skill. So too do the post-excavation team, who have patiently disentangled a very complex site history, 
especially for the Late Iron Age and early Roman phases, with a rapid sequence of re-organisations of the site layout. Nor should we 
forget the role of the developers who funded this important work. They can all take great credit for giving us a major contribution 
to the archaeology of Kent.

Timothy Champion
Emeritus Professor of Archaeology
University of Southampton
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1.1  STUDY AREA

Brisley Farm, Chilmington Green, Ashford, Kent 
(NGR 59920 14010) has been the location of a series of 
archaeological evaluations and subsequent excavations, which 
took place in advance of residential development, from 1999 
to 2009. Ten large excavations covered a total of some 7.4ha 
and through the findings it has been possible to chart the 
landscape development of a wide area south of Ashford over at 
least three millennia (Fig 1.1).

By far the most significant archaeological remains date to 
the Middle/Late Iron Age and Late Iron Age (c 100 BC – AD 
50) and consist of an unusual and rapidly developing sequence 
of ditched enclosures, trackways, structures (roundhouses) 
and a small cremation cemetery laid out around an enigmatic 
circular space. Pivotal to this landscape were two burials 
with weapons, also known as warrior burials, which are the 
latest known in the country and probably the latest in Iron 
Age Europe. This project has provided a unique opportunity 
to examine the sacred, ritual and settlement landscape 
that preceded and developed around these elite burials. Of 
some consequence is the Roman settlement at Westhawk 
Farm, located at the junction of two Roman roads, 900m 
to the south-east of Brisley Farm and excavated by Oxford 
Archaeology (Booth et al 2008). This roadside settlement, 
defined as a ‘nucleated settlement’ (Booth et al 2011, 305), 
developed as the Iron Age occupation at Brisley Farm declined 
in the late 1st–early 2nd century AD; the settlement at 
Westhawk Farm grew, it seems, in the shadows of the burials of 
kings, or at least of venerated elites (Creighton 2006, 155).

Brisley Farm is located about 3km to the south of 
Ashford, within the parishes of Great Chart, and Singleton and 
Kingsnorth. It is bounded to the north by Chart Road and to 
the east by Long Length. Since the construction of the housing 
development the site has been known as Chartfields, but it is 
referred to as Brisley Farm throughout this report.

1.2  GEOLOGY, TOPOGRAPHY AND 
COMMUNICATIONS

Brisley Farm lies within the Weald Clay vale in the upper valley 
of the Great Stour river at around 39–45m AOD (Fig 1.2). 
To the immediate north, there is Gault Clay, followed by the 
Lower, Middle and Upper Chalk of the North Downs, which 
lie 8km further north where the ground rises to approximately 
182m AOD (Fig 1.3). To the south the expanse of the Weald 
continues at around 30–40m AOD until the former sea-cliff 
line bordering Romney Marsh 4.8km away is reached.

At a site-specific level, the exposed Weald Clay varied 
from bright yellow to various shades of brown and proved 
particularly intractable and difficult to work on. This clay 
was interspaced with bands of manganese-rich clay silts, 
especially prevalent in Area 6. There were also considerable 
pans of manganese within or on the surface of the clay on the 
flatter ground caused by successive episodes of standing water. 
Immediately to the south, on the lower ground (35m AOD), 
there is a wide east–west-aligned deposit of alluvium. The land 
rises to the north-west where an outcrop of the Cretaceous 
Lower Greensand Hythe Beds and Atherfield Clay occurs, 
forming a hill known as Colemans’ Kitchen Wood that at some 
time in the past has been extensively quarried.

The excavation areas are located on a topographic spur 
forming a slight, but significant rise, from c 40m AOD to 50m 
AOD (Fig 1.2). Although still a wet landscape, particularly in 
winter, this spur would have been considerably drier than the 
alluvial lower ground to the south. The two most important 
nearby archaeological sites, Westhawk Farm and Park Farm 
East, were similarly located on spurs of higher ground.

South Ashford is in some ways in a marginal location, yet 
it has good communication links with the rest of the county 
and beyond. It is easy to forget how near Romney Marsh is to 
the west and south-west; the prehistoric and Roman coastline 
would have been significantly nearer than it is today. However, 
there has been little archaeological excavation beyond Brisley 
Farm towards the edge of the marsh and as yet there are no 
known major archaeological sites in this zone. It is possible, 
therefore, that the prehistoric and Romano-British occupation 
of south Ashford was on the edge of a 5km-wide expanse of 
forest that led to the cliff edge of Romney Marsh: a frontier 
before another topographic zone.
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Fig 1.1  Site location 
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The influence of the Great Stour and its headwaters would 
have been considerable. The head of this river lies 2.8km 
to the north of Brisley Farm and it flows north-east to Wye 
and Canterbury before running into the English Channel 
at Pegwell Bay near Richborough. The East Stour lies to the 
east of the site and further, smaller, drainage systems may also 
have existed, including perhaps a small stream to the south 
of Brisley Farm and Westhawk Farm flowing through the 
alluvial plain (shown as minor drainage existing today on Fig 
1.6). This is, however, supposition and has not been proved 
by geoarchaeological investigation. From the coast it is only 
a short distance across the sea to the great rivers of the Rhine 
to the north and the Seine to the south. In effect, there are 
natural routes of communication from the Brisley Farm area 
through eastern Kent to the English Channel and potentially 
into the heart of France and central Europe. Similarly, the chalk 
uplands of the North Downs provide a natural overland route 
to the coast near Dover, which is itself only 45km across the 
English Channel from France. To the west, the North Downs 
lead to Rochester, Chatham and the Thames estuary. A further, 
local, route is formed by the Greensand ridge, aligned north-
west–south-east, of which Colemans’ Kitchen Wood is a part. 
Outcrops of this Greensand ridge also occur at Park Farm East 
and continue to the north-west of Brisley Farm. This higher 

and better-draining land would be easier to traverse than the 
surrounding wetter alluvium and clay.

The potential of the location for good communication 
links was fulfilled in the Roman period when Westhawk Farm 
developed at the junction of two major roads leading east to the 
coast (Dover) and north-east to Canterbury (Booth et al 2008, 9).

1.3  ARCHAEOLOGICAL 
BACKGROUND

PALAEOLITHIC, MESOLITHIC AND 
NEOLITHIC

Although there has been much archaeological investigation in 
the vicinity in recent years, little material dating to the earliest 
archaeological periods has been found. Possible Palaeolithic and 
Mesolithic struck flints were recovered during the Park Farm 
excavations, about 2.5km south-east of Brisley Farm (Wessex 
Archaeology 2004, 20), and a few Palaeolithic tools and a 
scatter of Mesolithic and Neolithic flintwork at Westhawk 
Farm (Booth et al 2008, 17–24). Beyond this, there are a few 
find-spots but little other evidence.
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Fig 1.3 Map of the Ashford region: river systems and geology. Based on British Geological Survey materials © NERC (2010)

BRONZE AGE
Recent large-scale excavations have provided the best evidence 
of land use in the area in this period. Thin gullies of Bronze Age 
date forming a field system were found underlying the Roman 
remains at Westhawk Farm (Booth et al 2008, 25) and have 
also been identified in an adjacent excavation at a site located 
on the Kingsnorth Road, known as ‘Missenden’ (Thorne 2009). 
There is good evidence that this ditch pattern extends at least as 
far as Brisley Farm and a potential settlement location has been 
identified at Christchurch CE High School.

Bronze Age evidence has also been identified in excavations 
carried out to the east of the East Stour, approximately 5km 
from Brisley Farm – for example at Boys Hall (Union Railways 
South 2000; Eastbury and Blackmore 2010), Blind Lane 
(Union Railways South 2001), Orbital Park (Philp 1991; 
Anker and Hughes 2011) and Waterbrook Park (Wessex 
Archaeology 2008). Taken together, the evidence suggests 
widespread activity in south Ashford in the Bronze Age.

MIDDLE IRON AGE
The Middle Iron Age (c 400–100 BC) in southern and south-
east England is enigmatic. There is extensive evidence of 

occupation in some areas, particularly the chalk downlands 
of Wessex, Sussex and, to an extent, Surrey, but there appears 
to have been sparser activity in some of the lower-lying areas, 
such as the Weald, on which Brisley Farm lies. This is in part 
due to the more limited extent of excavation, a situation that 
the recent profusion of developer-led work may rectify, but 
it is also a reflection of trends in the pattern of prehistoric 
occupation suggestive of a wide-scale socioeconomic collapse 
at the end of the Bronze Age/Early Iron Age (Bradley 2007, 
226–52; Yates 2007).

Hamilton’s paper ‘Cultural choices in the British Eastern 
Channel Area’ outlines some of the major sites of the period 
350–150 BC in Kent (Fig 1.4). It emphasises (and this is a 
problem that will become apparent with the Brisley Farm 
evidence) that the Middle Iron Age and Late Iron Age pottery 
phases of Kent are ill defined (Hamilton 2007, 83). Until 
recently the saucepan-pot continuum that has been used 
elsewhere to contextualise the dating evidence had been 
thought to be largely absent from Kent (Hamilton & Seager 
Thomas 2002). However, analysis of ceramics from the High 
Speed 1 rail scheme (CTRL) found saucepan forms present on 
a large number of sites, including Beechbrook Wood and Little 
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Stock Farm from the south-eastern part of the route. A number 
of radiocarbon dates from contexts containing saucepan pottery 
may even suggest that this ceramic tradition occurred earlier in 
Kent than in Hampshire (Morris 2006, 84–5).

Perhaps foremost amongst the few known sites of this 
period are the cemetery at Mill Hill, Deal, 50km to the north-
east of Brisley Farm (Parfitt 1995) and the hillfort and potential 
oppidum of Bigbury, near Canterbury (Thompson 1983), both 
located on the chalk hills. Beechbrook Wood is of immediate 
relevance to Brisley Farm as it lies only 4.5km to the north-
west and, like Brisley Farm, is located on lower-lying ground 
(although this is Wealden Greensand rather than the Weald 
Clay). This site provides a good sequence of remains dating 
from the Middle to Late Iron Age (Brady 2006).

LATE IRON AGE
The Late Iron Age was a time of transition from which there 
is a substantial amount of archaeological evidence. It is also, 
however, a period that is difficult to define and is the subject 
of much archaeological debate. Creighton (2000; 2006), 
Hill (1995), Fitzpatrick (1997b), Parker Pearson (1999) 
and Haselgrove (2007a; 2007b), amongst others, have been 
some of the leading protagonists in these discussions and 

have developed new ways of thinking about Iron Age culture. 
Cunliffe’s reappraisal of his work (2005) provides a synthesis of 
the current evidence. Two edited collections of papers suggest 
the directions future research should take (Haselgrove & Pope 
2007; Haselgrove & Moore 2007).

From c 100 BC to AD 50 the character of the 
archaeological remains from southern Britain changes, with 
a general trend toward specialised centres – for example, 
the trading centre of Hengistbury Head, Dorset – and the 
development of the ‘proto-towns’ known as oppida, notably 
Verulamium and Camulodunum. Three Kent sites have, at 
various times, been put forward as examples of oppida: Quarry 
Wood camp, Loose (Kelly 1971, 55–85), Bigbury/Canterbury 
(Thompson 1983) and Rochester (Booth et al 2011, 254).
Of these, both Rochester and Canterbury went on to develop 
into Roman urban centres. There are, however, problems of 
definition, with Quarry Wood, for instance, clearly differing in 
scale from Verulamium and Camulodunum. The relationship 
of these Kent oppida to the wider settlement pattern is not 
clear and forms an important area of study. One suggestion 
is that they may have served as centres for trade (Booth et al 
2011, 255). Although Brisley Farm is not itself an oppidum, 
Canterbury being the nearest example, some of the themes 
underlying their growth are important to the understanding 

Fig 1.4 Distribution map of Middle Iron Age sites in Kent (adapted from Hamilton 2007)
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Fig 1.5 Distribution map of Late Iron Age sites in Kent (adapted from Hamilton 2007)

of its history. Of these themes, the development of the wider 
urban or proto-urban landscape is the most significant because 
of Brisley Farm’s proximity to and overlap of occupation with 
the nucleated Roman town of Westhawk Farm. This is not to 
suggest that Brisley Farm was itself an urban centre, but it did 
potentially influence the location of a nearby one.

A further element in this process of growth that is relevant 
to Brisley Farm is the development of specialist areas, for 
instance for industrial activity, settlement and funerary or 
sacred practices. Perhaps the best examples of the latter are the 
cremation cemetery at Westhampnett, West Sussex (Fitzpatrick 
1997a), the shrine at Hayling Island, Hampshire (Downey 
et al 1980) and the cemetery at King Harry Lane, St Albans, 
Hertfordshire (Niblett & Thompson 2005). This change has 
traditionally been seen as a result of increased contact with the 
Continent and the ultimate control of Britain by the Romans.

From the 1st century BC and with the more widespread 
adoption of coinage there is evidence of political leaders 
emerging, notably Commius of the Atrebates. Caesar, for 
example, mentions four ‘kings’ in Kent, which suggests a 
degree of ranking and hierarchy in the Late Iron Age that had 
no clear origins in, and was not a development of, Middle Iron 
Age society (Creighton 2000, 57). This makes the transition 

from the Middle to Late Iron Age all the more remarkable 
and complex. By the Claudian invasion of AD 43 it is clear 
from the literary sources that there were political territories or 
kingdoms evident in southern Britain. Creighton (2000; 2006) 
has looked in detail at the relationship between the British 
elites and Rome. He suggests (2000, 93) that one of the main 
driving forces behind the changes in the Late Iron Age of the 
south-east was the use of obsides (loosely translated as hostages) 
sent to Rome and the patronage of British client-kings by the 
Empire – the return to Britain of native elites brought up in 
Rome could have had wide-reaching effects. The picture that 
emerges is of a complex political and social interplay that is 
perhaps at odds with the traditional view of warring native 
tribes and dynastic conflict.

Before the recent excavations, there were no known major 
centres of settlement in the Ashford area, the nearest being 
Canterbury itself. Many of the recent larger excavations have 
been located on the low-lying Weald Clay (Fig 1.5) and are 
characterised as having settlement architecture comprising 
roundhouses defined by ring-gully ditches interspaced amongst 
enclosure complexes (Hamilton 2007, 84).

The Ashford region, based partly on the preliminary results 
from Brisley Farm, has been identified as an important focus 
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Towards the north-east, there is also evidence of Late Iron 
Age occupation at Ashford Barracks, 4.5km away (Stevens 
2006), and Eureka Park, 5km away (Thorne 2007).

Late Iron Age studies have to a large extent been 
hamstrung by terminology and a desire to equate the 
archaeological evidence with the literary sources of the classical 
world, notably Caesar. Integral to this has been the attempted 
spatial and cultural definition of political entities or ‘tribal’ 
groups (Hamilton 2007, 82), along with efforts to shoehorn 
the data into these parameters – often with detrimental effect.

This position has been shifting in recent years, though, 
starting with Haselgrove’s (1982) core–periphery model of 
cultural/political/economic change and continuing with 
attempts to move away from a classificatory system. Bearing this 
in mind, the evidence from Brisley Farm has been assessed on 
its own merits as far as possible, and no attempt made to discuss 
peoples such as the Cantii, political territories or affiliations.

There is, however, some patterning that can be identified 
in the material culture and it is useful to try and place the 
evidence in a wider, regional context. This places Brisley Farm 
in Cunliffe’s ‘eastern zone’, stretching from Kent to Yorkshire 
(2005, 284), whilst Hamilton (2007, 81) has reappraised 
the evidence from the south-east and developed a region she 
calls the British Eastern Channel Area (BECA). This region 
encompasses the south coast from Hayling Island, Hampshire, 
to Ramsgate, east Kent, is bounded by the North and South 
Downs and is only a short channel crossing to the Nord-Pas-
de-Calais and Picardy regions. Hamilton suggests that this 
area shares a broad and complex tradition of mortuary and 
ritual practices, settlement patterns, Continental contacts and 
parallels and argues that the BECA should be seen as dynamic 
and individualistic rather than on the periphery of the core 
Aylesford–Swarling zone (2007, 93).

ROMAN
The nationally important Roman roadside settlement at 
Westhawk Farm (which lies just to the south-east of Brisley 
Farm) is of considerable significance since the evidence shows 
activity at Brisley Farm declining at around the same time as 
the site at Westhawk Farm became fully developed (Fig 1.7). 
This settlement was located on the junction of the Roman 
Road from Canterbury to the Weald and the road from 
Lympne. It grew quickly and a pre-Conquest Aylesford-type 
cremation burial suggests a pre-existing high-status focus. The 
main elements of the Westhawk Farm settlement were set up 
between AD 70 and AD 150. These included the definition 

for settlement (Hamilton 2007, 84). In addition to Brisley 
Farm, two other sites in the vicinity – Park Farm East (Powell 
2012) and Westhawk Farm (Booth et al 2008) – are the most 
directly significant. At Park Farm East there was an extensive 
complex of ring-gullies and enclosures, located on the next 
topographic rise to the south-east of Brisley Farm (Fig 1.6). 
The Roman roadside settlement of Westhawk Farm (900m 
to the south-east of Brisley Farm) had some Late Iron Age 
elements, including a rich Aylesford-type cremation burial. It 
seems highly likely that these three sites were interrelated. Park 
Barn/Bilham Farm (Stevenson 2004c), also to the south-east, 
probably formed part of the same settlement as Park Farm East. 
In the wider area there are several further Late Iron Age sites 
that are worth mentioning (Fig 1.6).

Preliminary results from an evaluation 2km to the south 
of Brisley Farm at Magpie Hall Road indicate some Late 
Iron Age activity, although the extent and intensity is not yet 
known (Wendy Rogers, pers comm.) This occupation seems to 
continue at Stubbs Cross, also around 2km to the south, where 
there is good evidence of Middle/Late Iron Age agricultural 
activity in the form of a rectilinear field system and a possible 
‘hollow way’ (Boast 2011, 39).

A further significant cluster of sites is located immediately 
to the east of the East Stour River. Much of this has been 
revealed in the High Speed 1 rail scheme (CTRL) and the 
published volume provides a useful gazetteer (Booth et al 2011, 
493–945). Excavations carried out ahead of infrastructure, 
business and housing developments have also revealed 
important sites in this area. There are five main sites in this 
group that are worth briefly discussing: Foster Road, Boys Hall, 
Blind Lane, Orbital Park and Waterbrook Park. Excavations 
at Foster Road revealed parallel ditches of Late Iron Age date 
(Powell & Birbeck 2006), possibly the same as those found 
during work at the nearby site of Boys Hall (Union Railways 
South 2000; Eastbury and Blackmore 2010). Similar evidence 
of a Late Iron Age field system was found nearby at Blind Lane 
(Union Railways South 2001). Still in this vicinity, work at 
Orbital Park (Philp 1991; Anker and Hughes 2011) revealed a 
Late Iron Age enclosure and a further enclosure was found at 
Waterbrook Park (Wessex Archaeology 2008). Although the 
dating evidence is at times ambiguous, the balance of evidence 
suggests these sites were used, at least in part, concurrently 
for farming and possibly settlement during the Late Iron Age. 
All of them are generally located on slight topographic high 
spots within the surrounding fairly flat land, with Brisley Farm 
located on the flanks of one of the highest of all, Colemans’ 
Kitchen Wood.
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of the roads by flanking ditches, a shrine structure set within 
a rectilinear enclosure and ironworking workshops. Following 
this a series of plots containing probable timber structures 
was created at right angles to the line of the Canterbury road. 
Intensive activity continued until the mid 3rd century AD 
when the site was effectively abandoned, in common with a 
number of other Wealden rural settlements and ironworking 
sites (Booth et al 2008, xix)

There is growing evidence for Roman rural occupation in 
the vicinity in the 1st and 2nd centuries AD and some of the 
sites to the east of the East Stour with Iron Age occupation 
also have indications of Roman activity. This is typified by 
rectangular-ditched enclosures, occasionally accompanied by 
industrial activities, as revealed north of Ashford at Wye (Meaton 
2008) and Park Farm East (Wessex Archaeology 2004, 10–14).

POST-ROMAN
There are almost no archaeological data from the Ashford area 
relating to the Anglo-Saxon period, although some of the local 

place names, such as Kingsnorth, Sevington and Willesborough, 
do have Saxon origins (Glover 1982, 169, 207). Several sites of 
later medieval origin are known close to the site, for example, 
Willowbed Farm and the moated settlement of Court Lodge 
Farm, 200m to the south-east of Area 2a.

1.4  HISTORICAL BACKGROUND
Gwen Jones

KINGSNORTH MANORS
There were originally four manors: Kingsnorth, which 
developed on land belonging to the main settlement; 
West Hawks, on land surrounding the Roman settlement; 
Moorhouse, located somewhere ‘on the low ground’, 
according to Hasted (1972); and Mumfords (a corruption of 
the name ‘de Montfort’), on land held by the de Montfort 
family in the 11th and succeeding centuries. The four became 
five when the original manor was split into two in the early 
14th century and became East and West Kingsnorth manors. 
Such evidence as has been identified suggests that manorial 
control on the ground was weak, perhaps because Kingsnorth 
manor was subordinate to the royal manor of Wye, which by 
gift of William the Conqueror was controlled from afar by 
Battle Abbey.

There is some documentary confusion regarding the capital 
sites: field names cited in an indenture of 1640 (KHLC U48/
T33) appear to indicate that East Kingsnorth was centred on Park 
Farm, but a later document (KHLC U705/T/14/2) includes a 
map of some of the land of East Kingsnorth manor showing some 
tenements that can be plotted on modern Ordnance Survey maps. 
It contradicts the other document and shows that East Kingsnorth 
manor was centred on the moat and buildings now called Court 
Lodge Farm (TQ 9934 3961), not far south-east of Brisley Farm. 
This map does not, however, include the land covered by Brisley 
Farm. A document that is evidence that Brisley Farm did belong 
to East Kingsnorth manor is the 1722 map (KHLC TR1103/1) 
of Willowbed Farm, which abuts Brisley on the south side (Fig 
1.1). On this map, the Brisley land is marked ‘land of Mr Henry 
Carter’. In a rental of 1720 (KHLC U55/M236) Knight Carter 
– presumably a relative or forebear of Henry Carter – is named, 
although the land he owned is not named. It seems probable, 
therefore, but is not finally proven, that the Brisley land did belong 
to East Kingsnorth manor.

period 1, prehistoric
period 2, ph 2 AD 43–70
period 2, ph 3 AD 70–150
period 2, ph 4 AD 150–200
period 2, ph 5 AD 200–250
period 2, ph 6 AD 250–350
period 2, ph 7 AD 350–400
period 3, medieval
period 4 post-medieval and modern

Fig 1.7 Plan of Westhawk Farm excavations (from Booth et al 2008) © The 
Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd
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BRISLEY FARM
‘Brisley’ is a family name in the area and as attached to this 
farm must refer to a time before 1825, in which year the poor 
rate books show Edward Barton as farmer (KHLC p212/11/1). 
There is no mention of a tenant called Brisley in the rental of 
East Kingsnorth manor in 1720 (KHLC U55/M236), but 
Knight Carter’s land and Willowbed Farm are included. It 
has proved impossible to trace the names of earlier owners. 
The Brisleys, therefore, may have acquired some or all of the 
land in the mid to late 18th century, by which time several 
of the small areas of land, some or many of them still divided 
by ditches, must have been consolidated into larger fields. 
There are few traceable records of this process, but across the 
parish some of the small plots survived surprisingly late: a 
small 1-acre (0.4ha) holding of medieval origin that went with 
Pickenden Farm was transferred by deed in the 19th century 
(KHLC U55/T248).

Brisley Farm, therefore, comprised land consolidated at some 
time by 1838 (TNA: PRO IR18/3669). ‘Brisley’ then measured 
42 acres 1 rod 6 perches constituting, in that parish, a farm of 
low to middling size. Modern Brisley includes fields that formerly 
belonged to two other tenements. They are clearly divided off on 
the tithe map. The two houses listed in the land that belonged to 
the 42 acres may result from consolidation. The fact that many of 
the fields are very small suggests that such amalgamations were in 
1838 of relatively recent post-medieval date. The four south-eastern 
fields were a separate tenement in 1722 and other fields belonged 
to Washford Farm on the northern side of the road.

1.5  PROJECT BACKGROUND

In 1999, the first evaluation, which represented a 2% 
sample of the development area, indicated a fairly low-level 
distribution of archaeological, mainly rural Iron Age, activity 
across the site but it was sufficient to require identified areas of 
interest to be targeted by area excavation (Greatorex 1999).

Subsequent evaluations, undertaken in 2003 and 2004 
(Stevenson 2003; 2004b), targeted a 4% sample and were 
far more accurate at predicting the archaeological resource. A 
final evaluation took place in 2004 in Area 9, but planning 
permission for the housing development associated with this 
area was not granted and no area excavation has yet taken 
place. This final stage of work did, however, confirm the 
presence of a dense pattern of Late Iron Age/Romano-British 
activity immediately to the south of Area 3.

Ultimately, nine area excavations were carried out, with 
the areas steadily increasing in size over time (Table 1.1). This 
was partly because the extent and importance of the buried 
archaeological landscape became increasingly apparent and 
partly because of the developing approach of the Kent County 
Council Heritage Conservation Group (KCC HCG) to 
landscape archaeology, which required larger excavation areas.

The programme of archaeological investigation was initially 
defined by specifications produced by KCC HCG. However, 
once the nature and importance of the Iron Age remains present 
in Areas 3 and 4 became apparent, a detailed project design 
was created in consultation with KCC HCG, Ward Homes, 

Table 1.1 Fieldwork summary

Area Site 
prefix

Site code Year of 
excavation

Nature of archaeological investigations Periods/phases represented

Brisley Farm Area 1 A BRF99 1999 2% evaluation; 0.36ha excavation 5, ph 1; 5, ph 3; 7, ph 1; 9
Brisley Farm Area 2a B BRF99 1999 2% evaluation; 0.24ha excavation 7, ph 2; 8, ph 1–5; 9
Brisley Farm Area 2b C BRF99 1999 2% evaluation; 0.3ha excavation 4; 5, ph 1; 6; 9
Brisley Farm Area 3 D BRF01 2001 2% evaluation; 0.7ha excavation 2, ph 2; 3; 4, ph 1; 4, ph 2a–d; 5, ph 

1–3; 8, ph 4; 9
Brisley Farm Area 4 E BRF 01 2001 2% evaluation; 1.1ha excavation 2, ph 2; 3; 4, ph 1; 4, ph 2a–d; 5, ph 

1; 5, ph 2; 5, ph 3; 8, ph 4; 9
Brisley Farm Area 5 F BFM02 2002 2% evaluation; 0.28ha excavation 2; 3; 8

Brisley Farm Area 5 
(compound area)

F BRF03 2003 4% evaluation; 0. 13ha excavation

Brisley Farm Area 6 G BRF 03 2003 4% evaluation; 1.5ha excavation 2, 3, 4, 8
Brisley Farm Area 7 H BRF 03 2003 4% evaluation; 0.71ha excavation 3; 4; 7, ph 1; 8
Brisley Farm Area 8 I PIG 04 2004 straight to strip map and record 0.92ha 7, ph 1; 7, ph 2; 8; 9
Christ Church CE 
High School

J CCS 02 2002 4% evaluation; 0.11ha excavation 2, ph 1; 2, ph 2; 4; 8

Brisley Farm Area 9 
(evaluation only)

K 2004 4% evaluation; 4.5ha 4; 5, ph 3

Brisley Farm School 
site

L BFS09 2009 5% evaluation; 0.88ha 2, ph 2; 4, ph 1; 5, ph 1; 7, ph 1; 7, 
ph 2; 8, ph 5; 9
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Professor Sue Hamilton (Institute of Archaeology, UCL) and 
Professor Tim Champion (University of Southampton).

Archaeological watching briefs were also undertaken on 
infrastructure works that fell outside the main excavation 
areas. This applied to the first phases of development in the 
vicinities of Areas 1–4 (Fig 1.8). This watching brief proved 
ineffective owing to the nature of the clay substrate and 
machining methodology; only a single charcoal-filled pit was 
identified during all of the monitoring. In the later years the 
extensive excavation areas (Areas 6–8) covered almost the entire 
development footprint and obviated much of the need for such 
monitoring, although a limited amount was undertaken.

Unrelated to the Brisley Farm investigations, a further 
excavation took place at Christchurch CE High School, 800m 
to the north-east of Brisley Farm (Stevenson 2004a). The 
results of this work have been incorporated into this report.

1.6  ON-SITE CONDITIONS

The adverse nature of the site conditions cannot be overstated. 
The features were cut into the Weald Clay and sealed by 
ploughsoil. The soils developed on the Weald Clay substrate 
comprised clays and silts with fragments of iron-stained chalk 
flints and abundant ‘spreads’ of manganese and iron nodules. 
The clay was thick, heavy and unyielding and proved extremely 
problematic both to machine strip and to identify and excavate 
features. In the summer months the clay dried hard as concrete, 
forming deep cracks and fissures (Fig 1.9). In autumn and 
winter entire areas of the site could flood for weeks at a time 
(Fig 1.10). The ground was virtually unworkable. There was, 
at all times of the year, a small window of opportunity where 
the clay was neither too wet nor too dry and a reasonable 
attempt at site cleaning could be made. Unfortunately this 
did not happen often and even soaking the ground with water 
and covering features with plastic sheeting overnight proved 
largely ineffective. At the time of excavation the groundwater 

Fig 1.8 Plan of excavation areas, evaluation trenches and watching brief areas
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level fluctuated from c 1.0m below the surface in July to 
ground level in November to January. It is a credit to the team’s 
perseverance and professionalism that the site was excavated 
and recorded in such detail.

The nature of these ground conditions affected the 
type of archaeological evidence that survived. Bone survival 
was very poor unless burnt or cremated and it seems likely 
that the majority of bone deposited has not survived. The 
archaeological deposits themselves had been severely truncated 
by ploughing (assumed to be recent given the heavy clay soils) 
across all areas of the site. Truncation is likely to have to have 
damaged at least the top 0.30m across the entire site. What 
remained for excavation therefore had little in the way of 
surviving vertical stratigraphy.

The ground conditions also affected feature recognition 
with definition of edges often unclear. Frequently, with 
archaeologically sterile features, it was difficult to discern 
whether a feature was anthropogenic or not.

1.7  STRATIGRAPHIC SEQUENCE

Across all the excavation areas, the stratigraphic sequence 
was typically 0.10–0.40m of ploughsoil, either overlying c 
0.10m of thin clay silt subsoil, or directly overlying the natural 
clay. The intermittent subsoil across the site suggests that it 
has been removed in places by modern ploughing. This was 
especially noticeable in Area 7 and an apparent break in the 
archaeological evidence midway along this site is probably the 
result of feature truncation.

The archaeological features exposed were invariably sealed 
by the subsoil or ploughsoil (where no subsoil was present) 
and cut into the natural clays. There was little in the way 
of vertical stratigraphy and consequently the interpretation 
of the site sequence relies heavily on the few relationships 
present and the dating of those cut features, and the spatial 
association and morphology of features and enclosure systems. 
However, the nature of the silt clay infilling of the features 
made the construction of a sequence exceptionally difficult. 
This was particularly evident in Areas 3 and 4 because of the 
apparently rapid sequence of cutting and infilling enclosure 
ditches. Only by using a combination of stratigraphy, dating 
evidence and spatial patterning has the potential ‘best fit’ for 
the site development been established. There are still areas of 
doubt, particularly in the complex Areas 3 and 4 excavations, 
and where there are alternatives these have been highlighted as 
Alternative Landscape Models.

Individual features have been phased by artefactual 
evidence where present and by spatial association with dated 
contexts. Some features remain unphased, having no dating 
evidence and no clear spatial relationship, and it is probable 
that many were not anthropogenic but formed by past tree 
removal, shrub clearance or animal activity. These features are 
generally not detailed in the narrative.

1.8  GROUND CONDITIONS IN THE 
PAST: THE USE OF DITCHES

DRAINAGE
In the narrative that follows, the development of a landscape 
over several millennia is charted. A major element focuses 
on the evolution of fields, enclosures and trackways in the 
Bronze Age, Iron Age and medieval periods in relation to their 
forebears. There is discussion, especially in the Iron Age period, 
concerning the function of boundaries and how the landscape 

Fig 1.9  View of ditch D[1501] (Areas 3–4), showing the cracks and fissures 
that developed during summertime excavations (summer 2001)

Fig 1.10  View of Brisley Farm, Area 5, showing standing water (winter 2004)
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may have been utilised. However, in many cases the foremost 
function of these ditches was almost certainly to drain water 
away from fields, paddocks, enclosures and structures to make 
the land viable for occupation. This trend underlies all the 
other potential functions of the ditch systems and cannot be 
overstated. The level data generally confirm that the ditches ran 
and drained in accordance with the local contours. Generally 
this means that Areas 1–6 drained towards the alluvial plain to 
the south whilst Areas 7 and 8 drained towards Chart Lane.

BOUNDARIES AND BANKS
There was very little evidence to suggest on which side of the 
ditches a bank may have lain. It is generally suggested that the 
banks were internal to the ditches (with regard to enclosures 
and trackways), which has been found to be the case on other, 
particularly Iron Age, sites. However, given the probable 
nature of much of the Iron Age occupation as sacred, funerary 
or religiously focused, it is possible that banks lay external to 
the enclosed spaces, similar to Neolithic henge monuments. 
There is however, no hard evidence to corroborate this. In 
the text below, the location of banks is mentioned when the 
depositional evidence is clear.

1.9  CHRONOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK

The date ranges given for the chronological periods and 
subphases are approximate (particularly for the periods 2–4) 
and should be taken only as indicative of the probable time 
frame (Table 1.2). The period divisions, although supported 
by the stratigraphy and ceramic evidence as far as possible, 
are an interpretative and descriptive tool and should not 
overshadow the narrative of the landscape history (Figs 1.11 
and 1.12). Features shaded light grey on the figures represent 
archaeological remains from periods not currently under 
discussion unless the key indicates otherwise.

DISCUSSION OF CHRONOLOGICAL 
FRAMEWORK
Anna Doherty

The problem of inconsistent use of terminology associated 
with the chronology of the later prehistoric period is well 
known. Terms such as ‘Late Bronze Age’ or ‘Early Iron Age’ 
provide useful shorthand but such definitions are constantly 
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redefined as more dating evidence becomes available and 
according to the subjective interpretation of different 
researchers. In Kent this process has been particularly 
problematic because of the relatively sparse availability of 
reliable radiocarbon dates and the growing realisation that 
local pottery styles may vary quite significantly from the 
ceramic traditions in chronologically better-understood 
regions of southern Britain, such as the Thames valley 
(Champion 2007a, 296).

Period 1 refers to background activity represented by 
residual flintwork and has therefore been defined only in the 
broadest terms. Although some stratified archaeology could be 
assigned to period 2, phase 1, only fairly undiagnostic pottery 
was present. A radiocarbon date was associated with evidence 
of in situ burning from this phase but it produced a very wide 
calibrated date range spanning the whole of the 15th to 8th 
centuries BC. Another radiocarbon date was more certainly of 
the Middle Bronze Age, although the charcoal was less certain 
to be contemporary with the use or filling of its feature (see 
Chapter 10.29). Pottery assemblages from period 2, phase 
2 were slightly larger but only a small minority of features 
(mostly pits) contained sufficient diagnostic sherds to be 
confidently dated (see Chapter 10.4). On balance, the pottery 
from this phase was thought to span the Late Bronze Age to 
Early Iron Age (c 950–400 BC).

Although period 3 pottery was generally quite fragmentary, 
it accorded well with the Middle/Late Iron Age ceramic phase 
identified in analysis of assemblages from the High Speed 1 
rail scheme (CTRL) (Morris 2006, 55). Over a number of sites 
in the south-eastern part of the route, it was demonstrated 
that pottery groups that had stylistic continuity with the 
Middle Iron Age and that contained Middle Iron Age fabric 
types increasingly included some grog-tempered wares (see 
Chapter 10.4 for a more detailed summary of the ceramic 
background). It should, however, be acknowledged that there is 
little independent evidence to date this ceramic horizon, so the 
specific date range provided in Table 1.2 is very speculative. In 
the current assemblage, no diagnostic examples of Middle Iron 
Age pottery forms or decorative styles could be isolated and 
although a few stratified assemblages lacked grog-tempering 
they were always very small and undiagnostic groups, meaning 
that there is no positive evidence for activity the Middle Iron 
Age proper (c. 400–100 BC).

Period 4 was associated not only with a reorganisation 
of the land defined, amongst other things, by the first 
appearance of domestic structures (see Chapter 4.6), but 
also with a dramatic increase in cordoned jars and other 
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Period and 
phase

Description Approximate date 
ranges represented

1 earlier prehistoric 

(Mesolithic to Early 

Bronze Age)

8000–1500 BC

2 Middle Bronze Age to 

Early Iron Age

1500–400 BC

phase 1 Middle to Late Bronze Age 1500–950 BC

phase 2 Late Bronze Age to Early 

Iron Age

950–400 BC

3 Middle/Late Iron Age 100–25 BC

4 Late Iron Age 25 BC – AD 50

phase 1 25 BC – AD 10 

phase 2 

(incorporating 

stratigraphic 

subphases 2a–d)

AD 10–50 

5 Roman AD 50–200

phase 1 AD 50–80

phase 2 AD 80–120/150

phase 3 undated

6 Late Saxon AD 900–1050

7 medieval AD 1200–1500

phase 1 13th century

phase 2 13th–14th centuries

phase 3 14th–15th centuries

8 post-medieval AD 1500–1900

phase 1 early–mid 16th century

phase2 c mid 16th century

phase 3 c mid 16th–17th 

centuries

phase 4 17th–18th centuries

phase 5 18th–19th centuries

9 modern 20th–21st centuries

new forms in grog-tempered fabrics (see Chapter 10.4). The 
previously controversial term ‘Belgic’ (sensu Thompson 1982) 
has become widely accepted as useful shorthand for these 
ceramic charcteristics, free from any connotations it may have 
had in the mid 20th century. It has therefore been used in 
this report purely as a ceramic term. The two phases within 
this period are used to define activity before and after the 
interment of the earliest warrior burial, which has been fairly 
closely dated by its grave goods to c AD 1–10; more generally, 
however, these phases are not particularly well defined in 
ceramic terms. The close of period 4 was marked by the 
deposition of the second warrior burial, again fairly closely 
dated by its finds to c AD 40–50.

The Roman and post-Roman periods are more closely 
datable by artefacts and the date ranges for phases are more 
confidently assigned.

1.10  STRUCTURE OF ANALYSIS  
AND REPORT

A hierarchical context, group and land-use framework was used 
to structure the data. This framework is summarised below.

CONTEXT
A unique number is assigned to each archaeological context in 
the field. Context numbers include the site prefix letter (Table 
1.1) and are shown in square brackets: A[103].

GROUPS
Group numbers (shown as G123) are an interpretative 
structuring of the context data and comprise a number 
(sometimes many) of interrelated contexts. For example, all the 
individual context numbers associated with a single phase of a 
ditch have been grouped together under a single group number. 
The same applies to all other features (eg, a cluster of associated 
pits or postholes have been assigned a single group number).

LAND USE
Each group has been assigned to a land use, which encompasses 
many separate features. These numbers are used to characterise 
broadly the function of the land for a given period. The 
following land-use classifications have been used:
• OA = Open Area (open fields, enclosures etc)
• TD = Track/Droveway
• ST = Structure (roundhouses, yard surfaces, post-built  

structures etc)
• BC = Burial Complex.

The following chapters, which detail all chronological 
phases, each comprise a brief introduction outlining the broad 
nature of the archaeological remains followed by a narrative 
of the land use. As far as possible, an integrated approach has 
been followed, with relevant specialist finds and environmental 
information included as part of the narrative. At the end of 
each chapter, the findings are discussed.

Opposite
Fig 1.11 Plan of Brisley Farm excavations showing all periods and phases

Table 1.2 Chronological framework
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A separate chapter, Chapter 6, is dedicated to the warrior 
burials, with their wider site context discussed in Chapters 5 
and 7.

The stratigraphic descriptions have been stripped of 
extraneous and repetitive fill descriptions. At Brisley Farm, the 
fills of cut features were generally homogeneous. Movement 
of groundwater had blurred the boundary between ‘natural’ 

substrate and archaeological feature fill. This was especially the 
case with the Middle Bronze Age to Early Iron Age features 
(period 2). 

The fill types for each period are summarised below.
Period 2 features exhibited leached pale grey silty clay/clay silt 
fills with no evidence for any internal structure. The margins 
of these features blended without defined contact into the 

Fig 1.12 Plan of Christchurch CE High School excavations showing all periods and phases
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surrounding substrate. Period 3–5 features all exhibited mixed 
grey-brown mottled silty clay fills, generally only slightly greyer 
in colour than the surrounding light orange-brown substrate. 
Internal structure to features was very difficult to determine. 
Period 7–8 features (medieval and post-medieval) generally had 
darker silty clay fills.

Where the fills are markedly different from the norm or 
where a detailed discussion of deposition is necessary, further 
descriptions are given.

Similarly, height above ordnance datum (AOD) is 
not generally given in the text. As the site has little vertical 
stratigraphy, level information is not particularly useful at 
feature or group level. Generally, the height of the exposed 
surface of the natural clay, the horizon at which most cut 
features appeared, was between 39.30m and 40.00m AOD for 
Areas 1–5, rising to between 38.50m and 42.20m AOD for 
Areas 6–9.

1.11  ARTEFACT DISTRIBUTION PLOTS

During the excavation it was clear there were differential 
concentrations of artefacts, particularly pottery and burnt 
animal bone, in the Iron Age and Roman phases of the most 
intensely occupied areas (Areas 3 and 4). The aim of the 
artefact distribution plots is not to produce a detailed analysis 
of the specifics of deposition but to highlight general trends 
in the nature of activity in the rapidly developing sequence of 
occupation in this, the most significant, area of Brisley Farm. 
Generally, the quantity of artefacts recovered was much less 
from the remaining excavation areas, so distribution plots are 
not presented.

Distribution plots were completed for the following 
artefact classes, where present:

• Pottery (all)
• Pottery (finewares)
• Burnt clay (at 100g intervals)
• Clay objects
• Metal objects
• Special finds
• Human bone
• Animal bone (all species by number of fragments in 

50-piece intervals)
• Animal by species.

CHAPTER 1  INTRODUCTION

Plotting the distribution of clay, metal and stone registered 
finds was not problematic as very few were recovered and the 
location of each artefact can be easily shown. Plotting pottery, 
burnt clay and animal bone was more difficult owing to the 
large quantities recovered.

Pottery distribution is shown by weight. Contexts 
containing pottery under 200g have been excluded because 
there were far too many to present adequately. These data are 
therefore not 100% representative but do serve to demonstrate 
contexts with major pottery densities. An advantage to this 
approach is that the data plotted are more likely to reflect 
deliberate or repeated deposition, rather than low-level 
deposition or redeposition.

1.12  THE ARCHIVE

The Brisley Farm archive, including all finds and environmental 
material and the paper and digital records, is held by the British 
Museum. Please contact the Department of Prehistory and 
Europe for further details (telephone 020 7323 8629; email 
prehistoryandeurope@thebritishmuseum.ac.uk).



18



19

CHAPTER 2  EARLIER PREHISTORIC (PERIODS 1–2)

2.1  RESIDUAL MESOLITHIC/EARLY 
BRONZE AGE FLINT (PERIOD 1)

There was some limited evidence for early occupation of the 
land in the form of flintwork, mostly unstratified, collected 
from the topsoil or subsoil during machine stripping, and a 
certain amount of residual material from cut features. Of the 
351 pieces recovered those that could be dated range from 
the Mesolithic to the Early Bronze Age, although as only 
small groups were recovered the dating resolution is poor (see 
Chapters 10.2 and 10.3).

The Mesolithic flintwork made up some 23% of the 
assemblage and was distributed across the site with the greater 
concentration in Areas 5–8. The Mesolithic pieces, which 
included evidence of microlith production and repair, together 
with expedient scrapers and a limited range of other tools, 

including microdenticulates and a tranchet adze resharpening 
flake, probably represent evidence for short-term hunting 
camps in the area (Butler 2005). The Ashford area currently 
has little evidence for Mesolithic activity, with most sites being 
situated further west into the Weald or at the east end of Kent 
(Wymer 1977; Scott 2004) and the Brisley Farm material fills 
a current blank spot in the known distribution of Mesolithic 
activity in Kent.

Neolithic activity was evidenced by the flaked axe 
fragment(s) and backed knife, whilst the finely made end-
and-side scrapers and the barbed and tanged arrowhead 
suggest continued activity into the Early Bronze Age. These 
pieces appeared to be concentrated into the central part of 
Area 4, and although probably largely residual in nature, may 
indicate where later Neolithic and Early Bronze Age activity 
had been focused.

CHAPTER 2  EARLIER PREHISTORIC (PERIODS 1–2)

Fig 2.1 Plan of period 2 field system at Brisley Farm
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LATE BRONZE AGE TO EARLY IRON AGE 
OCCUPATION (PERIOD 2, PHASE 2)
Fields and trackways: Open Areas 1–7 and Tracks/
Droveways 1–3 (Areas 3–4)
Open Area 1 (OA1) represents a rectangular space, probably 
a field, 44m wide and of unknown length, defined by three 
gullies (G12, G14 and G17) and truncated to the north-east 
(Fig 2.3). A ditch terminal formed an entrance in its southern 
boundary, partly obscured by later ditches.

In the far north of field OA1 was pit E[3865]. This single 
pit was circular in plan, steep-sided and contained several fills 
(Fig 2.4). Apparently in the middle of the primary fill (though 
likely to have been two fills) and in the centre of the feature 
was an incomplete and broken cylindrical loom weight, almost 
certainly deliberately placed, sealed by three successive layers 
of silty clay and charcoal-rich deposits. A radiocarbon date was 
obtained on charcoal from pit E[3865] of 2990±140 BP (Beta-
171104, 1530–830 cal BC). The silty clay layers may suggest 
natural silting (implying the pit was left open) or deliberate 
infilling. The charcoal-rich layers possibly represent the remains 
of nearby burning events deposited and then sealed (or allowed 
to silt naturally) by the clay deposits.

2.2  MIDDLE BRONZE AGE TO EARLY 
IRON AGE (PERIOD 2)

INTRODUCTION
The first securely dated features from the Christchurch CE 
High School excavation date to the Middle/Late Bronze Age. 
However, it is not until the Late Bronze Age to Early Iron 
Age that substantive occupation evidence occurs at Brisley 
Farm – mostly long, narrow gullies and pits. Together with 
many amorphous undated features, which may also originate 
from this period, the remains provide a clear indication of the 
widespread exploitation of the land.

Although not definitive, the data suggest extensive 
‘corralling’ by means of large ditched enclosures or fields, 
typically thought to be used for the raising and management 
of livestock (Fig 2.1; Yates 2007, 16). The direct evidence 
for these fields consisted of narrow gullies, which formed 
their boundaries. There was no evidence of banks associated 
with the ditches but these would almost certainly have 
existed to reinforce the boundaries associated with hedges or 
fences. Some of the features may be peripheral to an as yet 
undiscovered settlement. The archaeological activity is in part 
fairly ephemeral, obscured and clearly cut by the Late Iron 
Age and Roman remains and truncated by recent ploughing. 
Nevertheless, sufficient was present to give an indication of life 
in the Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age on the edge of the 
northern Weald.

MIDDLE TO LATE BRONZE AGE OCCUPATION 
(PERIOD 2, PHASE 1)
Open Area 165 (Christchurch CE High School)
The earliest dated features were five irregular and shallow pits, 
G575 and G576, all containing pottery of Middle to Late 
Bronze Age date (Fig 2.2). Radiocarbon dating on charcoal 
from one of these features (pit J[534], G575) returned a 
measurement of 3140±40 BP (Beta-192616, 1500–1310 
cal BC at 95% probability). One associated sherd of pottery 
is in a moderately coarse, flint-tempered fabric that might 
be of Middle or Late Bronze Age date. A small quantity of 
body sherds from other features in these two pit groups are, 
on the whole, more typical of fabrics of the post-Deverel-
Rimbury tradition (after c 1150 BC), so it remains unclear 
whether the radiocarbon date (on a single piece of charcoal) is 
contemporary with the filling of the pit. Although the evidence 
is too limited to speculate on the character of the activity, it is 
clear that the area was occupied in this early period.

Fig 2.2 Plan of period 2, phase 1 features at Christchurch CE High School
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Fig 2.3 Plan of period 2, phase 2 ditch system (Areas 3–4)
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This feature is especially significant as it was one of only 
two pits at Brisley Farm that produced flint-tempered pottery 
of likely Bronze Age date. Although the 11 flint-tempered 
sherds from this pit are in themselves undiagnostic, they 
would not be out of place in a Bronze Age assemblage and 
the form of the cylindrical loom weight is typically associated 
with Middle to Late Bronze Age pottery in southern England 
(Barford & Major 1992). The flintwork represents the largest 
assemblage from a single feature, amounting to 12 pieces plus 
some unworked fire-fractured flint. The assemblage comprises 
five hard hammer-struck flakes, a single soft hammer-struck 
flake, three chips, two shattered pieces and a single chunk. 
Unfortunately there were no diagnostic pieces in this small 
assemblage, although its character suggests that it is typical of 
Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age flint assemblages (Young & 
Humphrey 1999, 231–42).

A small amount of unidentifiable calcined animal bone was 
also recovered and a considerable amount of charcoal, although 
much was too degraded to identify; the taxa named included 
oak (Quercus sp), blackthorn (Prunus spinosa), the hawthorn/ 
Sorbus group (Pomoideae), hazel (Corylus avellana) and field 
maple (Acer campestre).

Immediately to the south-west of field OA1 were three 
open spaces, OA3, OA4 and OA5, which are also likely to 
have been ditch-bounded fields, although they extended 
beyond the excavation area. This is also true of spaces OA2 
and OA7, extending to the east and south. As far as is possible, 
given the partial exposure of the remains, OA1–OA7 seem 
to have formed fields that lay longitudinally on a north-east–
south-west alignment.

Three linear spaces, defined by broadly parallel gullies and 
probably indicating tracks or droveways, have been identified: 
Tracks/Droveways (TD) 1–3. Similar to fields OA1–OA7, all 
three were aligned from north-east to south-west. TD1, which 
was not quite of parallel alignment, is the least convincing 
of the three but may have accessed OA1 and OA2. Of more 

significance is TD2, which is likely to have provided a central 
axis leading into the southern entrance of OA1. There is a 
suggestion that this track may also have given access to the two 
fields OA3 and OA4 from field OA1, perhaps for separating 
livestock (again, later features partly obscure this area). At the 
far south of the site, TD3 may have led into space OA6 with 
a clear terminal forming an entrance. This linear space is also 
very nearly in alignment with the northern TD1 and may be 
interrelated.

Typically, these gullies were steeply V-shaped in profile 
with single, very light grey fills (noticeably paler than the Late 
Iron Age features) and were about 0.40m wide and 0.25–
0.40m deep. This morphology was generally the same for all 
the period 2 gullies excavated across the sites. Although there 
was no direct evidence of bank slumping in the ditch fills, it is 
likely a bank was present, forming bedding for a hedgerow or 
fence reinforcing the boundary (Yates 2007, 16). Given that 
the site was probably prone to seasonal flooding, it seems likely 
that the ditches were open, forming a barrier and also acting as 
a drainage system for the fields rather than a trench for fencing. 
A polishing stone of metamorphic quartzite was recovered from 
one of the field ditches forming OA2.

Just ten sherds were recovered from these ditches, 
including very abraded flint-tempered pottery (and grog-
tempered fabrics of Late Iron Age origin deemed intrusive), 
which suggests that the ditches were infilling sometime in 
the Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age. Although this dating 
evidence is not conclusive, this series of thin ditches clearly 
underlay all other phases of archaeology. The intrusive grog-
tempered sherds are not especially surprising given the intensity 
of later activity. Animal bone recovered included 44 fragments 
of sheep-size and cattle-size bone from ditch G11 (part of 
TD1), primarily made up of teeth and pieces of long bone.

The past environment: a detailed analysis of the pollen 
from ditch G17
Rob Scaife

Column samples taken from ditch G17 (forming the north-
west boundary of field OA1) found that pollen was extremely 
sparse in these sediment fills. Only four levels through the gully 
fills were examined; however, some useful information was 
obtained and characterised as follows.

Trees and shrubs: Quercus (oak) and Corylus avellana type 
(hazel) are dominant. The former increases in value from 5% at 
the base of the profile to 15% at the top. Corylus avellana type 
peaks in the middle of the profile (to 23%). Other taxa include 
small numbers of Betula (birch; <1%), Pinus (pine; 1%), 

Fig 2.4 Section of pit E[3865]
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Fraxinus excelsior (ash), Tilia (lime/linden), Alnus glutinosa (8% 
at 200mm) and Salix (willow).

Herbs: assemblages are not diverse and are dominated 
by Poaceae (grasses; 55% at the base of the profile) and 
Lactucoideae (dandelion types; to 25% in the upper half of the 
profile). Plantago lanceolata (ribwort plantain; to 9%) at base of 
profile) and sporadic cereal pollen are also present.

Spores: there are very substantial numbers of Polypodium 
vulgare (common polypody fern; to c 50%) along with 
monolete Pteropsida (Dryopteris type ferns; to 11%) and some 
Pteridium aquilinum (bracken; to 6%).

Absolute pollen numbers are small, reflecting the poor 
pollen-preserving conditions and probably rapid accumulation 
of sediments in this ditch context. This is further suggested 
by indications of differential preservation in favour of more 
robust pollen types. The latter include especially Lactucoideae; 
dandelion types) and spores of ferns (Polypodium vulgare, 
Dryopteris type and Pteridium aquilinum). There is also an 
increase in these more robust taxa in the upper and more 
gleyed sediments. Interpretation is further complicated by the 
typical problems of the taphonomy of pollen in fills of ditches, 
pits and other small features where pollen catchment may be 
small. Pollen may also have been reworked from earlier soils/
sediments and/or waste dump from human activity.

It is clear that woodland remained in the vicinity of the 
site, oak and hazel being the main elements. Birch, pine and 
alder all produce copious quantities of wind-disseminated 
pollen and as such their small values here do not indicate any 
local significance. Occasional lime and ash may, however, 
be attributed to some occasional local growth or from more 
extensive stands at some distance. In the case of the former, 
it is now generally accepted that lime woodland formed the 
dominant, or at least co-dominant, woodland with oak during 
the middle Holocene (Atlantic; Flandrian Chronozone II) and 
earlier sub-Boreal (Neolithic and Early–Middle Bronze Age; 
Flandrian Chronozone III) (Greig 1982; Waller 1994; Scaife 
2003). It is probable therefore that earlier woodland clearance 
had taken place and that which remained may have been oak 
and hazel on the heavier soils less suitable for cultivation.

The substantial importance of herbs further suggests that 
woodland clearance for agriculture had taken place prior to 
the creation of this feature and the deposition of the earliest/
primary fills. There are small numbers (sporadic occurrences) 
of cereal pollen that attest to arable activity, but this does 
not indicate local activity of any great significance. It is also 
possible that the cereal pollen may derive from secondary 
sources such as waste debris – food, faecal debris, crop-

processing waste and floor coverings – which may have been 
disposed of in this feature.

Herb pollen assemblages are dominated by grasses 
(Poaceae) with Lactucoideae (dandelion types). These, plus 
Plantago lanceolata (ribwort plantain), which is well represented 
in the lower ditch sediments, are evidence of locally important 
grassland/pasture.

Field OA135 (Area 5)
An enigmatic feature was located in OA135, spread G34 (Fig 
2.5), consisting of an irregular and amorphous deposit of 
varying depth (0.10–0.60m). This feature was infilled with a 
series of silt clay layers, some containing a high proportion of 
burnt clay, charcoal and pottery. There was no evidence of in 
situ burning. All the flint-tempered sherds from this feature 
are likely to be from a single vessel, probably a coarseware 
jar. They are without exception highly abraded and may have 
been burnt. The form of this feature is suggestive of a pond or 
watering hole, perhaps used for livestock.

Field OA173 (School site)
The northern part of Brisley Farm was devoid of Bronze Age 
features save for a single pit found at the School site that 
contained evidence of possible in situ Bronze Age flintwork 
(Fig 2.5). This pit, G672, L[299], was suboval in plan with 
a maximum depth of 0.20m. Six fragments of flint were 
recovered, five fresh flakes (two of which were refitting) and 
a possible side scraper. There is no clear evidence for what 
function the pit may have served.

Fields and trackways: Open Areas 8–14 and Track/
Droveway 4 (Area 6)
Open Area 8 was a rectangular space, partly enclosed by gullies 
G21, G23 and G28 but open to the south, probably because 
of the removal of a boundary by later ploughing (Fig 2.6). This 
large field was approximately 70 × 75m in size. The western 
boundary was partly formed by TD4. Two ditches terminated 
at the south-west corner of this field, probably forming an 
entrance. Immediately to the south of this area was another 
rectangular field, OA10, bounded by gullies. This field was 
open to the south and is likely to have extended further into 
the low-lying alluvial ground. Both these fields were aligned, 
longitudinally, from north-east to south-west.

Pit G[6396], G31 was located at the western boundary of 
field OA10 at the base of the hill of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood 
(Fig 2.6) and was fairly substantial in size (0.50m in depth and 
1.90m diameter). There was no clear indication of function 
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but the two highly abraded body sherds of flint-tempered 
sherds present are likely to be Late Bronze Age/earliest Iron Age 
in date. Although somewhat shallow, it is possible, given its 
location near to the corner of the field, that this may have been 
a well or small waterhole.

Open Area 12 was a narrow, rectangular space, formed 
by gullies; although of only slightly shorter length (c 
74m) than OA8 to the south-east, it was proportionally 
considerably thinner, measuring only 19m across, suggesting 
a different function.

There was one probable track or droveway, TD4, defined 
by a pair of shallow (0.10m deep) parallel gullies (G26 and 
G23) bisecting OA8 and OA12. This track accessed fields 
OA11 and OA8 and, like the example in Areas 3–4, may also 
have had a role in separating stock into the two fields.

The dating evidence from these gullies was sparse, with 
just a few sherds of abraded flint-tempered pottery recovered. 
However, they are assigned to this phase by spatial association 
with the wider field system, their form and their stratigraphy, 
as they are the earliest elements exposed in Area 6. These 
gullies were generally shallower in this area, which may be a 
consequence of truncation by ploughing. They also had a more 
U-shaped profile rather than the clear V shape of the ditches 
in Areas 3–4, which may relate to different functions (see 
below, ‘Discussion’).

Fields OA166 and OA167 
(Christchurch CE High School)
In contrast to the remains found 800m to the west at Brisley 
Farm, the Christchurch CE High School excavation revealed 
a scatter of possible settlement-related features as well as 
ephemeral evidence for the continuation of the field system 
(Fig 2.7). Here similar, but very ephemeral, gullies (less 
than 0.10m deep) formed boundaries and probable fields 
or enclosures (OA166 and OA167), although the small 
excavation area means only a limited fragment of the ditch 
system was seen.

These gullies, G578 and G588, produced very limited 
dating evidence. However, it may be significant that G588 
produced one of the only feature sherds in the assemblage 
to show clear affinities with the Middle Bronze Age Deverel-
Rimbury tradition (Fig 10.2, no 66). Only a few sherds of 
other pottery were recovered from this feature, or from G578, 
but again these tended to be in fabrics more typical of the Late 
Bronze Age to Early Iron Age.

Several features have been assigned to this phase although, 
in general, most provided fairly undiagnostic pottery that 
could not be conclusively distinguished from that from features 
assigned to period 2, phase 1. However, where diagnostic 
feature sherds and/or larger groups of pottery were recovered, 
all seem to be of later post-Deverel-Rimbury or even Early Iron 
Age type, suggesting that this activity can be broadly assigned 
to the date range c 950–400 BC.

Most of the pits are fairly shallow and irregular and have 
been broadly assigned to three spatially associated groups of 
shallow and irregular pits (groups G579, G584 and G577). 
Three further large pits are discussed below in greater detail.

Fig 2.5 Plan of OA135 and OA173 (period 2, phase 2, Area 5 and School site)



25

CHAPTER 2  EARLIER PREHISTORIC (PERIODS 1–2)

Open Area 167: pits and a post-built structure
Pit J[503], G580, was comparatively large (1.40m in 
diameter and 0.60m deep), straight-sided and flat-based. A 
large assemblage of pottery was recovered (Fig 2.8, nos 1–6) 
including, from its base, three distinct groups of pottery, 
potentially representing three separate vessels: two tripartite 
jars (Fig 2.8, nos 1–2) and a round-bodied bowl (Fig 2.8, no 6) 
(see Chapter 10.4). Despite the fact that most sherds are in a 
relatively coarse flint- and ironstone-tempered fabric, the range 
of forms and decoration in this group suggest a date no earlier 
than c 800 BC and several traits, including the round-bodied 
bowl (no 6) and the rustication on the fairly complete lower 
profile of a jar (no 5), can be paralleled in Highstead period 3 
assemblages, suggesting that this group may belong in the Early 
Iron Age (Couldrey 2007, 162–7). This pottery was in fresh 
condition, indicating that primary deposition into the pit was 
likely, with the three vessels deliberately placed on the base of 

the feature. These may have held food offerings or represented 
significant vessels deposited following a particular event. It is 
possible the pit was dug specifically for the deposition of the 
vessels and afterwards infilled, although the soil conditions 
obscured such subtle distinctions.

Pit G581 was 1.60m in diameter and 0.70m deep. A range 
of finds was recovered from the fills including pottery, degraded 
animal bone and two quartz pebbles. One feature sherd from 
this group (Fig 10.2, no 64) may be from an Early Iron Age 
tripartite bowl, although only a tiny part of the profile is 
present so the identification is uncertain.

Pit G582 was shallower and gentler in profile. It contained a 
large amount of pottery, mostly concentrated in the lower fills and 
including many fresh jar fragments, generally in relatively coarse 
fabrics; however, it produced only one feature sherd, which is not 
very closely datable (Fig 10.2, no 65). A layer of charcoal is likely 
to represent the deposition of fire remains, perhaps intentionally 

Fig 2.6 Plan of period 2, phase 2 ditch 
system (Area 6)
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sealing the lower layers. Similar to pit G580, the deposition into 
the pit seems to have been primarily of pottery, rather than, for 
example, redeposited midden material.

Structure 35 and postholes G586
Towards the edge of the site, a series of eight postholes 
formed a slightly curving double line. Although only partly 

exposed and difficult to interpret, Structure 35 may represent 
a double fence line, the edge of a building extending beyond 
the excavation area, or, perhaps, two four-post structures. Just 
to the south of ST35, a posthole (part of G586) contained a 
fragment of Folkestone stone cobble, which may have been 
used as a rubber stone (used with a saddle quern to grind 
wheat) and is evidence of possible trade links with the coast.

Fig 2.7 Plan of period 2, phase 2 ditches and pits at Christchurch CE High School

N
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2.3  DISCUSSION

THE PASTORAL LANDSCAPE OF  
SOUTH ASHFORD
Although there is some indication that the landscape around 
Christchurch CE High School was occupied in the Middle 
to Late Bronze Age, evidenced by deposits of pottery in 
several shallow pits, it is in the Late Bronze Age to Early 
Iron Age that the landscape appears to have become more 
extensively exploited. This period was a time of agricultural 
intensification and restructuring of the landscape in southern 
Britain (Champion 2007a, 298; Serjeantson 2007, 80). There 
is evidence from many sites across the lowlands of south and 
south-east England that the land was cleared of scrub and trees 
– a process that probably began in the Neolithic period – and 
systems of extensive fields and trackways imposed.

Developer-led interventions since the publication in 
1990 of the Department of the Environment’s Planning 
policy guidance note 16, archaeology and planning (PPG16) 
have greatly increased the known geographic spread and our 
understanding of Bronze Age landscape systems (Yates 2007; 
Champion 2007a, 293–6). Rectangular field systems of Late 
Bronze Age date have been found in an area extending along 
the coast of Kent to the Lincolnshire/Cambridgeshire border 
and as far as Devon and Cornwall (Bradley and Yates 2007, 
95). Within these regions, the fields were largely confined 
to lowland areas, on the coast, along estuaries or beside 
major rivers (Fig 2.9). The location of the Brisley Farm and 

Christchurch CE High School remains and similar ditches 
identified at Westhawk Farm to the south-east (Booth et al 
2008, 25), near the head of the Great Stour rather than within 
the river valley (and therefore essentially landlocked), does not 
seem to fit this pattern, but the prevailing north-east–south-
west orientation of the rectangular fields, interspaced with 
similarly aligned droveways, potentially marks them out as a 
single, possibly coaxial, system (Yates 2007, 16). The present 
landscape, though, is misleading here, for, as outlined above, 
the ancient coastline would have been much closer before the 
Romney Marsh developed, thus placing the Late Bronze Age/
Early Iron Age landscape south of Ashford near to the coast, 
fitting with the broad pattern identified (Yates 2007, 16).

At Westhawk Farm there was also a Bronze Age ditch 
system, underlying the Romano-British and Roman remains, 
which seems to have continued to the north and was also 
exposed in the excavations at Christchurch CE High School 
(Booth et al 2008, 25) (Fig 2.10). These ditched boundaries 
formed fields on a north-east–south-west orientation similar to 
those found at Brisley. The fill of these early ditches found at 
Westhawk Farm was also pale grey silt – further circumstantial 
evidence that they form part of the same system. Recent work 
adjacent to Westhawk Farm at a site known as ‘Missenden’ has 
also identified this early ditch pattern (Thorne 2009).

At Park Farm East, 2.5km to the south-east of Brisley 
Farm, there was one pit feature, identified as of Late Bronze 
Age/earliest Iron Age date, although no evidence of field 
boundaries (Wessex Archaeology 2004, 10). At Beechbrook 
Wood, 6km to the north-west, a coaxial field system has been 
excavated (Brady 2006, 23–4). This was a similar system, 
underlying Late Iron Age and Roman archaeological remains in 
this instance aligned on a north-west–south-east longitudinal 
access. These glimpses must reflect a far wider landscape of 
fields and occupation, which extended south-east, across south 
Ashford, towards the ancient coastline and north-west towards 
the North Downs

A coaxial or aggregate field system?
There is a certain amount of cohesion to the field boundary 
evidence from Brisley Farm, Westhawk Farm and Christchurch 
CE High School: broadly, a north-east–south-west alignment 
to the pattern and similar extrapolated field forms and sizes, 
which might suggest at first glance a single coaxial system, set 
out across the landscape. However, the fields in Area 6 reveal 
a subtly different ditch alignment. Although they conform 
approximately to the north-east–south-west alignment, they 
are slightly more easterly orientated than those in Areas 3–4. 

Fig 2.8 Pottery vessels nos 1–6 from G580, J[503]
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The slope of the hill at this point is more pronounced and it 
seems the ditches take account of this rather than being ‘terrain 
oblivious’ as is generally expected from a coaxial system. This 
could indicate, at least in part, a pattern of aggregate fields, 
with existing boundaries added to piecemeal on a slightly 
different alignment as expedient, or an aggregate system 
appended to an existing coaxial pattern. It is difficult to be 
certain as there are gaps in the picture in unexplored areas 
and the question needs to remain open until more of the 
south Ashford landscape is investigated. For now, the evidence 
emphasises a pattern of ditches, formed coaxially or not across 
the Brisley Farm–Westhawk Farm area, possibly encompassing 
an area of about 59ha. For comparison, a typical coaxial system 
covers around 200ha and can be as much as 1500ha, so in 
terms of potential size, this is not out of keeping, and suggests 
that there is more to be found (McOmish 2011, 3).

Construction of the fields
Yates also puts forward the argument that field construction is 
a response to increased animal population placing pressure on 
uncontrolled and relatively unmanaged grazing (Yates 2007, 
120). There is some circumstantial evidence of earlier tree 
removal at Brisley Farm, shown by the many irregular features 
found across the landscape, and it is possible that the land was 
cleared for grazing before the formal construction of the field 
boundaries.

The morphology of the field system (coaxial or aggregate) 
has some implications for the construction of the fields. For 
example, a coaxial system could suggest well-organised ditch-

digging working parties marshalled across the land whereas an 
aggregate system could be intermittently constructed, driven by 
necessity perhaps. Leading on from this, it is possible that there 
was less of an overt display of power and symbolism associated 
with the piecemeal construction of aggregate fields. In terms 
of individual boundary construction there was probably 
little difference between the construction methods used for a 
coaxial system and those used for aggregate examples. Yates 
provides an evocative reconstruction drawing of such boundary 
construction (2007, 133, fig 12.13).

Field size
There is enough evidence in some cases at Brisley Farm to 
extrapolate field sizes. Field OA8 in Area 6, for example, was 
around 0.5ha in area, while OA1 in Area 4 was around 0.29ha 
(if we assume that pit E[3865] is located next to a boundary 
beyond the edge of excavation). This places them at the higher 
end of the scale for Late Bronze Age systems and they are, 
for example, much larger than those found at Beechbrook 
Wood and Saltwood (Tim Champion, pers comm) although 
comparable in size to fields found elsewhere in southern 
England (McOmish 2011, 3). The large size of the fields is 
compatible with herd management and field OA8 is one of the 
clearer examples of this suggested function as it leads into the 
droveway/sheep-management system (TD4). There may, of 
course, have been internal subdivisions for which we now have 
no evidence.

Fig 2.9 Map of the Straits of Dover and the Thames 
estuary Later Bronze Age fields, enclosures and 
trackways (adapted from Yates 2007, fig. 3.3)
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Dating the ditch systems
The dating evidence from much of the ditches forming this 
system was sparse and the chronology suggested here is to 
an extent open to question. The few flint-tempered sherds 
recovered are not particularly diagnostic, although not out 
of place for the Bronze Age, and the flintwork recovered is 
probably of a Late Bronze Age date. The relative paucity of the 
pottery from the ditches and the difficulty of dating them is not 
surprising as the features may have been frequently (probably 
seasonally or bi-seasonally) cleaned out or recut. Yates suggests 
that fields may also have been reused at a later date, creating 
‘fossil’ systems and obviating the need for new constructions 
(Bradley and Yates 2007, 97).

Farming strategies
Yates suggests that these lowland systems would have had an 
emphasis on the raising of animals (Bradley and Yates 2007, 
97). Apart from the large rectangular fields themselves, there 
are other features that suggest animal management. There is, 
for instance, a possible waterhole, a common component of 
Late Bronze Age fields (Yates 2007, 16), although particularly 
frequent on the Thames Terraces (G Hayman, pers comm). 
Feature G34, although less deep and more extensive than 
a typical waterhole, was certainly pond-like in nature and 

could have served to water stock. It may be that further 
watering areas/features were incorporated further south, in 
the lower-lying land (which was not subject to archaeological 
investigation). Several droveways, characterised by parallel 
ditches, have been identified (eg, TD2–TD4). It is probable 
that these were used to control the movement of livestock. 
In particular, the smaller, narrower examples may have been 
used for the inspection and sorting of sheep (Pryor 1998, 103; 
Yates 2007, 17). This is particularly evident where the narrow 
droveway TD4 leads to the junction of three fields (OA8, 
OA10 and OA11) where, perhaps, breeding stock, cull stock 
and lambs were separated (Pryor 1998, 103). A comparison 
to Pryor’s example from the Early Bronze Age site at Fengate 
shows a clear similarity (Fig 2.11).

It is possible that the profiles of the ditches found in Areas 
3–4 and Area 6 are different because they served separate 
functions (Fig 2.12). If the system defined in Area 6 was 
primarily for sheep sorting, as suggested, smaller ditches and 
fences would have been required. It could be inferred, then, 
that the deeper and steeper ditches found in Areas 3–4 were 
primarily used to control the larger cattle.

Although it has been generally thought that the large field 
systems were primarily used for the rearing of cattle (Cunliffe 
2004, 61–81), Pryor’s interpretation of the Fengate ditch 

CHAPTER 2  Earlier Prehistoric (periods 1–2)

Fig 2.10 Plan of the field system at Brisley Farm, Christchurch CE High School and Westhawk Farm



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

30

system (1998, 100–105) and recent suggestions by Serjeantson 
indicate the growing importance of sheep herds in the Middle/
Late Bronze Age and the use of sheep’s milk (2007, 89).

Faunal remains from the Brisley Farm excavations did not 
survive well and the evidence for this period is limited, although 
there is an indication that cattle were the dominant species. 
Analysis of the faunal remains from Christchurch CE High 
School, where such evidence was better, shows that of the 119 
animal bone fragments collected, cattle comprised 65%, sheep 

31%, and pig made up the rest. Such evidence must be treated 
with a degree of caution. The selection process for deposition 
is unknown and the recovered animal remains may not be a 
direct reflection of the original proportions. It does, however, 
seem to suggest that cattle and sheep were the major part of the 
subsistence economy. This is not surprising: the heavy Weald 
Clay is not especially fertile or easy to farm and is better suited 
to animal husbandry. Environmental samples from Brisley Farm 
and Christchurch CE High School have produced little in the 
way of cultivated cereals for this period, or indeed for later 
periods, but there is some very limited evidence of cereal from 
the pollen data that potentially shows some arable activity. It 
was very sparse, however, and it is probably more likely that this 
pollen was a secondary deposit, derived from food brought to 
the site rather than grown in the vicinity.

The Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age environment
The location of Brisley Farm, on the spur of higher ground 
leading to Colemans’ Kitchen Wood and next to the low-lying 
flood plain to the south, was conducive to sheep and cattle 
farming. The seasonally waterlogged lowland would have 
created good, year-round pasture whilst the higher land of the 
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Fig 2.11 Plan of the Area 6 ditch system shown alongside interpretative plan of Early Bronze Age fields excavated at Fengate (from Pryor 1998)

Fig 2.12 Sections of ditches from Areas 3–4 and Area 6



31

CHAPTER 2  EARLIER PREHISTORIC (PERIODS 1–2)

spur would have provided a retreat for the stock in times of 
severe flooding.

The pollen evidence, although limited, supports this, with 
the exception of the limited cereal present, which may have 
been derived from foodstuffs and not necessarily representative 
of arable production. The samples suggest that the local 
environment was one of grassland – possibly pasture, with little 
local woodland as reflected in the reconstruction (Fig 2.13). 
This is in agreement with other data from southern England 
showing that the late prehistoric period was a time of major 
woodland clearance and especially of lime/linden (Tilia), 
which had remained widespread and important until the 
Bronze Age. After the Middle to Late Bronze Age ‘lime decline’ 
(although this was asynchronous and earlier at some southern 
English sites), which saw widespread removal of this previously 
dominant woodland, oak and hazel woodland remained, 
possibly subject to management (see Chapter 10.27). The 
representation of oak and hazel here is commensurate with this 
background remaining woodland and is seen in other Kentish 
sites noted above. The charcoal recovered was also mainly oak, 

which clearly formed the major fuel resource, although it is 
unclear whether this was from managed woodlands.

Settlement
Settlement associated with field systems tended to be isolated 
farmsteads of one or two structures, perhaps housing a single 
family or small social group (Yates 2007, 18). The evidence 
from the excavations seems to corroborate this with a possible 
settlement identified during the excavations at Christchurch 
CE High School, suggested by a concentration of pits and the 
potential structure ST35 (Fig 2.7).

Deposition practices
The Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age evidence has so far been 
discussed functionally, in terms of subsistence and settlement. 
This is an artificial division imposed to understand the data 
and it risks oversimplifying the evidence. The various pits 
found in some numbers at Christchurch CE High School 
and more rarely at Brisley Farm are difficult to explain on a 
purely functional basis. Storage, for example, seems unlikely 

Fig 2.13 Reconstruction view of Brisley Farm fields (from Yates 2007) © Casper Johnson

Fig. 2.13
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given the wet ground conditions and the apparent lack of crop 
production. Some of the shallower examples may have been 
used for ovens, although there is no direct evidence of in situ 
burning. It is possible that some of the larger pits (eg, G20 
and G520) may have served as wells, which typically have a 
straighter profile than waterholes and tend to be settlement- 
rather than stock-related (Yates 2007, 16). It is unclear whether 
pits G580 and G581 found at the Christchurch CE High 
School excavations, which contained mixed pottery and faunal 
assemblages but no identifiable vessels, were rubbish pits, as 
has often been assumed. Middens are frequently evidenced on 
Bronze Age sites, such as those in the Wessex region, notably 
at Potterne and East Chisenbury, Wiltshire (Cunliffe 2004, 
69–70) but there are no published examples of such Bronze 
Age middens from Kent. Many of the pits at Christchurch CE 
High School contained a substantial amount of pottery and 
varying amounts of animal bone. Some contained unusual 
deposits such as the quartz pebbles from G581 and the rubber 
stone from G586. The most notable artefacts of this type were 
the three vessels on the base of pit G580 and, at Brisley Farm, 
the clay weight at base of pit G20.

Since the work of Hill (1995) and others, it has become 
clear that such deposits are unlikely to be the result of casual 
discard and have almost certainly been deliberately selected for 
deposition. Although this work was applied to a later, Iron Age, 
data set, the phenomenon is also apparent in many Bronze Age 
contexts. Yates suggests that special (also variously known as 
‘structured’, ‘placed’ or ‘ritual’) deposits appear to emphasise 
significant points in the landscape, perhaps relating to 
boundaries (Yates 2007, 18). Although there is no evidence of 
such deposits within the boundary ditches of the south Ashford 
landscape at this time, the location of some of the pits may be 
important in this regard. Pit G20 was located on what may 
have been the convergence of two trackways near a boundary 
edge and pits G580, G581 and G586 may define the edge of 
a settlement extending east, beyond the limit of excavation. A 
further example of a feature associated with a boundary is pit 
G31, located adjacent to a field ditch at the base of Colemans’ 
Kitchens Wood. The Beechbrook Wood excavations also 
uncovered several pits of Late Bronze Age date associated with 
field boundaries (Brady 2006, 24).

It is possible to envisage pits such as G20 and G580 
being deliberately excavated to deposit the clay weight and the 
three vessels. What may be significant is that these artefacts 
are from the domestic or everyday sphere, suggesting that the 
division of sacred and profane was blurred or non-existent at 
this time. There are differences between the two: one pit is 

near or within the supposed settlement area, while one is well 
out into the fields, but both are located in a space also used 
for other activities (animal rearing and ‘everyday’ occupation). 
The succession of layers in pit G20 may suggest intermittent, 
perhaps seasonal, infilling, whilst pit G580 was probably 
infilled soon after excavation. Given the low-lying area and 
seasonally high water table, it is also worth considering that the 
pits and the possible wells G20 and G520 contained standing 
water when they were first dug. The deposition of artefacts in 
such watery contexts is well attested, for example at Perry Oaks, 
Heathrow (Framework Archaeology 2006, 142–50). The large 
scale of the Bronze Age landscape uncovered in the excavations 
around south Ashford and the few examples found of such 
features suggest that this pit-digging process was an extremely 
rare event.

These ideas have been taken forward by Bradley, who 
argues that prehistoric life should be seen in terms of 
ritualisation. He defines this as a way of acting that reveals 
some of the dominant concerns of society and a process by 
which certain parts of life are selected and provided with added 
emphasis (Bradley 2005, 34). This process, he considers, may 
have permeated the whole of society and have a direct bearing 
on, or even may be the reason for, much or all of the material 
culture recovered from prehistoric sites.

Summary
The evidence from Brisley Farm and Christchurch CE High 
School in the Bronze Age and Early Iron Age periods has 
revealed a system of fields with localised occupation areas 
that fits into the known regional framework. There is also 
evidence of the deposition of items at various times and in 
varying contexts. The reasons behind the deposition of these 
artefacts are naturally problematic but potentially revealing. 
The relationship to the hill of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood may 
be significant, as evidenced by the location of pit G31. Perhaps 
there were subtly different motivations or methods for the 
deposition of artefacts in the fields and in the occupation area 
although, as Yates highlights, there does seem to be a concern 
with boundaries (2007, 18). However, these events take place 
in the spheres of occupation and farming and involve domestic 
or ordinary artefacts, which suggests that these ‘ritualistic’ 
actions are inextricably integrated with everyday life. What 
is also clear is that only a fraction of this process is revealed 
and that considerable information will have been lost as a 
result of truncation by later ploughing and the aggressive 
soil conditions. Even so, the excavations at Brisley Farm, 
Christchurch CE High School and Westhawk Farm offer a 
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glimpse into the life of prehistoric farmers in the northern 
Weald. This supposed marginal land was until recently not 
thought to be settled at all during the Bronze Age and Early 
Iron Age. Now with new data from recent excavations it can be 
shown to fit into the wider pattern of occupation found across 
the Thames valley and Kent in riverine and coastal locations. 
This potentially equates to a significant period of economic 
expansion and a shift in the regional power and wealth to 
the lowlands of eastern England, away from the traditional 
hierarchies of Wessex (Yates 2007, 17).
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CHAPTER 3  MIDDLE/LATE IRON AGE (PERIOD 3)

3.1  INTRODUCTION

Following the widespread settlement of the land in the Late 
Bronze Age to Early Iron Age, there is no further evidence of 
archaeological activity until much later in the 1st millennium 
BC (Fig 3.1). Although the dating is uncertain, the reoccupation 
of the land appears to have taken place c 100 BC (period 3; 
see Chapter 1.9). The apparent lack of occupation from c 
700 BC to c 100 BC, traditionally the Early and Middle Iron 
Ages, is typical across many of the lowland areas of southern 
Britain. Abandonment is particularly evident in those areas 
that previously saw the landscape organised in rectilinear fields 
and may have been the result of a number of regional and local 
processes (Champion 2007a, 300). Work on the High Speed 
1 rail scheme (CTRL) has revealed fairly extensive activity in 
the Early to Middle Iron Age, particularly in north-west Kent 

(Morris 2006, 71, fig. 3.2), and many of these sites also produced 
evidence for Middle and Late Bronze Age activity (Champion 
2011, 180). However, it is unclear whether this represents direct 
continuity since the earliest Iron Age (800–600 BC) has been 
only tentatively identified ceramically (Morris 2006, 71, fig 
3.2). In the south-eastern part of the High Speed 1 route, nearer 
Brisley Farm, there is slightly less evidence of Early and Middle 
Iron Age activity although both Beechbrook Wood and Little 
Stock Farm were occupied in these periods (Brady 2006, 25–30; 
Ritchie 2006, 6–9).

The evidence for reoccupation at Brisley Farm includes large 
fields and smaller, curvilinear enclosures, defined in some cases 
with respect to earlier period 2, phase 2 boundaries or alignments. 
There is also some limited structural evidence. This period laid the 
foundations for the rapid and intensive archaeological sequence that 
developed through the Late Iron Age and into the Roman period.

CHAPTER 3  MIDDLE/LATE IRON AGE (PERIOD 3)

Fig 3.1 Plan of period 3 features at Brisley Farm
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3.2  ENCLOSED SPACES AND OPEN 
FIELDS: ANIMAL HUSBANDRY AND 
THE FIRST STRUCTURES

A system of fields, tracks and enclosures was created at the 
base of the hill of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood (Fig 3.1). Though 
ephemeral in places, this system provides good evidence for 
animal control practices and occupation at this time.

TRACK/DROVEWAY 6 (AREA 7)
Track/Droveway 6 (TD6) was a probable trackway, 2.20m 
wide, formed by roughly parallel ditches G69, G73 and G70 
(Fig 3.2). Ditch G69 may be a redefinition of the northern 
boundary, replacing possible earlier ditch G73 and perhaps 
leading into field or enclosure OA30 to the east. The northern 
ditch, G69, respected the curve of circular Structure 2 (ST2; 
see below) and may therefore have been contemporary with 
and enclosed this potential building (Fig 3.3). To the south, 

Fig 3.2 Plan of period 3 features (Areas 7 and 8)
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the trackway was defined by ditch G70, which appeared to 
lead into the partly enclosed space, OA24, and probably 
continued as a boundary into the succeeding period. TD6 was 
aligned with the apex of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood and may 
have formed one of the main routes to this hill. Although the 
modest assemblage recovered from the trackway ditches is 
dominated by flint-tempered sherds, there are also many iron 
oxide-rich sherds in it, which suggests that they were likely 
to have been infilling during the Middle/Late Iron Age. Few 
diagnostic forms are present, although one vessel may be from a 
straight-sided jar (Thompson 1982, 235: form C3).

POST-BUILT STRUCTURE 2 AND ENCLOSURE 
OA23 (AREA 7)
Just to the north of TD6 was a possible square enclosure, OA23 
(Fig 3.3), indicatively 20m wide and defined by truncated and 
intermittent gullies. This enclosure was open to the north, 
although this is probably a result of feature truncation by 
later ploughing. Within the centre of this enclosure was a 
group of ten postholes (G66) which formed a circular pattern, 
approximately 9.0m in diameter. These postholes generally 
had a vertical-sided profile and were 0.05–0.25m in depth, 

probably truncated by later ploughing. At the south-east arc 
of this circle, there were two postholes angled away from each 
other at 45° (H[7399] and H[7403]) and in the centre were 
several postholes (G214) although with no evident pattern. 
There was no direct dating evidence from the postholes; the 
structure (ST2) has been dated by its spatial relationship with 
enclosure OA23 and the pottery, including most of a flint-
tempered jar, in adjacent ditch G69 possibly deposited whilst 
the structure was in use.

This may have been a circular building, the posts possibly 
being upright stakes for wattle walling. There was no indication 
of any ring-gully. The angled posts at the south-east are 
something of an enigma, being an unlikely formation for a 
doorway although it is perhaps significant that these unusual 
post settings are located in the south-east quadrant, the typical 
location of the entrance in roundhouses (Oswald 1997, 94). It 
may be that there were further postholes, now lost or undetected, 
which might explain this arrangement, or that these posts 
represent an embellishment or enhancement of the entrance.

Fig 3.3 Detailed plan of ST2 and TD6 (Area 7)



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

38

SPINAL DITCH G71 (AREA 7)
This ditch is central to the understanding of the development 
in Area 7 and is also important to the wider archaeological 
landscape (Fig 3.2). It was one of the more substantial features 
excavated and formed a major north–south boundary, 1.30–
1.40m wide and up to 0.50m deep. It defined the western 
extent of a series of enclosures or fields, which lay to its east 
(Fig 3.4), and also formed a right angle with TD6 (the critical 
juncture of these two features was beyond the limit of the 
excavation area). There was some evidence of recutting as in 
places the profile was stepped. On the base of the feature was 
the majority of a grog-tempered vessel.

At another location in the ditch was a further vessel, this 
time of medieval date (period 7, phase 1). Here there was 
clearer evidence of recutting (see Chapter 8.3, ‘Trackway and 
fields’). This suggests that the ditch continued as a boundary 
from the prehistoric into the medieval periods. It need not 
have been open for all of this time but may have been visible 
as a landscape feature defined, for example, by hedges or a low 
bank. This boundary also appeared to be aligned at right angles 
to the still extant Green Lane, to the south.

ENCLOSED SPACES OA24, OA25 AND OA27 
(AREA 7)
Three small enclosures or parts of enclosures (spaces OA24, 
OA25 and OA27) were located to the south of the main east–
west-aligned TD6 and were bounded to the west by the spinal 
ditch G71 (Fig 3.4).

The first area, OA24, was a funnel-shaped enclosure 
defined by ditches. The southern of these ditches, G72 
(0.80m wide and 0.45m deep), contained the single largest 
Middle/Late Iron Age pottery assemblage from the Areas 5–8 
excavations. Nearly 1.5kg of pottery came from this ditch, 
including a scatter of possibly residual flint-tempered sherds 
alongside an assemblage dominated by sand-tempered sherds. 
The only forms present are necked jars and a straight-sided jar 
(Thompson form C3), pointing to a Middle/Late Iron Age date 
for the infilling. This pottery was found within a 1.00m-long 
stretch on the base of the ditch, suggesting that the vessels 
may all have been deposited at the same time. The lack of silt 
beneath the vessels also suggests that they were placed soon 
after the cutting or cleaning out of the feature. The pottery 
may indicate the proximity of occupation, although this should 
not be assumed. Interestingly, nothing was recovered from 
the terminal segment. The function of enclosure OA24 is not 
clear, although its distinctive shape suggests the funnelling of 

livestock. It may also be associated with TD6, which accessed 
the enclosure from the east.

In addition to possible animal control, other activities 
occurred in enclosure OA24. Three pits, G279, were located 
near the boundary ditch G70 (Fig 3.3). These pits contained 
pottery and some minimal evidence of burning.

A double line of postholes, post alignment ST37, led from 
OA24, over ditch G70 and into TD6. Although undated, they 
appeared to be spatially associated with the other period 3 
features. A likely function of this structure was the control of 
livestock, perhaps bridging the ditch and creating an expedient, 
fenced, funnel-type entrance. An area of silt adjacent to the 
ditch possibly represents trampling.

Spaces OA25 and OA27 were curvilinear enclosed fields 
bounded by main north–south ditch G71 (Fig 3.4). This space 
extended into the wider but ephemeral system of ditches to the 
east in Area 8.

PROBABLE FIELDS OA28–OA30 AND TRACK/
DROVEWAY 7 (AREA 8)
These spaces were defined by a series of morphologically similar 
gullies, whose shallow (<0.10m deep) and ephemeral nature 
left little indication of the former landscape (Fig 3.2). They 
were generally thinner than those to the west in Area 7, with 

Fig 3.4 Detailed plan of ditch G71 (Area 7)
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an average width of less than 0.50m. As far as it is possible to 
judge, given the evidence, it seems that spaces OA28–OA30 
were a series of fields (or, in the case of OA28, perhaps a small 
animal pen), and that they represent a continuation of the 
remains identified immediately to the west in Area 7. Linear 
space TD7 appeared to be the remnant of a trackway, which 
was aligned toward TD6 in Area 7, and may have been a 
continuation of this feature turned towards a more north–south 
alignment. This track may have led into possible pen/paddock 
OA28. With the exception of ditch G79 (part of TD7), from 
which sand-tempered pottery was recovered, these features have 
been dated on a spatial and morphological basis.

RECTANGULAR FIELDS OA149 AND OA19–
OA21 (AREAS 5 AND 6)
Rectangular spaces OA19 and OA20 were two large fields, 
providing good evidence of the Middle/Late Iron Age 
reorganisation of the Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age 
landscape. Although broadly on the same alignment, these 
fields were larger – c 80 × 110m as exposed – than the earlier 
examples. A very small assemblage of pottery came from 
narrow ditch G59. Some sherds are flint-tempered and 
probably residual as the glauconite- and grog-tempered sherds 
indicate a Middle/Late Iron Age date for the infilling. The fill 
of this ditch also contained large fragments of oak (Quercus sp) 
from both slow-grown and moderate–fast-grown trees. Field 
OA20 continued on to the lower slopes of Colemans’ Kitchen 
Wood. It would seem probable that, like their predecessors, the 
fields were used for raising and controlling livestock.

Fig 3.5 Plan of period 3 features (Area 6)
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TRACKS/DROVEWAYS
Track/Droveway 17 (TD17) represents the possible 
continuation of the earlier TD4 (period 2, phase 2). Although 
there was no direct dating evidence, it seems likely that a 
boundary still existed in this vicinity to divide fields OA19 and 
OA20 (Fig 3.5).

The northern boundary of fields OA19 and OA20 was 
formed of two parallel ditches creating a 4.50m-wide trackway, 
TD5. Two terminal ends, ditches G60 and G61, formed an 
entrance and the northern ditch petered out just beyond this 
gap. This track was aligned north-west to south-east and may 
have led to Colemans’ Kitchen Wood. It is also on the same 
alignment and broadly in line with trackway or linear space 
TD10 in Areas 3–4 (period 4). A small amount of pottery 
was recovered from this track/droveway, including sherds of 
glauconite- and grog-tempered material. There did not appear 
to be any direct access from this track into the southern fields, 
OA19 and OA20.

3.3  AN ENCLOSED SETTLEMENT OR 
CORRAL?

ENCLOSURE OA17
The main focus of activity in Areas 3–4 was a penannular 
enclosure, OA17 (Fig 3.6). Its function was not obvious – it 
could have been either a small settlement enclosure or a corral for 
marshalling stock, and the two possibilities are explored below. 
The enclosure was approximately 18m long and 11m wide.

There was a marked difference between the ditches 
defining this space. To the north, west and south, a substantial 
(c 1.10m wide and 0.70m deep) V-shaped ditch separated the 
enclosed space from the surrounding fields. This ditch showed 
at least three episodes of cutting and recutting (Fig 3.7). 
Stratigraphically the earliest cut was ditch G217 (not visible on 
Fig 3.7), evident only in the southern boundary and replaced 
by the main enclosure ditch G35. The northern and part of the 
western boundary ditch G35 was then recut by ditch G39. The 
final cutting, by ditch G48, was shallower and gentler in profile.

The pottery from this sequence is discussed in detail in 
Chapter 10.5. There is little difference in the composition of 
the assemblages from each group: all are dominated by sand-
tempered sherds, but also contain quantities of glauconite-
rich and flint-tempered sherds, as well as small quantities of 

Right
Fig 3.7 Detailed plan of enclosure 
OA17, showing key ditch groups and 
sections (Area 4)

Left
Fig 3.6 Plan of period 3 features 
(Area 4)
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grog-tempered pottery. Bead-rim jars with combed/furrowed 
decoration are common, as well as straight-sided (Fig 3.8, 
nos 7–10) and round-bodied jars (nos 12–13), a very thick-
walled storage jar (no 15) and an everted-rim jar (no 11) were 
present. There are sherd links between G35 and G39, which 
show no difference in condition, and there is no pattern of 
one dominant fabric being replaced by another, as was initially 
supposed at the assessment stage (Lyne 2003). A possible fired 
clay loom weight (broken and incomplete) was recovered from 
G35 and a fired clay slingshot was present in ditch G39.

Twenty fragments of animal tooth were recovered from 
ditch G35, 15 of which were identifiable as horse. There were 
also nine fragments of sheep mandible and 14 fragments of 
unidentifiable bone, both charred and calcified. From ditch G39 
came 76 unidentifiable fragments of animal bone, 22 of them 
teeth. Twenty-three cattle-size teeth fragments were identified 
along with five sheep-size ribs, all of which were calcined.

The eastern ditch, in contrast, formed by ditches G41, 
G46 and G37, was less substantial. Gully G41 was sporadic 
and ephemeral but provided evidence of the earliest cutting of 
this side of the enclosure. In some respects this ditch group was 
similar in form to G217 on the southern side and may have 
been part of the same episode – the ephemeral remains of the 
original enclosure ditches. Ditch G46, a further recut, contained 

a handmade, round-bodied, sand-tempered jar (SAND1; see 
Chapter 10.5) (Fig 3.8, no 13) and 32 unidentifiable fragments 
of animal bone and sheep cranial fragments. The fill of final 
recut, ditch G37, contained a moderate amount of cattle teeth 
and a few fragments of sheep bone.

There was a clear though intriguing entrance to the 
enclosure (Fig 3.7). Unusually, this entrance lay to the north 
and was formed by the terminal end of ditch G48. Opposite 
this, the eastern enclosure ditch G41 continued for 6.00m 
before terminating (although less convincingly). This created 
an offset, 6m-wide wide, entrance aligned to the north-east, 
in the direction of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood. In keeping with 
many observations made about Iron Age enclosures (Hill 1995) 
the ditches on the western side of the entrance were a focus of 
activity, as shown by the deposits of pottery and animal bone 
on the base of ditch G48, which was the final recutting of the 
enclosure. These deposits included two semi-complete vessels 
in quartz-rich fabrics, a section of a flint-tempered necked jar 
as well as a considerable amount of individual but undiagnostic 
sherds. The remains of a cattle mandible, including 14 
fragments of teeth and further unidentifiable calcined 
fragments, were also present.

This enclosure produced one of the greatest concentrations 
of artefactual stone recovered from the excavations, including 
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Fig 3.8 Pottery vessels nos 7–13 and 15 from OA17 and no 14 from OA18
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two quern fragments, one definitely of Kentish origin (although 
not from the known Folkestone quarry), a hammerstone and a 
hone (see Chapter 10.11). Perhaps deliberately, these artefacts 
were confined to the southern half of enclosure OA17.

Fewer artefacts were recovered from the terminal area of 
G41, which may be in keeping with the differing nature of its 
morphology, and perhaps use, compared to the western half of 
the enclosure ditch.

There were no clear structures or indeed any features 
in OA17, apart from pit group G528 in the interior of the 
enclosure. Of these only one was of interest, containing a large 
and dense deposit of charcoal and 18g of unabraded sand-
tempered pottery.

In the succeeding period, the Late Iron Age, ring-gully ST8 
was placed in this location. It may have been a continuation of 
earlier, but undetected, occupation in period 3, suggesting that 
this was perhaps a settlement enclosure. A possible alternative 
is that the space was used as a stock enclosure, and certainly the 
penannular form, the unusual entrance and the relationship to 
TD19 – which may have served to funnel livestock around 
the south and east of enclosure OA17 and into the northern 
entrance – could support this.

LINEAR SPACE OA18
Ditches G44 and G50 formed an irregular, but broadly linear, 
space adjacent to the entrance of enclosure OA17 (Fig 3.7). 
Although these ditches contained a scatter of grog-tempered 
and sand-tempered pottery sherds, pieces of a glauconite-
tempered jar with combed/furrowed decoration on the exterior 
dominate the small assemblage. Ditch G44 contained the 
remains of cattle maxillae, including upper molars and 18 
fragments of cattle-size teeth, one fragment of cattle cranium 
and three fragments of horse teeth.

These ephemeral (<0.10m in depth) ditches seemed to 
be spatially related to the main enclosure. Perhaps they were 
the remnants of its earliest cutting, which was also identified 
sporadically in the enclosure ditches. Another possibility is that 
this is further evidence of focus or elaboration in the vicinity of 
the entrance, perhaps as part of a stock-control mechanism.

TRACK/DROVEWAY 19
To the south of enclosure OA17 was TD19 (Figs 3.6 and 3.7), 
a linear space created by the southern boundary ditch of OA17 
and ditch G40, which was a fairly shallow (c 0.20–0.30m deep) 
V-shaped feature. This possible track was aligned approximately 

east–west and seemed to lead to large well or waterhole G53. 
It may have been used to lead livestock to the waterhole and 
perhaps also provided access to or from the potential avenue 
of posts, ST36, postulated in Alternative Landscape Model 1 
(see below). It could also have served to funnel animals through 
OA18 and towards the entrance of enclosure OA17. Ditch G40 
was clearly cut by ditches G174–G176 (period 4, phase 2) and, 
although dating is uncertain, it sits well stratigraphically and 
spatially in this period. Although there was no direct evidence, 
it is possible this track continued east past the waterhole with 
ditch G36 forming a northern boundary. Ditch G230, extant 
in period 4, phase 2, may have had its origins here and would 
thus have created a southern boundary to the track in this area.

OPEN AREA 15 AND WATERHOLE G53
Field OA15 was a large open area defined to the south by ditch 
G36; scattered pits and postholes G54, G56 and G51 were 
present in the south-west corner (Fig 3.6 and 3.7). One pit in 
group G56 produced an assemblage of charred acorn (Quercus 
sp) cotyledons from fill E[3595]. Although the 105 fragments 
probably only amounted to six or seven acorns this quantity 
probably rules out accidental charring amongst fuelwood, 
meaning that the acorns could have been a food resource (see 
Chapter 10.24).

The pits and postholes were focused on waterhole G53, 
which was also located in the corner of this field. This was a large 
feature, perhaps the product partly of converging ditches creating 
a sump or well and partly of deliberate excavation. Roughly 
circular in plan, it was 4.50m in diameter and 1.60m deep. 
Its multiple fills point to a number of silting and waterlogging 
events. This feature formed a focal point for the activity in this 
area and was probably used for the watering of stock.

The pottery assemblage (Fig 3.9) from the waterhole is 
dominated by grog-tempered sherds, although a proportion 
is also in quartz-rich and glauconite fabrics with a scatter of 
flint-tempered sherds. From the basal fill, a jar with a rippled 
neck (no 16) was recovered. This is a common form in Kent, 
and is typologically early in the Belgic-style pottery sequence 
(Thompson 1982, 123: Form B2–3). Five sherds, possibly from 
the same vessel, have round bosses applied to the exterior (no 
19), a typically Kentish decorative technique that has been 
found on only two vessels at Brisley Farm (see Chapter 10.5). 
Other vessel forms include bases with slight footrings and 
bead-rim jars with prominent internal thickening (eg no 17). 
A rounded handle in a grog-tempered fabric (no 18) probably 
comes from a jug, a relatively rare form that first appears in the 
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1st century AD, suggesting that this large feature was subject 
to infilling for some time or that the handle is intrusive. Grog-
tempered sherds from a probable wide-mouthed bowl (form 
D1–4) date to the late 1st century BC/early 1st century AD. 
Fragments of cattle cranium, teeth and rib were also recovered.

ALTERNATIVE LANDSCAPE MODEL 1:
OPEN SPACE OA16, STRUCTURE 1 AND 
STRUCTURE 36
In the vicinity of waterhole G53 was double post alignment 
ST1, ten postholes arranged in two rows of five (Fig 3.10). 
The southernmost three on each side were substantial, the 
remainder more ephemeral. These postholes have been assigned 
to period 4, phase 2 and are described in detail there (see 
Chapter 5.9). It is possible, however, that they were associated 
with the period 3 remains and this alternative is outlined here. 
The spatial relationships to the surrounding period 3 features 
are informative although not without difficulties. The posts 
were aligned with the eastern edge of waterhole G53 and 
terminated a metre from its edge. This waterhole seems to have 
been a focus for period 3 activity and the posts may have been 
extant in this period.

Some 10–15m to the north was another parallel 
arrangement of postholes, ST36, on the same alignment and 
perhaps a continuation of ST1. When assigned to period 3, 
these postholes are located in the open field OA15, to the north 
of boundary ditch G36. Like the northernmost four postholes 
of ST1 they were fairly insubstantial. It is thought more 
probable, however, that they were associated with ring-gully 
Structure 7 (G218) in period 4, phase 1 (see Chapter 4.3).

16

17

18 19

0 10cm

Fig 3.9 Pottery nos 16–19 from from waterhole G53

Fig 3.10 Alternative Landscape 
Model 1: plan of ST1 postholes and 
possible continuation, postholes 
ST36 (Area 4)
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If the Alternative Landscape Model presented here is the 
correct interpretation, it is tempting and not implausible to see 
the two groups of posts, ST1 and ST36, as part of an avenue 
or processional way and a precursor to the later sacred use of 
the site. It is also possible that they served a more mundane 
purpose for the management of stock and sheep and they could 
have controlled access to the waterhole G53 and to TD19. The 
four less substantial posts may have been for a removable gate 
or hurdle to control animal movement.

A third interpretation – but it is the least likely – is that 
both ST1 and ST36 represent four-post or six-post structures, 
usually interpreted as granaries. Against this, the coherent 
alignment of the ST1 postholes suggests that they should 
be considered a single entity and, similarly, ST36 fits better 
in association either with ST1 or, perhaps more likely, with 
building ST7 (period 4, phase 1).

ARTEFACT DISTRIBUTION PLOTS
Distribution plots were completed for the following artefact 
classes: pottery, burnt clay, stone objects, animal bone 
by species (Fig 3.11). As the plots show, artefacts were 
concentrated in the enclosure ditches of OA17.

Pottery distribution
There is a concentration on the north and west side of the 
enclosure with few deposits on the east. The distribution 
also seems to cluster slightly toward the entrance or front of 
the enclosure.

Burnt clay
Burnt clay was more ubiquitous than either pottery or animal 
bone, occurring throughout the enclosure ditches, although 
there is a greater concentration to the south and east.

Animal bone
The animal bone recovered was almost entirely from the eastern 
and southern ditches forming enclosure OA17. Regarding 
species, the amounts of sheep and cattle are broadly comparable 
and typically seem to have occurred in association. The south of 
the enclosure sees one of the rare occurrences of horse remains 
found in association with cattle and sheep. Pig is under-
represented with none recovered from the enclosure, although a 
pit to the south-east (G51) did contain pig bone.

Stone objects
Quernstones were rare from the Iron Age phases at Brisley Farm 
and it is significant that there are two fragments from the enclosure 
ditches, again concentrated to the south and east.

3.4  DISCUSSION

CHRONOLOGY
Problems of chronology and terminology are inherent in Iron 
Age studies (Haselgrove & Pope 2007, 2–5; Hamilton 2007, 
82). Although the stratigraphic sequence recorded during the 
excavations is generally straightforward, the dating framework 
for this sequence is problematic: there were no high-calibre 
samples suitable for scientific dating and so reliance has had to 
be placed on pottery assemblages despite problems with close-
dating the material present.

At the assessment stage, the pottery from period 3 was 
characterised as a saucepan assemblage typical of the Middle 
Iron Age (Lyne 2003, 43), but subsequent analysis showed 
that these are far more likely to be jar forms, typical of the 
Middle/Late Iron Age – a date range also supported by the 
stratigraphic sequence. The prevalence of quartz-rich fabrics 
over grog-tempering, however, is in contrast to the later, period 
4, assemblages, where grog temper dominates and is indicative 
of an earlier date. This dating problem is not unique to Brisley 
Farm and is part of a broader issue relating to the period 
(Champion 2007a, 300–302). Still, the possibility that this 
sequence is incorrect should not be ignored, with the supposed 
hiatus in occupation in the Middle Iron Age being the result of 
assigning features to the wrong period (ibid, 300).

CONTINUITY OR REOCCUPATION?
The ceramic and stratigraphic evidence suggests a hiatus in 
the occupation of Brisley Farm from the end of the Late 
Bronze Age/Early Iron Age until the Middle/Late Iron Age. 
On purely morphological grounds, the fill of the early (period 
2, phase 2) ditches tended to be of a distinctive leeched, 
pale consistency, whilst the rest of the features were a fairly 
homogeneous mid grey-brown, which is circumstantial 
evidence at least of some distance in time between the 
infilling episodes.

Many researchers have noted that the pattern of Late 
Bronze Age land use does not continue into the Iron Age (eg, 
Bradley et al 1994, 149; Bradley & Yates 2007, 97; Champion 
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2007a, 300; Hill 2007, 18). However, the re-establishment of 
field systems and occupation in previously occupied areas in 
the Late Iron Age is well attested across the south-east lowland 
in general and in Kent itself (Glass 1999; Champion 2007a, 
300). This probable hiatus in occupation is in keeping with the 
suggestion made by Bradley (2007, 226–52) and Yates (2007) 
of a wide-scale systemic collapse at the end of the Late Bronze 
Age/earliest Iron Age. There are likely to have been a number 
of reasons for this, including soil degradation, but a primary 
one may have been the disruption of the supply of imported 
metalwork, on which social systems seem to have been based 
(Bradley 2007, 226).

Champion (2007a, 300–301) highlights a number of 
possible reasons for the apparent lack of evidence from the 
lowlands after the Early Iron Age. As discussed above, the 
ceramic evidence is generally poor so we may in fact be 
looking at a continuous sequence without realising it. Given 
the homogeneity of the phenomena though, this is probably 
unlikely. Another option is that much of the lowlands really 
was unoccupied, with a large-scale shift in the population, 
but, as Champion notes, this is not supported by current 
environmental evidence. On the other hand, ongoing research 
into alluvial deposits in these lowland areas perhaps suggests a 
general rise in water levels, which may have had an effect (Dave 
Dunkin, pers comm). Another alternative is that the land 

Fig 3.11 Distribution plots of pottery, burnt clay, animal bone and stone artefacts in relation to OA17/OA18 (Area 4)
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was occupied but in such a way as to leave no archaeological 
trace, possibly (as Champion suggests) concentrated on 
cereal production, where field divisions would not necessarily 
be needed and agriculture could be carried out without a 
recognisable archaeological signature. The evidence from all 
the periods at Brisley Farm, though, up to and including the 
Roman, does not support this, for there is little indication of 
cereal growth or crop processing.

Yates’s recent work has shown that in the majority of cases 
the area that was occupied shifted from the Late Bronze Age 
to the Iron Age with little use of relict field systems, and that 
where new systems were established they rarely took much 
account of their predecessors (2007, 112). At Overton Down, 
Wiltshire, for example, the Iron Age settlement pattern had 
little spatial association with the underlying Bronze Age fields 

(Bradley & Yates 2007, 94). Elements of the Iron Age evidence 
at Brisley Farm seem to counter this, with some period 2, phase 
2 boundaries remaining or being reused in period 3, although 
there is some realignment of the wider pattern.

It is worth emphasising the point that boundaries may 
exist and still be in use for many hundreds of years after their 
associated ditches, from which our dating evidence is derived, 
ceased to be maintained (recut or cleaned out). There is good 
evidence from Brisley Farm that hedged fields survived from 
the Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age until the Middle/Late Iron 
Age and strongly influenced how the land was managed, even 
though their ditches had long since silted up. This is explored 
further below.

Fig 3.12 Plan of period 2, phase 
2 ditches overlain by period 3 
ditches, showing the redefinition 
of Bronze Age fields (Area 6)
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RESPECT FOR ANCIENT BOUNDARIES?
The Middle/Late Iron Age period is characterised by 
reinvestment in the landscape around Brisley Farm. In Areas 7 
and 8 there was good evidence for stock-management systems 
with the enclosure OA24 funnelling into (or from) the main 
east–west track TD6 (Figs 3.2 and 3.3). In Area 6, the field 
system set out in period 2 was redefined and some boundaries 
reused (Fig 3.12). There is very little indication from the 
charred plant evidence that arable agriculture was important, 
weeds of damp-/wet-ground habitats being absent from all 
prehistoric samples. The environmental evidence, therefore, 
circumstantially suggests pastoral rather than arable-based 
subsistence (see Chapter 10.24)

The pattern of relative adherence to earlier boundaries 
is also seen in Area 4 to the south, where the waterhole G53 
broadly respects the boundary of the Bronze Age field OA3 
and the enclosure ditches forming OA17 also have similar 
alignments to earlier boundaries (Fig 3.13). Intriguingly, the 
eastern boundary of enclosure OA17 also cuts though the 
ancient entrance of the Bronze Age system, although this may 
be coincidental.

The most intensive period 3 activity in Area 4 was 
concentrated on the boundaries between three period 2 fields. 
This apparent concern with the earlier landscape may be 

coincidental, resulting from the relative density of occupation 
in the two periods in the area. However, it may have also been 
functionally expedient to reuse existing boundaries and there 
may be other, more symbolic and fundamental, reasons why 
this phase of Middle/Late Iron Age occupation was centred 
on important nodes in the earlier prehistoric landscape. These 
continuing alignments assume that the earlier ditches, hedges, 
banks or fences were still visible after perhaps four centuries 
of abandonment and suggest that some of the fields may have 
been grazed or cleared during this time. Perhaps, then, this is 
circumstantial evidence that the land was not totally abandoned 
during this intervening period but used intermittently without 
direct archaeological trace.

A few parallels for this apparent respect of ancient 
boundaries have been identified on other sites, with perhaps 
the best example coming from the Terminal 5 excavations at 
Heathrow airport. Here a Middle Iron Age settlement was 
established in what is thought to have been an open block of 
land within earlier Late Bronze Age fields and seems to respect 
these earlier boundaries (Framework Archaeology 2006, 176 
and fig 4.6). Westhawk Farm, to the south-east of Brisley Farm, 
also provides a possible example. It has been noted here that 
Romano-British boundary ditches (period 2, phase 2) adhered 
to the same broad north-east–south-west trajectory as the 

Fig 3.13 Plan of period 3 Middle/Late 
Iron Age enclosure concentrated on 
period 2 field systems (Area 4)
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Bronze Age field system and were, potentially, aligned with 
respect to the early landscape (Booth et al 2008, 25).

In the Wessex region there has been extensive investigation 
of the development of large coaxial systems in the Bronze Age 
and Early/Middle Iron Age (Bradley et al 1994) and into their 
relationship to later land use. Although concerned with this 
earlier period, a relevant observation is made by Cunliffe, who 
suggests that the unconformity between the linear ditches and 
the earlier fields implies that the earlier systems ownership were 
in some way overturned (2004, 74). In contrast, it is argued 
here (albeit for a later period) that the conformity between 
aspects of the Middle/Late Iron Age and Late Bronze Age/
Early Iron Age land use implies a respect for, or association 
with, the old landscape and traditions. Champion (2007a, 
302) highlights this, suggesting that whatever the nature of 
intermediate human activity, the location of later fields (and 
enclosures) may have been deliberately chosen to coincide with 
the earlier, implying a long-term memory of previous land use.

MEANINGS AND SYMBOLISM
Possibly this was a way of validating a claim to the land, 
with certain ancient elements incorporated into the new 
and imposing system. The act of digging the boundary and 
enclosure ditches next to, or through, still-visible earlier hedges 
or fences must have been powerfully symbolic. This symbolism 
is something that is emphasised by Taylor (1997, 203) in a 
study of the Bronze Age–Romano-British landscape of Maxey, 
Cambridgeshire. His paper highlights the transformation in 
the Late Iron Age–Romano-British period of a 1st-millennium 
BC landscape of ditches – which may itself have incorporated 
earlier ceremonial places – by the overlying of former 
boundaries or their integration into new settlement enclosures. 
He suggests that the siting of these new settlements on such 
locations would have held particular significance as transitional 
places cutting across long-established boundaries and tying 
neighbouring communities more closely together (Taylor 1997, 
203). Moore has noted a similar phenomenon at Frocester, 
Gloucestershire, where a Middle Iron Age enclosure was located 
over Late Bronze Age–Early Iron Age trackways, elements of 
which were also assimilated into the new earthworks (Moore 
2007, 268–9). It seems the Iron Age settlement of the lowlands 
of Kent, at least from the Brisley Farm evidence, may have had 
similar concerns.

Yet the foundation of the new Iron Age landscape appears 
more complex than this. There seems to have been interplay 
between a respect for earlier landscape features (ditches) and 

deliberate excavation through the field entrances. There may 
have been a socially embedded reluctance or prohibition against 
slighting certain aspects of ancestral land divisions whilst others 
could be legitimately removed.

THE FIRST BUILDING
This period also sees the first good evidence for buildings, 
namely, the construction of the circular, post-built Structure 
2 (ST2; Figs 3.2 and 3.3) in Area 7, although the dating 
evidence is circumstantial. There is little that can be discerned 
about the function of this building although it was located 
within the remains of an ephemeral enclosure. It may be that 
it was associated with stock rearing (as was probably the case 
with some of the nearby ditches and open areas), perhaps 
being used as an animal pen. The profusion of ceramics in the 
adjacent ditch G69 and in other nearby ditches may suggests a 
direct domestic function, although there is no reason why this 
should not also be closely associated with animal husbandry. 
Although not by any means certain, a possible interpretation of 
the construction methodology is that the postholes represent 
the uprights for a wattle wall on which the roof lay. It is not 
unfeasible that the roof extended right to the ground, creating 
an outer and inner space within the building. It is worth noting 
that the later structures (period 4, phases 1 and 2) were defined 
by ring-gullies rather than posts.

A post-built building of similar date was found at Little 
Stock Farm (Ritchie 2006, 6–7). This is interesting because 
later in the Iron Age at Brisley Farm and Park Farm East, 
buildings seem to be defined by ring-gullies and not posts 
(Powell 2012, 9–13). It may be that we are seeing a preference 
in this earlier period for post-built structures.

DITCHES AND DEPOSITION
The quantity of artefacts and ecofacts recovered increases 
markedly during period 3. Of particular interest is the amount 
of ceramics and animal bone found in Area 7, notably from 
ditch G72 (Figs 3.2 and 3.3), and in Area 4, especially 
associated with the ditches defining enclosure OA17 (Fig 3.6). 
In some cases the artefacts were likely to have been selected 
for deposition on the base of the initial ditch cut (in the case 
of ditch G72) or on the base of successive recuts (ditch G35) 
or partially filled ditches. It is interesting to speculate on the 
reasons that may lie behind the deposits of pottery in ditch 
G72 and in the pit group G279. Perhaps they are associated 
with ‘bridging’ postholes, ST37. Ditches or boundaries were 
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seen as important, as the respect for earlier alignments shows. 
Crossing them may have been culturally significant and may in 
some circumstances have required an accompanying votive act.

ENCLOSURE OA17: DEPOSITION TRENDS AND 
MEANINGS
The distribution of artefacts from the ditches forming enclosure 
OA17 (Figs 3.6 and 3.7) can suggest how the enclosure and 
the surrounding landscape was seen and used. The evidence 
indicates that deposition was associated with the initial cut 
of the ditch but also with episodes of recutting, which were 
accompanied by similar deposition events. The more ephemeral 
ditch to the east contains some, but not as many, artefacts.

The position on the base of the initial cut and subsequent 
recuts, the association with charcoal deposits and the 
composition of the animal bone assemblage suggest that this 
material was not casually discarded or the result of general 
domestic accumulation. There is evidence for the deposition 
of semi-complete pottery vessels and conjoining sherds and 
quernstones, suggesting the events involved the preparation, 
cooking and consumption of food, followed by the destruction, 
transformation, selection and deposition of certain artefacts. 
The charred animal bone assemblage provides good evidence 
of such selection since it is composed almost entirely of 
teeth, suggesting that jaws or skulls were deposited, possibly 
a deliberate targeting of these body parts. The presence of 
horse remains is also noteworthy and in one context (ditch 
G35) 75% of the animal teeth recovered were from horse. It 
has been frequently suggested that horse remains, particularly 
teeth, jaws or skulls may have had a ‘ritualistic’ meaning (Grant 
1984, 221). The frequency and scale of these events is difficult 
to reconstruct. The remains do not allow us to differentiate 
between whether the deposits found at each recutting resulted 
from a single, sizable event or whether they were part of a 
sequence of repeated deposition acts.

It is tempting to define the deposition events described 
above as deriving from ‘feasting’. However, this is a value-
laden term associated with the traditional view of ‘Celtic’ 
warrior society, usually thought to be part of funerary rituals, 
and in need of further consideration (Arnold 2001, 213–14). 
Elsewhere in south-east England, on sites such as Elms Farm, 
Heybridge, in Essex, where Gallo-Roman practices of eating 
and drinking appear to have been widely adopted in the late 
1st century BC and 1st century AD, deposits thought of as 
derived from ‘feasting’ usually consist of drinking vessels (cups 
and beakers) and are found in pits rather than in linear (ditch) 

contexts (Pitts 2005, 154). However, the comparative lack of 
obvious drinking vessels in the assembalges from enclosure 
OA17 does not necessarily negate the same interpretation for 
this material. The Middle/Late Iron Age deposition in the 
enclosure ditches of OA17 probably pre-dates the importation 
of tablewares such as cups and beakers, and even if the 
deposition occurred a little later it is likely that such forms 
were locally much less common in the pre-Conquest period 
than in the core areas of Aylesford–Swarling culture such as 
Hertfordshire, Essex and north Kent. Despite the presence of 
imported butt-beakers in the Brisley Farm warrior burials, there 
is a notable lack of imported Gallo-Belgic tablewares from non-
coastal regions of southern Kent (Timby and Rigby 2007). This 
suggests that the culture of eating and drinking associated with 
such forms was slower to arrive in areas like Ashford. If the 
vessels deposited in OA17 were associated with feasting, they 
seem more likely to represent indigenous cultural practices with 
their roots in the Middle Iron Age.

Ralph (2006, 111) has noted that ‘feasting’ has many levels 
and can occur in a variety of social contexts and scales ranging 
from the community to the family or kin group. It should not 
be surprising, then, that there is a degree of variety and subtlety 
to deposition events associated with it in the archaeological 
record. Even so, a more appropriate term might be ‘ritual 
consumption’, implying deliberate selection and deposition. 
As discussed below, this could occur at group gatherings at 
significant times of the year, possibly when foodstuffs (perhaps 
kept in the jars that dominated the pottery assemblage 
recovered from the ditches forming OA17) were brought to the 
site and consumed. Whether these acts were associated with the 
initial construction and subsequent redefining of the enclosure 
or other significant events is difficult to say.

The slight concentration of artefacts around the entrance 
indicates that at times entering and leaving the enclosure 
was important and perhaps the focus of ceremonies or rituals 
centred on this area. Possibly only certain individuals were 
allowed access at this time (Collis 1996, 87). There is also 
some evidence of activity in the interior (pit group G528). 
There does appear to be variable distribution of material types: 
animal bones, burnt clay and stone concentrated at the rear 
of the enclosure and pottery slightly more evenly spread but 
perhaps tending towards the front. It is difficult to say whether 
this represents different activities or different depositional 
trends for items resulting from the same event. Certainly, 
however, there was concern with foodstuffs and their 
preparation and consumption. The animal bones, burnt clay 
and pottery could well have derived from the same activity and 
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therefore been deposited in one action. It is worth noting that 
this artefact distribution does not necessarily relate to activities 
inside enclosure OA17 but may result from activities taking 
place outside.

ENCLOSURE OA17: A FARMSTEAD?
The most obvious interpretation for the function of OA17 is a 
small settlement enclosure, set within a farmed landscape. The 
evidence does support this idea to an extent and there are two 
local comparisons.

The first is at Beechbrook Wood, where a large double-
ditched enclosure of Middle Iron Age date has been interpreted 
as a farmstead (Brady 2006, 25–31). There are a few notable 
similarities between the two sites – successive recutting 
of ditches, for example, and an elaborate entrance with 
concentrated deposits of pottery. However, the Beechbrook 
Wood example is much larger, measuring some 90 × 95m, 
which may suggest a different function.

The second is an Early to Middle Iron Age enclosure found 
at Little Stock Farm, 7.5km to the south-east of Brisley Farm 
(Ritchie 2006, 6–8 and fig 5). The enclosure here shows some 
similarities with OA17 in terms of size, being about 15m in 
diameter, but had internal features, including what appear to 
be the remains of a roundhouse. It seems to have served a more 
obvious settlement or farmstead function.

A problem with the settlement enclosure interpretation 
for OA17 is the apparent lack of internal structural evidence. 
Certainly there are ring-gullies present in this location in the 
succeeding period 4, phase 1 and it is not impossible that 
these buildings have been wrongly phased. Pottery recovered 
from these ring-gullies does, however, suggest a slightly later 
date for their infilling than period 3 and they fit well spatially 
within the wider spread of the period 4, phase 1 remains. 
Yet it is not unfeasible that these later structures had earlier, 
undetected precedents.

Another interpretation is possible, perhaps likely, and 
that is that the land around Brisley Farm started to be 
sporadically or seasonally reoccupied after the apparent Early 
Iron Age abandonment. Almost certainly this would have 
been associated with the movement of herds between winter 
and summer pastures and it is possible that a transhumance 
economy was practised. If this was the case the enclosure can 
be seen in a different light, as a corral – somewhere to round 
up a small herd, select and slaughter animals. The surrounding 
context of enclosure OA17 supports this. The association 
with TD19, the double ditch of linear space OA18, waterhole 

G53 and fields OA15 and OA16 suggests that stock control 
or corralling of animals may have been the primary purpose. 
This interpretation fits well with the wider landscape and 
the gradual reoccupation of the lowlands. The location in 
and around OA17, a node in a former landscape, probably 
increased in importance and would, perhaps, develop into the 
natural location for more settled occupation.

If this is the case, how do the structured deposits found in 
its ditches relate to such a use? Perhaps here is the continuation 
of the process of ritualisation hinted at in the earlier period 
2 evidence and outlined by Bradley (2005): the interrelation 
of the sacred and profane spheres of life. There is no reason 
against, and probably every reason for, such landscapes being 
used both for ‘mundane’ stock control and for ‘ceremonial’ 
purposes. Cunliffe, for example, indicates that the Middle 
Iron Age hilltop enclosures in Wessex, such as Walbury and 
Balksbury, were likely to have served livestock and cites the 
work at Balksbury, where evidence of ‘feasting’ was found 
in association with enclosures where livestock was kept for 
extended periods (Ellis and Rawlings 2001, 86–7). The Brisley 
Farm enclosure OA17 is small, and may have seen intermittent 
use for specific, seasonal, corralling tasks. There is probably 
a good degree of merit in Cunliffe’s suggestion of the idea of 
annual round-ups, coincident with communal gatherings, 
celebrations and religious ceremonies held at times prescribed 
in the annual farming calendar (2004, 75).

If, therefore, this enclosure became a place for rites and 
ceremonies, associated with the herd and with certain times of 
the year, it may have become imbued with a sacred or ritual 
significance, which may even have had origins in the Late 
Bronze Age/ Early Iron Age fields and may influence the type, 
extent and importance of the occupation that occurred later.

ENCLOSURE OA17 AND THE SURROUNDING 
LANDSCAPE
It is tempting to think that the atypical direction of the 
entrance, to the north-east, is significantly aligned with the 
hill, Colemans’ Kitchen Wood. This may not be an accidental 
act, for the inhabitants would have been acutely aware of their 
surrounding landscape and the earthworks and monuments 
related to it. This period also saw the development of trackways 
seemingly running up this hill (TD6) and the formation of 
east–west linear spaces that may have led to the Westhawk 
Farm vicinity (TD5). The phenomological work of the last 20 
years or so, notably by Tilley (1994), has tried to engage in 
the process of understanding landscapes from an individual 
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perspective. This approach has, though, struck a problem that 
is evident at Brisley Farm. It is relatively easy to suggest that 
landscape features were important and interconnected (the 
alignments with Colemans’ Kitchen Wood, for instance); it is 
far harder, if not impossible, to express the function or meaning 
behind such relationships (Brück 2005).

SUMMARY
After a gap of perhaps 400 years, the area around the base 
of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood was resettled with evidence 
of possible structures within a wider landscape of animal 
management and control. Specific enclosures, particularly 
enclosure OA17, were constructed within the pattern of 
fields, waterholes and trackways, perhaps for corralling or 
gathering herds within one place or perhaps as small settlement 
enclosures. The entrance and rear of enclosure OA17 became 
the focus for a series of deposition events involving broken 
pottery vessels and burnt animal bone. Perhaps the social 
activity resulting in these deposits was, as Cunliffe suggests, 
associated with the gathering of the herd or alternatively with 
the cutting of the enclosure ditches. Possibly it was related, 
with the enclosure ditches redefined at times when the herd was 
brought together.

We have seen evidence for the probable abandonment 
of the land at the end of the Late Bronze Age/Early Iron 
Age. Why, then, was it resettled? The location of Brisley 
Farm on the edge of local lowland and on the borders of 
Romney Marsh, leading to the nearby ancient coastline to the 
south, is important. This was good grazing land, the result 
of the seasonal flooding as the alluvial deposits to the south 
testify. The heavy, acidic, soil would not have favoured cereal 
cultivation (see Chapter 10.24). This was also a time that saw 
the beginning of occupation of other low-lying areas and valley 
bottoms, and the establishment or development of oppida 
(Hill 2007, 23). The resettlement of Brisley Farm may be in 
part a reflection of this wider process. It has been suggested 
that the occupation of so-called marginal areas was a result of 
an expanding population and an increased reliance on animal 
foodstuffs, perhaps owing to the degradation of the previously 
fertile chalk uplands (Cunliffe 2005, 429). The extent of recent 
excavation in the south Ashford region throws some new light 
on this occupation and the area as a whole is beginning to look 
less and less marginal, with Late Iron Age settlement found at a 
series of sites to the south and east of Brisley Farm (see Fig 1.7 
and Chapter 1). The most relevant parallel to Brisley Farm is 
probably Little Stock Farm, discussed above, which, although 

it has key differences, does show some conformity in date, 
enclosure size and building type (Ritchie 2006, 6–8).

Hill (2007, 23–24) suggests that expanding population 
does not necessarily lead to migration and that the reasons for 
this resettlement or movement of people are unclear and should 
perhaps be set within a context of transhumance economies. 
Certainly, documentary evidence that suggests a fairly static 
landscape around the south Ashford area highlights the 
importance of transhumance in the post-medieval period with 
the driving of sheep to Romney Marsh in summer to fatten (see 
Chapter 10.28). In all probability something similar had been 
occurring for centuries, perhaps millennia.

A further underlying process that may have influenced 
the occupation of the Brisley Farm area is highlighted by 
Creighton, who emphasises the growing importance of the 
horse in the transition from the Middle to Late Iron Age (2000, 
17–21). It may be no coincidence that in the Middle/Late Iron 
Age for the first time horse remains are found at Brisley Farm 
(albeit in small quantities) in the ditches of OA17. Creighton 
hypothesises the emergence of elite warrior bands based around 
the use of the horse, for which control and management of 
potentially large numbers of the animals would have been 
critical (ibid, 16–21). Perhaps the remains from Brisley Farm 
should also be seen in terms of this possibility: the development 
of a lowland base from which the nascent bands and their 
horse herds could operate, perhaps seasonally. This is difficult 
to prove, although the horse remains found in the enclosure 
ditches are evidence that the animal was used at Brisley Farm 
at this time. A similar phenomenon has been noted for the 
Middle/Late Iron Age occupation at Crick Covert Farm, 
Northamptonshire (Woodward and Hughes 2007, 196). It is 
not inconceivable that the site was multifunctional in terms 
of livestock control and that the fields and possible enclosure 
catered for cattle, sheep or horses as the circumstances (or social 
groups) merited.

Later Iron Age society was, in contrast to the Early and 
Middle Iron Age, dynastic and highly ranked. If this was not 
the result of the intensification of an earlier, Middle Iron Age 
system, for which there is little evidence from Kent, the last 
100–150 years of the Iron Age must have seen a series of rapid 
changes. It is surely not coincidental that this period sees a 
huge intensification of the archaeological remains and the 
reordering of the landscape at Brisley Farm.
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 4.1  INTRODUCTION

The Late Iron Age saw a continued intensification of land 
use at Brisley Farm (Fig 4.1). The archaeological remains 
discovered on the lower slopes of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood 
(Areas 6–8) were similar in many respects to those of earlier 
periods: ditch-defined enclosures and trackways. Some of the 
period 3 boundaries were reused, redefined or realigned and 
trackway ditches were cut and maintained. These field systems 
appear to have been in place throughout the Late Iron Age. The 
densest Late Iron Age activity was found further east (Areas 
3–4). This chapter addresses the first stratigraphic phase of this 
occupation, period 4, phase 1. Again, elements of the earlier 
landscape were reused or redefined. Of particular interest was 
the replacement of the curvilinear enclosure OA17 (period 
3) by the straight-sided enclosure OA34/35. In this period 

there is also evidence for a permanent occupation of the land 
in the form of enclosed and unenclosed ring-gullies, probably 
representing the location of structures.

4.2  FIELDS AND LIVESTOCK 
MANAGEMENT: CONTINUATION AND 
REUSE OF THE LAND

The land around the base of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood saw little 
change in use during the Late Iron Age. Expedient alterations 
were made to field boundaries and trackway alignments as the 
landscape gradually developed but, essentially, the landscape was 
still one of large fields and smaller enclosures almost certainly 
geared towards the raising or management of livestock.

CHAPTER 4  LATE IRON AGE (PERIOD 4, PHASE1)

CHAPTER 4  LATE IRON AGE (PERIOD 4, PHASE 1)

Fig 4.1 Plan of period 4 features (phase 1 in Areas 3–4)
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FIELDS OA67–OA69 (AREA 6)
In this period, a new ditch was cut, G255, which bisected the 
earlier fields OA19 and OA20 and replaced previous Track/
Droveway 17 (TD17) as a boundary (Fig 4.2). This ditch 
was narrow (0.20m wide) and truncated (0.10m deep). The 
small body sherds recovered from it are mostly grog-tempered 
although there are a few very small vesicular pieces, probably 
tempered with shell (now leached out). This is an unusual 
temper for east Kent, whereas it is common for west Kent 
in the later 1st century BC to the late 1st century AD, and 
suggests that the ditch was infilled sometime during this 
period. Although the stratigraphic evidence was inconclusive, 
the spatial landscape development makes most sense if 
some period 3 boundary ditches continued in use into this 
period, perhaps remaining as hedges or low banks. Two large 
(approximately 73m in width) rectangular fields, OA68 and 

OA69, were defined by these ditches, broadly in the same 
location and alignment as the earlier examples. To the south, 
field OA67 extended into the alluvial floodplain. TD12 (TD5 
in the previous period) was also likely to have been still in use 
although at some point it was bisected by ditch G255. This 
apparently led towards enclosure OA40 in Area 3 and was on 
the same approximate alignment as a track (TD9) formalised in 
period 4, phase 2b. Like the earlier examples, these fields were 
most likely used as grazing land.

Fig 4.2 Detailed plan of period 4 
features (Area 6)
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FIELD OA174 (SCHOOL SITE)
The only archaeological activity found in the large open space 
between Areas 6 and 7 (OA174) was a small pit group, G670 
(Fig 4.3). The largest pit in this group (2.06 × 1.44 × 0.75m 
deep) contained pottery dating to the Middle/Late Iron Age. 
The upper fill contained the same range of pottery fabrics, 
in addition to a fairly large proportion of grog-tempered 
fragments, probably suggesting that this pit was finally sealed 
in period 4. Two small pits or possible postholes, undated but 
potentially associated, lay in close proximity. A further four 
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shallow subcircular features also formed part of this group 
and contained scraps of Late Iron Age pottery. There is little 
clue as to what function these features may have had but they 
were probably created in a sequence of events rather than in a 
single episode.

More interesting than the pits themselves is their 
alignment – the linear pattern strongly suggests that they were 
dug along a boundary for which no evidence remains.

TRACKWAYS AND ENCLOSURES: 
OPEN AREAS 71–73, TRACK/
DROVEWAY 13 (AREA 7), OPEN 
AREA 75 (AREA 8)
The activity in Area 7 during this time was 
of a similar nature to that of the previous 
period although slightly less intensive. The 
main new development was the cutting of 
ditch G258, which replaced ditch G69 and 
formed a wider space (TD13) with still 
extant ditch G640 (G70 in period 3; Fig 
4.4). Ditch G258 was fairly deep at 0.30–
0.50m. Although containing fragmentary 
Middle/Late Iron Age pottery in quartz-rich 
fabrics, it also contained a well-stratified 
deposit of Late Iron Age grog-tempered 
sherds. This was also the case with ditch 
G539, which contained slightly larger sherds 
of both Middle/Late Iron Age quartz-rich 
sherds as well as Belgic-style grog-tempered 
pedestal bases.

The main north–south-aligned ditch 
(G638) is also likely to have remained as a 
boundary in this period, essentially defining 
the same spaces as in period 3, presumably 
for a similar stock-related function. To the 
east, in Area 8, the space was unenclosed 
although it is possible that the ephemeral 
ditch boundaries assigned to period 3 (see 
previous chapter) may have continued in use 
or indeed have originated in the Late Iron 
Age (Fig 4.4).

Fig 4.3 Detailed plan of period 4 features (School site)
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4.3  ROUNDHOUSES AND 
ENCLOSURES: THE FIRST 
PERMANENT SETTLEMENT?

On the slightly flatter ground, away from the lower slopes of 
Colemans’ Kitchen Wood, was the main focus of the Late Iron 
Age occupation (Fig 4.5). This included enclosures and, for 
the first time, several circular structures defined by ring-gullies. 
This small settlement was located in almost exactly the same 

location as the earlier period 3 enclosure or corral, OA17, and 
the development of this space provides an insight into some of 
the underlying motivations driving the landscape development. 

A full analysis and comparison of structural and artefactual 
evidence associated with the ring-gullies has been completed 
(see Chapter 4.6). It is tempting to try to classify the ring-
gullies according to potential function (Woodward and Hughes 
2007, 185–203) but there is a risk here of assigning functional 
categories to structures that may have had multiple or changing 
roles or, indeed, in some cases not have been buildings at all. 
Equally, a degree of speculation and interpretation is necessary 
to attempt, at least, to characterise the land use.

ENCLOSURES OA34 AND OA35
Enclosures OA34 and OA35 were located in the north of 
Area 4. This space was angular to the west but more irregular 
and curvilinear to the east, defining an area of approximately 
60 × 35m. There was no positively dated closing ditch to 
the south but it is possible that ditch G547 was originally 
cut in period 4, phase 2 and formed the southern boundary. 
Equally, ditch G36 (period 3) may still have been extant in 
some form (Fig 4.5). A further explanation may be that this 
space was in fact unenclosed to the south, the area of the 
entrance being more important than a completely enclosed 
space, perhaps for reasons of display (Hill 1995, 82). If ditch 
G547 and ditch G36 were in use at the same time then an 
east—west trackway would have been formed, which, given 
the preceding and succeeding archaeological remains, would 
not be out of keeping.

The ditches forming the north, east and west sides of 
this enclosure (G90, G42, G91 and G89) were of variable 
width (0.30–1.30m) and generally 0.50–0.70m deep. The 
2.20m-wide entrance was formed by opposing ditch terminals. 
Two postholes (G414), 0.10m and 0.28m deep with vertical 
sides, were located close to the western terminal (Fig 4.5) 
and may have formed the uprights for a gate system (it is also 
possible that these postholes were associated with later ring-
gully ST10). Similar to the period 3 enclosure, OA17, this 
entrance was aligned to the north, and ditch G90 bisected 
the entrance to the earlier enclosure. This may be indicative 
of deliberate reorganisation of the enclosed landscape with 
reference to past, probably still visible, earthwork features. This 
ditch contained just under 1kg of pottery, most of it sand-
tempered, though there were some flint- and iron-rich sherds, 
including a Late Iron Age bead rim in the lowest fill. In the 
corner of ditch G90 were pieces of grog-tempered pottery, 

Fig 4.4 Detailed plan of period 4 features (Areas 7–8)
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likely to be from the same vessel, and nearby was a hone stone. 
The remains of a cattle jaw and a few pieces of unidentifiable 
burnt animal bone were also present.

It is possibly significant that artefacts were found only 
in the vicinity of the western terminal and that nothing 
was apparent in the east, a pattern that was also evident in 
the earlier period 3 enclosure OA17. The western ditch of 

enclosure OA35 (G42) also contained pottery on its base, 
including a large portion of a sand-tempered jar as well as fine 
grog-tempered jar sherds and a bead-rim jar. The remains of 
a cattle mandible and teeth were also recovered. The eastern 
boundary ditch (G89) contained a mixed pottery group, almost 
all Late Iron Age flint-tempered sherds, as well as a scatter of 
grog-tempered and coarse sand-tempered sherds.

Fig 4.5 Plan of period 4, phase 1 features (Areas 3–4)
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Given the proximity of ST5 and ST6 it seems likely that 
the pottery and the fairly limited assemblage of animal bone 
from the enclosure ditch at this point derived from activities 
taking place in and around the two buildings.

RING-GULLY ST5
Located 14m to the east of the entrance to enclosure OA35 
and just 0.50m away from the ditch boundary was ring-gully 
ST5 (Figs 4.5 and 4.6). This gully was 0.30–0.40m wide and 
fairly shallow (0.20–0.30m in depth) with a gentle profile. It 
had an internal diameter of approximately 4.50m and a clear, 
1.40m-wide, entrance facing north-west and formed by the 
terminals, which also contained opposing postholes. A small 
assemblage of grog-tempered pottery recovered from a single 
location in the ring-gully was suggestive of a Late Iron Age 
date. In the base of the south side of the gully were a further 
four evenly spaced postholes (G117) all of similar, c 0.20m, 
depths. No such post settings were evident in the northern 
half of the gully, although the feature was more ephemeral 
here and these may have been truncated. The lack of features 
in the northern half was reflected in the interior, but the 
southern half of the interior contained a posthole adjacent to 
a large pit (G119).

This pit was comparatively large (1.0m in diameter and 
0.60m deep) with a slightly overhung, bell-shaped profile. 
Perhaps of significance is the unusual sandy fill, which was very 

flinty/gravelly towards the surface. Whether the pit had been 
deliberately infilled with this chosen matrix or whether it was a 
product of an undetectable formation process is impossible to 
say but it is atypical for the site.

The function of the ring-gully is unclear although some 
observations can be made. The posts were unusual compared 
to other examples excavated. In general the gullies were devoid 
of features and suggestive of defining/drainage ditches around 
structures or spaces. ST5 was different, with the substantial 
postholes perhaps indicating the presence of a building, for 
which the gully served as a foundation trench. The postholes 
may have formed uprights for a wattlework wall, or for some 
other clay wall construction. It is probable that the roof was 
placed against this wall, which would have acted as a support 
for it both during and after construction (the gully and posts 
would thus have been internal to the building). In this case, 
the eaves of the roof would have extended out beyond the ring-
gully, perhaps draining into ditch G89, which was possibly fed 
from a further, shallower drainage system that did not survive. 
Another possibility is that the ring-gully and the post settings 
defined a circular, but not roofed, space.

This structure appears to be associated with ditch G89 
and has therefore been dated using the considerable amounts 
of pottery in this ditch and from pottery recovered from the 
gully itself.

Atypically, no pottery was recovered from the gully 
terminals; all of it was found in the segment adjacent to the 

Fig 4.6 Detailed plan of ring-gully ST5 showing pottery dump in adjacent ditch (Area 4)
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boundary ditch, hinting at an active interrelationship between 
the two features. The fairly sparse finds perhaps suggest this was 
not primarily a domestic area, and it may have had some kind 
of ancillary use. It is tempting, given the sandy fill of pit G119, 
which may have been used as temper, and the large dump of 
pottery in adjacent ditch G89, to suggest that this was a potter’s 
working area. However, there were no wasters present in the 
pottery dump to support this (see Chapter 10.5).

RING-GULLY ST6
Ring-gully ST6 was located just 3.0m to the south-east of 
ring-gully ST5 (Figs 4.5 and 4.7). It was slightly larger, with a 
7.40m diameter and was ‘flattened’ around the entrance, which 
is different to the majority of the ring-gullies excavated at 
Brisley Farm. The entrance was aligned to the west, rather than 
to the north-west like the adjacent structure, and was 2.40m 
wide. The gully was 0.15m deep with a gentle profile.

Burnt clay and several pieces of calcined sheep bone were 
identified within the fill of the gully and some sherds from 
a mix of sand- and grog-tempered jars, including a grog-
tempered bead-rim jar and a necked jar, were recovered. The 
majority of this pottery was contained within the northern 
terminal with none from the southern. Charcoal samples 
demonstrated that firewood consisted predominantly of oak 
(Quercus sp) but included also birch (Betula sp), hazel (Corylus 
avellana), blackthorn (Prunus spinosa) and willow (Salix sp)/

poplar (Populus sp) There was some hint of a feature in the 
entrance but this was very ephemeral and may have been little 
more than a natural variation or area of ancient trample. Like 
most ring-gullies found on the clay, there was no evidence of 
a superstructure. The U-shaped gully, however, is unlikely to 
have served as a footing trench and it is probable that it was 
a drainage feature also defining the ‘structure’. It is unclear 
whether this gully defined a circular area or the footprint of 
a building, although the pottery, bone, charcoal and burnt 
clay could all derive from domestic activities associated with a 
hut. The slightly unusual shape in plan of the gully does not 
discount a building.

Possibly of importance is the alignment of ditch G89 at 
this point. Like ring-gully ST5, ST6 is located only 0.50m 
from this boundary ditch. Here, however, the ditch takes 
a sharp southwards kink towards the ring-gully (Fig 4.5). 
Whether this is a fortuitous relationship or not is unclear. It 
may suggest that the boundary ditch curved round an obstacle 
such as a tree at this point, or possibly that the boundary was 
dug after ST5 was upstanding. If the latter is correct it may 
indicate that the distance of the structures from the main 
boundary was significant.

RING-GULLY ST7
The most substantial ring-gully within enclosure OA35 was 
ST7, located some 27m to the west of the other two ring-

Fig 4.7 Detailed plan of ring-gully ST6 (Area 4)
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gullies (Figs 4.5 and 4.8). It had an internal diameter of 
10.90m, was c 0.20m deep and had a wide, U-shaped profile. 
It was truncated to the east, intermittent and cut by later 
features to the west. This later cutting obscured much of the 
gully, making it difficult to be certain where the entrance 
lay. Perhaps the most likely place is to the south where two 
terminals formed a gap of 2.40m. Around this gap was a cluster 
of postholes, group G620. Although undated, it would seem 
likely that they were associated with the structure, possibly part 
of a doorway or porch.

Opposite the doorway were postholes forming a 2 × 
2m square, group G218. These may represent an internal 
framework defining a primary location opposite the doorway. 
It is also possible, however, that they were unrelated to the 
building and were part of an earlier double post alignment 
(ST36); this possibility is presented in Chapter 3, Alternative 
Landscape Model 1. Another possibility, although less likely, is 
that they were part of a non-contemporary four-post structure. 
The ring-gully was, presumably, a drainage feature common to 

impervious clay soils, rather than a footing trench for planked 
walls, which are more typical of structures on free-flowing soils 
(Woodward and Hughes 2007, 190–2).

There is evidence of at least three phases of alteration 
or rebuilding. To the south of the main gully were further 
segmented gullies G107 and G104, which may represent earlier 
or later development of the structure. Pottery was recovered 
only from these gullies, and not from the main gully of ST7. 
Most of it is grog-tempered, although there are a few small 
sand-tempered sherds in the assemblage.

Like many of the ring-gullies, the function of structure 
ST7 is not clear cut. The successive gullies show that its 
location was significant enough for it to be rebuilt, or at least 
the drainage system redug, several times. This may indicate 
that it was of some importance, perhaps a substantial domestic 
structure rather than an ancillary building. There are parallels 
for this rebuilding in the following phase (ST20; Chapter 5.7).

Fig 4.8 Detailed plan of ring-gully ST7 (Area 4)



61

CHAPTER 4  LATE IRON AGE (PERIOD 4, PHASE1)

ENCLOSURE OA37
Leading off from the western boundary of enclosure OA35 
was a probable rectangular enclosure, OA37 (Figs 4.5 and 4.9). 
Although incomplete, it was open to the east and south and it 
probably enclosed ring-gully ST8. There is the possibility that 
the period 3 boundary ditch G40 may have been extant at this 
time, which would have created a southern boundary. There is 
evidence of recutting of the eastern boundary ditches G98 and 
G91. Ditch G98 also clearly cut the period 3 waterhole G53, 
indicating that this feature was out of use at this time.

The northern enclosure ditch (G94), which was 0.40m 
wide and 0.35m deep, showed evidence of being open 
and naturally silted before charcoal-rich layers, containing 
fragments of burnt sheep bone, pottery and burnt clay, were 
deposited. Further east, this ditch (G96) contained far more 
frequent deposits of pottery and animal bone (Fig 4.9). Over 
1kg of pottery was recovered from these ditches. Although 
there are a variety of fabrics, it is dominated by grog-tempered 
sherds. A number of straight-sided jars, in glauconite-, sand- 
and grog-tempered fabrics are present, along with necked and 
bead-rim jars.

It is probable that the deposits found with ditch G94 and G96 
were associated with ring-gully ST8. This may have been the result 
of natural accumulation of debris, although there was perhaps an 
element of a more structured or deliberate deposition process given 
the freshness of the sherds, suggesting that they were buried soon 
after breaking. However, there is no obvious patterning apart from a 
concentration of finds near the junction with ditch G91.

After the ditch went out of use, a pit (G95) was cut 
through it, 1.0m in diameter and 0.70m deep with a sequence 
of seven fills, all fairly similar mid grey silty clays. The pit 
contained pieces of a grog-tempered grooved globular barrel jar 
(Thompson form 5–5), a form that was common in Kent in 
this period (Thompson 1982, 207). This group is likely to be of 
pre-Conquest date. A pollen sample from this feature revealed 
the following:

Trees and shrubs: Quercus (oak) is dominant with higher 
percentage values in the lower fills (to 20%) declining upwards. 
There are only small numbers or sporadic occurrences of other 
taxa including Betula (birch), Pinus (pine), Fraxinus (ash), Tilia 
(lime/linden) and Alnus (alder). Corylus avellana type (hazel) is 
the principal shrub with continuous but small values (6%) in 
the basal fills.

Fig 4.9 Plan of enclosure OA37 (Area 4)
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Herbs: (c 85% of total pollen). Poaceae (grasses; to 78%) 
and Lactucoideae (dandelion types; increasing to 30%) are 
dominant. There is a moderately diverse range of other taxa 
in the lower fills with a range of Asteraceae (daisy family) 
types. Weeds of waste and disturbed ground are present 
(Chenopodiaceae (goosefoot family), Polygonum aviculare 
(knotgrass) type, Plantago major (greater plantain) type) along 
with small numbers of cereals. Grassland-associated taxa are 
present (Plantago lanceolata (ribwort plantain), Ranunculus type 
(buttercups), Asteraceae (daisy family) types).

Spores: spores of ferns comprise Pteridium aquilinum 
(bracken; 11%) and monolete forms (Dryopteris type ferns and 

Polypodium vulgare (common polypody fern); peak to 33%). 
Occasional liverwort spores are identified.

Just to the west of this enclosure was a thin gully (G548). 
On its base was one of the few quernstones recovered from the 
site (RF E<1048>; Fig 4.10). This fragment of a rotary quern 
is of a type that is not usually expected in Kent before the 1st 
century AD and possibly post-Conquest. Although this gully 
fits well spatially, it may have been cut or infilled later than 
most of the period 4, phase 1 remains.

RING-GULLY ST8
Located within the probable enclosure OA37 was ring-gully 
ST8, which had an internal diameter of 8.50m (Figs 4.9 and 
4.11). The excavation and interpretation of this feature was 
problematic as it was extensively cut by later ditches and 
very ephemeral. Nevertheless, some key observations can be 
made. The gully was narrow, generally about 0.30m wide, and 
extremely shallow, under 0.10m deep. The limited remains 
suggest that the gully was flat-based, perhaps suggesting plank 
settings, although the profile was not consistent. The remains 
of several postholes in the interior may indicate internal 
divisions, or may have been part of the temporary construction 
supports. The extent of later truncation prohibits discussion of 
the entrance alignment. The fill of the gully contained a mixed 
assemblage of pottery, consisting mostly of grog-tempered 
sherds, though an abraded piece of flint-tempered sherd and 
some sand-tempered sherds were also present. The majority of 
the sherds come from bead-rim and necked jars and at least one 
of the vessels has combed/furrowed decoration on the exterior.

Aside from the postholes, there were several other internal 
features of interest. Two oval features (G325) had charcoal-rich 
fills, and in one case evidence of in situ burning. They were 
both located on the north side of the structure. These features 
contained pottery, unidentifiable animal bone and burnt clay. 
It seems possible, if not likely, that group G325 represents the 
remains of two hearths or ovens, although eccentrically rather 
than centrally placed. Their position close to the wall/roof of 
the building is not necessarily a problem if they were enclosed 
features that did not radiate intense heat (such as clay ovens).

It is worth noting that this is one of the only structures 
(from all periods) that has such evidence surviving. Given this 
evidence, it may be that this building was one of the main 
domestic spaces (although it is different in this aspect from 
ST7, which also seems to be one of the primary structures in 
this period). The eccentric placement of the hearths /ovens, 
however, may suggest a more specialised function.

0 10cm

Fig 4.10 Photograph of quern RF E<1048>



63

CHAPTER 4  LATE IRON AGE (PERIOD 4, PHASE1)

ENCLOSURES OR OPEN SPACES OA36, 
OA32 AND OA33
To the immediate north of enclosure OA37 was 
Open Area 36 (Fig 4.5). This probably formed a 
similar rectangular enclosure but unfortunately 
the limit of the excavation area did not enable 
further exposure.

Land-use areas OA32 and OA33 were large 
open spaces that lay to the north, beyond the 
enclosure complexes of OA34–OA37. Again 
the limit of excavation precluded too definitive 
interpretations. The most significant features within 
this space were ring-gullies ST3 and ST4 (Fig 4.5).

RING-GULLIES ST3 AND ST4
The following structures were located in part of 
the site that flooded repeatedly. Consequently, 
preservation and data recovery suffered 

Fig 4.11 Detailed plan of ring-gully ST8 (Area 4)

Fig 4.12 Detailed plan of ring-gully ST3 (Area 4)

39.84mOD
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considerably. Some features, notably internal postholes/
stakeholes for ST4, were identified on pre-excavation plans but 
could not be subsequently located.

The two ring-gullies, ST3 and ST4, were located close 
together and may have been interrelated. There is a slight 
suggestion that ST4 was cut by ST3 but the remains were too 
faint to be confident in this.

Ring-gully ST3 (Fig 4.12) was 10.75m in diameter and 
slightly oval in plan. The gully, such as survived, was very shallow 
(typically less than 0.10m deep and 0.30m wide) with a U-shaped 
profile. Although the feature was very ephemeral, there was a 
suggestion of an entranceway to the east. Small quantities of body 
sherds, both quartz-rich and grog-tempered, were recovered. This 
gully was clearly cut by ditch G356 (period 5, phase 3). There was 
a suggestion of another gully leading from it towards the south, 
which may have taken away water overflow. This would indicate 
that the gully was not used as a foundation trench.

Ring-gully ST4 (Fig 4.13) was oval in shape (12 × 10.50m) 
and had a probable entrance to the south-east, 3.40m wide. Two 

postholes (G619) may have formed a porch. The ephemeral traces 
of a circular alignment of postholes were identified on the pre-
excavation plan. After the site was flooded, these features could not 
be retraced. The gully was shallow (typically less than 0.10m deep 
and 0.35m wide), with a U-shaped profile. The western third of 
this feature was mostly truncated or extremely ephemeral. A much 
larger pottery assemblage was recovered from ST4 than from ST3, 
containing parts of at least six vessels made in quartz-rich, grog-
tempered and Late Iron Age flint-tempered fabrics. The only rims 
are from necked jars, although there are some sherds from slack 
profiled jars, and some of the grog-tempered sherds have combed/
furrowed decoration. If this represents a contemporary assemblage, 
the lack of Belgic-style traits and the mix of fabrics may indicate a 
1st century BC or early 1st century AD date.

Located within this structure was pit G114. This pit was 
infilled in a single event and contained a small quantity of 
highly fragmented sherds tempered with grog and flint. It may 
have been directly associated with the ring-gully, during its use, 
inception or destruction.

Fig 4.13 Detailed plan of ring-gully ST4 (Area 4)
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Given their spatial relationships, it is probable, though 
not certain, that one of these structures replaced the other and 
therefore they may have had a similar function. The quantity 
of finds in ST4 is unusual for the site although it is difficult to 
determine how this might reflect on its function.

4.4  UNOCCUPIED AND NEWLY 
SETTLED AREAS: FIELDS AND 
ENCLOSURES?

Immediately to the south of this cluster of enclosures and ring-
gullies was Open Area 38 (OA38), a space of about 180m in 

length and encompassing the width of the excavation area (Fig 
4.5). Later this space became intensively occupied, containing 
the most significant sequence of remains excavated at Brisley 
Farm, yet during this phase it was devoid of activity and 
appears to have formed a zone separating the activity in the 
northern and southern areas.

POSSIBLE ANTENNAE DITCHED 
ENCLOSURE OA40
Beyond the space OA38, there was at the southern edge of 
Area 3 an interesting sequence of ditches that seemed to form 
an enclosed space with an associated entrance system (Figs 4.5 
and 4.14). This enclosure, OA40, had a linear entrance formed 

Fig 4.14 Detailed plan of antennae ditched enclosure OA40 (Area 3)
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by two antennae ditches, G124 and G122. These ditches were 
0.30–0.60m wide and 0.20–0.40m deep. Several pieces of 
unidentifiable calcified animal bone were present.

The space was 4.0m wide, approximately 18m long and 
bounded by ditch group G123. This ditch, 0.70–1.0m in width 
and 0.35m deep, was clearly cut by ring-gully ST20 (period 4, 
phase 2b). Just over 0.5kg of pottery was recovered from the ditch, 
mostly quartz-rich sherds from a plain straight-sided jar; however, 
there are also sherds from polished glauconite-tempered vessels. 
The presence of pottery densely tempered with glauconite, as well 
as a quartz-rich straight-sided jar, points towards a date in the 1st 
century BC or very early 1st century AD.

Near the entrance of enclosure OA40 was a ditch (G129), 
which may have been a later attempt to elaborate the entrance 
system. This was fairly amorphous, up to 1.0m wide and 0.25m 
deep. There was no indication from the fairly homogeneous 
ditch infilling as to where an associated bank would have lain 
and it is assumed that it would have been internal relative to 
enclosure OA40.

The distinctive form of this enclosure is reminiscent of the 
banjo enclosures found in Wessex (Cunliffe 2005, 234–74), but 
its full extent was not revealed owing to the limit of excavation 
and this interpretation is speculative. Further doubt is thrown 
by the variation in size of ditches G124 and G122, although 
later ditches in this vicinity do obscure and skew the evidence.

The evaluation of Area 9 immediately to the south and 
west revealed a dense pattern of features. Figure 4.15 shows 

the position in the evaluation trenches of ditches that may 
represent the continuation of the enclosure OA40 ditches. 
There was at least one possible ring-gully also identified in the 
evaluation, giving a tentative indication of what may have lain 
inside the enclosure.

4.5  ARTEFACT DISTRIBUTION PLOTS

Distribution plots were completed for Area 4 the following 
artefact classes: pottery, burnt clay, animal bone.

POTTERY DISTRIBUTION
Some general trends are apparent from the pottery 
distribution (Fig 4.16). Perhaps unexpectedly, there was 
little concentration of pottery in ring-gullies associated 
with possible buildings. Only two of the buildings, ST8 
and ST4, had more than 200g of pottery.

The most significant distribution of pottery is the 
dump of material in ditch G89, next to ST5 and in all 
probability associated with its use. This was the largest 
single deposit of pottery associated with the period 4, phase 
1 remains. There were other concentrations, notably in the 
terminal segment and north–south run of ditch G90, which 
separated ST7 and ST8.

Fig 4.15 Interpretative plan of evaluation results showing possible continuation of the antennae ditched enclosure (Area 9)
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Fig 4.16 Distribution plots of pottery, burnt clay and animal bone (Area 4)
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BURNT CLAY AND CLAY OBJECTS
The distribution plot for burnt clay shows that it was fairly 
ubiquitous across the site although there are some interesting 
trends (Fig 4.16). All the ring-gullies contained burnt clay, 
concentrated in particular around the doorways (ST7, ST5 
and ST6), although some was also present at the rear of the 
gullies. The burnt clay found near the doors/entrances may 
be the sweepings from hearths or ovens. A proportion of the 
burnt clay may represent daub from the walls of the structure, 
deposited during its deconstruction.

Three patterns emerge from the distribution of burnt clay 
in the enclosure ditches. Firstly, there was a concentration 
near ST5 and ST6 in association with the dump of pottery; 
this could, perhaps, relate to hearth debris, indicating 
that cooking was connected with this pottery deposition. 
Alternatively, the clay could have been derived from daub, 
which would suggest that this dump of material was associated 
with the deconstruction of the structure(s). Secondly, there 
was a density of burnt clay in ditches G90 and G98, which 
separated enclosures OA35 and OA37. This may relate to 
the everyday sweepings and accumulated debris from hearths 
and ovens during the use of the two structures in the vicinity 
and is circumstantial evidence at least that there was ongoing 
domestic activity taking place in the area. Thirdly, there was 
very little burnt clay in the enclosure ditches around antennae 
ditched enclosures, suggesting non-domestic use.

ANIMAL BONE
The animal bone distribution is shown by number of fragments in 
50-piece intervals. Animal bone was identified only in enclosures 
OA34 and OA35, not in the ditches of the southern antennae 
ditched enclosure OA40. Animal bone (sheep) was present only in 
the terminal segment of ST6 and entrance vicinity of ST7.

Generally, most of the animal bone was found between 
enclosures OA34 and OA35 and only cattle and sheep were 
present. These were mostly found separately, although the two 
species were associated in the corner of enclosures OA34 and 
OA35. The concentrations of animal bone were in similar locations 
to pottery and burnt clay, suggesting, perhaps, that these ditches 
were receiving material during the use life of ST7 and ST8.

This distribution of animal bone supports the suggestion 
that the northern vicinity of the site was the main focus of 
occupation with the southern having a less overtly ‘domestic’ use. 
Pig is not present in this period, which may be significant, as it 
seems to occur only in the following period in association with 
funerary or unusual features.

4.6  DISCUSSION

CHRONOLOGY
The stratigraphic sequence for period 4, phase 1 – apart from 
some unclear, complex, ditch intersections – is straightforward, 
and these relationships have been used with the pottery 
dating evidence to construct a narrative. On occasion this 
has produced unexpected results, which have been addressed 
during the analysis, but mostly the two sets of data are 
complementary. However, refined dating of features within the 
Late Iron Age (period 4, c 25 BC – AD 50) is rare, owing to 
fairly broad dating of form types and a lack of imported wares 
(see Chapter 10.5). At a wider level there are distinctions. The 
period is characterised by the abundance of grog-tempered 
sherds and few quartz-rich sherds (85% and 7% of the total 
assemblage respectively). This contrasts with the period 3 
assemblage, which is dominated by quartz-rich fabrics (40% 
of the total assemblage) and had higher proportions of flint-
tempered and iron-rich fabrics.

REORGANISATION AND THE USE OF SPACE
The evidence from Late Iron Age period 4, phase 1 is one of 
continuity, reorganisation and the occupation of new areas. The 
remains from the base of the hill, Colemans’ Kitchen Wood 
(Areas 6 and 7), were broadly similar to those of the transitional 
period 3. Several ditches were reused, and enclosed spaces 
continued either unchanged or on broadly the same alignment 
with shifted boundaries (eg, enclosures OA68 and OA69). Pit 
group G670 (School site), although of little intrinsic interest, 
can, circumstantially, add to the understanding of the wider 
landscape. Its linear arrangement is telling, suggesting that it 
was located next to a boundary, of which now no trace remains. 
If this alignment is traced north-west, it joins with ditch 
G585 (Area 6), reinforcing the suggestion that a boundary 
must have existed across this landscape, and is coherent with 
the broad north-west–south-east alignment of the rectangular 
fields exposed in Area 6 (Fig 4.1). This evidence also suggests 
a continuity of function, with stock raising or herd control 
being most likely. However, there is a slight reduction in the 
intensity of the occupation in this locality, which coincides 
with a marked increase in activity further south, suggesting an 
increased concern with the vicinity of Areas 3–4, away from the 
outlying areas. Possible routes to this main occupation area are 
provided by tracks TD12 and, potentially, TD13.

The curvilinear enclosure OA17 (period 3) was replaced 
in period 4, phase 1 by the more angular enclosure OA34/35 
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(Fig 4.17). Small, possible, enclosures OA36 and OA37 were 
probably subdivisions or additions to this complex. It seems 
likely that the inhabitants would have been aware of the earlier 
enclosure OA17 and it is probable that it was still visible 
in some form. Given the apparent importance of ditches, 
boundaries and entrances during the Iron Age (Fitzpatrick 
1997b, 78; Hill 1995, 83–4), this replacement could be seen 
as a significant and controlled reorganisation of the land. 
The placement of the western boundary ditch of enclosure 
OA35 (cutting through the entrance of OA17) appears 
deliberate and may have been a slighting or have marked the 
end of use of the previous space. It is also worth noting that 
this western boundary, ditch G98/G90, cuts waterhole G53 
(period 3). It may be that this waterhole was still extant or 
that its location at least was known when the enclosure OA35 
was laid out, since it lay in the corner of this enclosure as it 
had in the earlier period. There are similarities between the 
two enclosures that show parity in some of the underlying 
concerns. The entrances are aligned the same, due north, and 
the southern limit appears to be similar, perhaps bounded by 
an east–west-aligned track (Fig 4.17).

This evidence demonstrates awareness amongst the 
inhabitants of the land present and the land past. It also 

suggests that the enclosures and structures were planned 
according to known cultural parameters and ideals with 
possible symbolic intent (Hill 1995, 82–3; Parker Pearson 
1999, 43–6). More recently, Pope (2007, 204–28) has thrown 
some doubt on the extent to which we can recreate these 
symbolic factors (see also Chapter 6). The data from the Brisley 
Farm excavations have been examined contextually and, it 
is hoped, without the prejudice of ‘top down’ structuralist 
theory and without some of the assumptions that drove earlier 
work (Pope 2007, 224). However, the evidence does seem to 
suggest some prominent themes, even if they are applicable 
only to the current site and a specific set of circumstances. 
These themes seem to be a continuation of those expressed in 
the reoccupation of the land in period 3 and are suggested as 
being the validation of new or continuing claims to the land by 
direct association with former earthwork alignments and the 
deliberate imposition of these new systems on to prominent 
elements of the old. It is striking that the entrance to enclosure 
OA17 (period 3) is cut by the new enclosure ditches, just as 
happened in the earlier period (Fig 4.17).

There are, though, some important differences between the 
Middle/Late Iron Age (period 3) and the Late Iron Age use of 
the land (period 4, phase 1). The previous chapter suggested 

Fig 4.17 Plan showing enclosure OA35 cutting earlier enclosure OA17 and the underlying period 2, phase 2 field system (Area 4)
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that the enclosure OA17 and associated features were primarily 
used for corralling herds of cattle, sheep or horses. The 
enclosures that replaced it contained several ring-gullies – the 
first evidence of buildings in this area. This strongly indicates 
a change of use from possibly seasonal animal management or 
transhumance to more permanent settlement. There is every 
probability that the corral was relocated further south, nearer 
the better pasture of the flood plain, indicated by the possible 
antennae ditched enclosure OA40.

INTERNAL PATTERNING
In a similar way to the patterning that seems to underlie the 
setting out of the enclosure ditches, there may be a spatial 
ordering to the internal layout of enclosure OA34/35. Since 
there was potentially no closing ditch to the south this side 
of the enclosure may have been unimportant, which fits 
with the entrance and focus of activity being opposite and 
to the north. Clearly the enclosure was meant to be seen and 
approached from this direction. Hill emphasises this point 
with regard to the enclosed settlements at Gussage All Saints, 
Dorset and Winnall Down, Hampshire (Hill 1995, 82). This 
may explain the proximity of ring-gullies ST5 and ST6 to 
the boundary – perhaps it was intended that they should be 
seen from outside the enclosure. If so, any fence, palisade or 
hedge that existed on the bank associated with the ditch might 
have obscured the buildings from the outside unless they were 
close. Interestingly, ditch G89 bent towards ring-gully ST6, 
possibly to keep to this ‘required’ distance. The larger ring-
gully ST7 was located further inside enclosure OA35 but was 
opposite the entrance. Thus all three structures would have 
been visible from the north and outside the enclosure. The 
concern for the entrance and the whole of the northern side is 
also demonstrated by the artefacts recovered from the terminal 
segment and by the deposits of pottery along the run of ditch 
G89, particularly in the vicinity of the two adjacent ring-
gullies. Although it is difficult to speculate given the degree of 
truncation, the three structures in the interior of the enclosure 
seem to have been arranged around an open space with their 
doorways facing inward.

The northern approach to the enclosure is unusual – east 
or south-east is often seen as the preferred orientation for the 
crossing of thresholds, whether roundhouses or the enclosures 
themselves (Fitzpatrick 1997b, 78). The general rectangular 
shape of the enclosure may represent a development to a more 
rectangular model of enclosed space.

THE RING-GULLIES
Six ring-gullies, ST3–ST8, were assigned to period 4, phase 1. 
Their general characteristics are summarised in Table 4.1.

Evidential problems and solutions
The problems of site conditions have been outlined above. 
Intractable clay and extremely wet conditions, both during 
the excavation and over the last few millennia, and, not 
least, severe truncation by modern ploughing have resulted 
in poor artefactual preservation and the absence of some key 
archaeological evidence. There is little evidence for hearths 
or floors and relatively few other internal features. Many of 
the ring-gullies also appear truncated, which was the case 
too at Westhawk Farm, where very little could be ascertained 
concerning construction techniques and functions of possible 
buildings associated with ring-gullies (Booth et al 2008, 373–
5). Nevertheless, there are ways of examining the evidence 
from the Brisley Farm excavation that can provide at least 
tentative interpretations.

Recent work has shown the danger of defining ‘activity 
areas’ too closely from material remains. The archaeological 
record is far more complex and less functionally biased (Hill 
1995; Fitzpatrick 1997a; Bradley 2003; 2005). However, the 
analysis of artefact patterns is important and may serve to 
differentiate between structures even if their primary ‘function’ 
is not obvious. At the Iron Age settlement at Crick Covert 
Farm, Northamptonshire (Woodward and Hughes 2007, 
188–203), a division between Living Huts, Ritual Huts and 
Ancillary Huts was made. The evidence from Brisley Farm is 
not strong enough to do this but there is still value in looking 
at some of the differences between the structures in terms 
of artefact deposition and building technique. One of the 
key ways of doing this is to use evidence from experimental 
archaeologists, who have recently shown that roundhouses 
constructed on clay may have employed different building 
techniques to those traditionally modelled (T Bareham pers 
comm). There is no evidence, for example, that complex 
and substantial internal postholes supporting the ring beam 
and roof, such as those found at the Pimperne Roundhouse 
reconstruction at Butser Farm, would be necessary (Reynolds 
1989, 34–37).

It has been noted that the evidence for Iron Age structures 
found on heavy, impermeable soil, such as the clay in the 
Brisley Farm area, is often restricted to a U-shaped ring-gully 
with few, if any, internal features (Woodward and Hughes 
2007, 190–91). It is likely that these gullies represent drainage 
features rather than foundation trenches for plank-built walls. 
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Similar gullies were found at Highstead Quarry, north Kent, 
although here on the gravel terraces rather than the clay. These 
were interpreted as the footprints of domestic houses and, 
similar to the examples at Brisley Farm, contained few internal 
features and virtually no structural components (Bennett et al 
2007, 63). Similar ring-gullies with no internal features were 
also found at Underdown Lane, Eddington, near Canterbury 
(Jarman 2004, 14–15). Recent excavations of a riverside 
settlement next to the Great Stour at Wye, about 8km north 
of Brisley Farm, have also exposed a ring-gully, similar to the 
Brisley Farm examples (Meaton 2008). Although dated to 
the Roman period, ring-gullies uncovered at Westhawk Farm 
provide the nearest comparison. Here, ten circular structures 
were identified by the gullies (internal dimension range of 
7–12m), which were interpreted as drainage ditches because 
of their profiles and fill nature. It was noted that many of the 
structural features did not form a coherent plan, something 
that is also common to the Brisley Farm structures, particularly 
regarding postholes internal to the gully (see also period 4, 
phase 2a–d structures, Chapter 5). One structure did show 
evidence of a stake-supported wall very close to the ring-gully 
that could have been sufficiently substantial to support the roof 
span of the building (Booth et al 2008, 373–5).

Experimental archaeology evidence  
(with advice from Tristan Bareham)
Recent reconstructions of roundhouses have shown that there 
may not be any physical remains of a roof-supporting structure. 
This is because there is no need for a ring of postholes with 
attached ring beam taking the weight of the roof. Instead, it 
is entirely possible, and a reconstruction completed at Brisley 
Farm during the excavation demonstrated this, to construct a 
roundhouse with no supporting infrastructure. To achieve this, 
the roof sits cone-like on the ground during construction, and 
ultimately the finished building is self-supporting with no need 
for internal posts (Fig 4.18). What has been found necessary, 
however, are posts or stakes erected during construction and 
used as scaffolding to take the weight temporarily until the 
structure is complete. These posts/stakes are expedient and tend 
to create a random pattern. This could explain some of the 
more unusual arrangements of postholes and stakeholes found 
associated with ring-gullies at Brisley Farm and Westhawk 
Farm, although they would have to penetrate into the 
underlying clay to leave any evidence. Cob-style walling, made 
of cut turfs, for example, and seated directly on the ground, 
is also a possibility and would again leave no archaeological 
trace. The location of doorways has been identified for the 

Table 4.1 Summary of possible period 4, phase 1 buildings

Structure Enclosed/

unenclosed

Internal diameter 

of gully (m)

Structural 

components

Doorway 

alignment

Evidence for 

rebuild?

Type Function

ST3 unenclosed 10.75 ring-gully ?E none roofed structure?

ST4

unenclosed 12.0 x

10.50

ring-gully, postholes 

for porch, internal 

postholes

SE none roofed structure domestic dwelling?

slightly oval; large amount of pottery from gully – possible precedes or is replacement for ST3; internal pit has an unclear relationship to 

structure

ST5

enclosed 4.50 ring-gully with 

postholes in base

NW none roofed structure? possible ancillary 

use

unusual construction, substantial postholes in ring-gully ?used with clay walling with roof placed on wall, extending beyond gully

ST6 enclosed 7.40 ring-gully E none unclear unclear

ring-gully unusually ‘flattened’ around entrance

ST7

enclosed 10.90 ring-gully, postholes 

near entrance, 

postholes internally 

at rear

?S 3 phases of ring-

gully

substantial roofed 

structure

large domestic 

dwelling

one of the largest examples; within same enclosure as ST5 and ST6

ST8 enclosed 8.50 flat-based ring-gully, 

internal postholes

none roofed structure domestic dwelling?

2 possible hearths / ovens – eccentrically placed with structure
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majority of the ring-gullies at Brisley Farm. Common to several 
of the structures are post arrangements located in the vicinity 
both inside and outside the gully. It is probable that these 
formed a porch cut through the roof and walls and supported 
by fairly substantial posts and a wooden lintel. This recent 
reconstruction work demonstrates that there are a number of 
different techniques and combinations thereof that could have 
been employed, and explains the difficulty in interpreting the 
archaeological evidence.

Construction of Structure 5 and Structure 8
There are two possible exceptions to this general construction 
model: ST5 is the most unusual structure from the site, 
employing a different construction technique where the ring-
gully possibly represents a foundation trench for wattle/clay 
walling; and in the case of ST8 there is some, albeit fairly 
tenuous, evidence for plank walling.

Ring-gullies: meaning and function
It is therefore probable that most of the ring-gullies excavated 
mark the position of buildings, although some may have 
defined a circular space with no structure. Definition of space is 
a factor that may have some significance. Most of the period 4, 
phase 1 ring-gullies and those assigned to the succeeding period 
(period 4, phase 2a–d) do not have a connecting ‘drainage run’ 
of ditches and would have quickly filled with water. This has 
been noted at several other sites, including Crick Covert Farm, 
where it is suggested that the water-filled ring-gullies provided a 
visible definition of public and private space as well as a ‘watery’ 
context for the deliberate deposition of artefacts (Woodward 
and Hughes 2007, 190–91). This may have been the case at 
Brisley Farm although the general slope of the land towards 
the south would have allowed the gullies to overflow across the 
land surface and away from any building. A proportion of any 
interconnecting drainage system could have been truncated 
away and there is some ephemeral evidence of such a system 
remaining at the corner of ST3.

Depositional factors and possible functions
Artefacts found in the ring-gullies will have been deposited 
during one of three events: during the construction of the 
structure, during its use, and at its demolition or disuse. These 
deposits may relate to activities inside the gully/structure (eg, 
hearth sweepings) or outside in the immediately surrounding 
area. There is an element of uncertainty when structures are 
examined individually, which is why the evidence from the 
general site artefact distribution plots is valuable, giving an 

indication as to how the structures and other aspects of the 
remains were interrelated. Broadly, this evidence suggests a 
concentration of activity around ST7 and ST8.

The three ring-gullies found within the enclosure OA34/35 
were each different in character. The largest of the three, ST7, 
had an entrance facing south-south-east, typical of buildings 
interpreted as roundhouses (Oswald 1997, 87–95). This 
structure was rebuilt, or the gullies at least recut, perhaps as 
many as three times. Such rebuilding or recutting did occur in 
other structures at Brisley Farm but was not the norm (only 
one other ring-gully, ST20, definitely had more than one 
phase, ST20, while two others, ST8 and ST3/4, may have 
done so). The rebuilding is significant since it may indicate a 
permanence to these buildings, suggesting they were important 
and continuing living areas. The internal features are also 
interesting, in particular the four-post alignment opposite the 
doorway of ST7. A trend for features to cluster in this area 
has been noticed across a number of sites (T Bareham, pers 
comm). This may be related to the fact that this position in 
the hut was the focal point and favoured location and was thus 
‘enhanced’ by internal structures. The two other structures in 
this enclosure have no evidence of rebuilding.

ST6 seems to have had a very wide entrance and a slightly 
‘flattened’ ring-gully, although it may still mark the footprint 
of a building. It may be that ST6 and ST5 were ancillary 
buildings or spaces associated with the main roundhouse ST7. 
The large amount of pottery in the adjacent ditch may reflect 
on the function of these, although there is no indication of 
actual pottery production.

ST8 may also have been used as a dwelling. The evidence 
for rebuilding is more ephemeral here, with traces of previous/
later ring-gullies so faint that they could not be excavated. 
The presence of shallow, burnt pit features could indicate 
hearth positions and there is evidence of eccentrically placed Fig. 4.18

Fig 4.18 Reconstruction drawing showing roundhouse construction ST5
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hearths from roundhouses in Kent, for example at Highstead 
Quarry (Bennett et al 2007, 42). There is little that can be 
said regarding the two unenclosed ring-gullies to the north, 
ST3 and ST4. They probably mark a building or successive 
buildings although of unclear function.

Range of finds
The range and distribution of finds recovered is unusual. 
Although there is frequent pottery, most of it was found in 
the enclosure ditches. More finds are usually recovered from 
ring-gullies than was the case at Brisley Farm. Of these finds, 
there was a high proportion of pottery. There were very few 
other clay objects, with only two clay weights from the Late 
Iron Age as a whole and none from this phase. Because clay 
weights are usually fairly ubiquitous on Late Iron Age sites the 
argument could therefore be put forward that the expected 
range of domestic activities was not taking place at Brisley 
Farm during this period, although this scarcity could be a 
wider Kent phenomenon.

THE ANTENNAE DITCHED ENCLOSURE
There is a temptation, when interpreting Iron Age enclosures, 
of trying to fit the evidence into known ‘type’ sites. This 
is acknowledged here, although there is merit in drawing 
comparisons between known banjo enclosures and the antennae 
ditched enclosure OA40. The evidence is, however, far from 
conclusive and it is only with the full excavation of Area 9 that a 
more definitive discussion will be able to be attempted.

Even so, enclosure OA40 does share some characteristics 
with typical banjo enclosures – antennae ditches meeting 
further ditches at a right angle and leading into an enclosed 
space. The form at the entrance is not quite typical, although 
this may be a product of the complex sequence of later ditches 
obscuring the earlier patterns. It is clear that there are some 
distinctive, though not conclusive, similarities. The evaluation 
of Area 9 does provide further, tentative, insights (Fig 4.15).

The evidence is perhaps strong enough to indicate that 
enclosure OA40 may have served a similar function to typical 
banjo enclosures, although there has been some discussion 
concerning what this function may be. Cunliffe suggests that 
the planning and setting of these enclosures indicate they 
were designed to aid the collection, selection and corralling of 
livestock (2005, 246–7). Some enclosures also have evidence of 
feasting deposits, perhaps associated with the annual livestock 
roundup. Often, they are found on marginal or low-lying land. 
Such enclosures are common in Wessex and the Cotswolds 

but are fairly scarce elsewhere: there are few recorded examples 
from Kent. So far, the Bronze Age and Middle/Late Iron 
Age evidence from Brisley Farm has shown that livestock 
was integral. It may be that enclosure OA40 is a progression 
or development of the earlier (period 3) northern enclosure 
OA17, which showed similar characteristics. This would also fit 
with the reorganisation of space, with the area to the north of 
space OA38 perhaps turned over to settlement.

THE ENVIRONMENT
Pollen samples taken from pit G95 suggest that the inferred 
vegetation was similar to that of the Late Bronze Age/Early Iron 
Age period, in which there was an overall dominance of herbs. 
The assemblages suggest a local environment of grassland and 
pasture. Small numbers of cereal pollen grains and occasional 
weeds of waste and disturbed ground are evidence of arable 
activity, possibly at some distance or perhaps derived from 
waste farinaceous products disposed of in the ditch. There is 
evidence of oak woodland.

SUMMARY
The community who resettled Brisley Farm and managed 
herds of cattle, sheep or horses, or, more likely, a combination 
of the three, on a seasonal or transhumance basis, had by this 
time staked a more significant and permanent claim to the 
land. There is a clear sense of the development of the previous 
enclosures and spaces in period 4, phase 1. It is proposed that 
this later occupation at once respected and slighted aspects 
of the former, a concern that was particularly apparent at the 
entrances. The evidence suggests that corralling may still have 
played a role but that enclosed spaces in which people lived 
also existed. There is little further hard evidence for the farming 
regime; environmental samples taken from features of this 
phase were, on the whole, unproductive. It would be reasonable 
to assume some degree of arable farming as part of a wider 
pattern of mixed farming, but this cannot be clearly defined 
from the evidence, and there is the possibility that it was not 
undertaken at this time. Similarly, there was no evidence for 
the presence of pigs.

Patterns detectable within these archaeological remains 
point to a concern for the alignment of entranceways and 
an element of deliberate deposition of pottery in ditches and 
pits, although it is difficult at times to differentiate this from 
the casual discard of artefacts as part of everyday domestic 
activities. Intriguingly, there is circumstantial evidence that 
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the form of occupation may not be that associated with 
a traditional farming community. The range of artefacts 
recovered is unusual and may suggest the emergence of 
occupation areas with a more specialist function, although the 
comparative scarcity of spindle whorls and clay weights could 
be synonymous with a regional rather than site-specific trend. 
The implication is, perhaps, that there is subtle evidence of 
the funerary and ‘sacred’ landscape that developed overtly in 
the succeeding period, the specialist function being possibly 
religious or funerary in nature.
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5.1  INTRODUCTION

The second phase of the Late Iron Age (period 4, phase 2a–d) 
was a time of intense activity and rapid change at Brisley 
Farm. The sequence of remains was complex, comprising a 
dynamic landscape of ditched enclosures, circular structures, 
trackways, cremation cemeteries and enigmatic ‘sacred’ spaces. 
Undoubtedly the most significant discoveries were two burials 
with weapons, also known as ‘warrior burials’, placed within 
square-ditched enclosures. In many ways the archaeological 
remains of this period centred on and respected these burials 
and have enabled, for the first time, a consideration of how 
such inhumations relate to the wider settlement landscape. This 
chapter presents the archaeological evidence for this period, 
including the construction of the barrow ditches. The burials 
themselves are covered in detail in Chapter 6.

Although the warrior burials are extremely important, they 
were part of a wider pattern of occupation. To what extent they 
were an element of an already sacred area is a question whose 
answer underpins the interpretation of the Iron Age habitation 
at Brisley Farm. Equally, an increase in enclosed space suggests 

that the land may have been increasingly segregated for 
different functions.

5.2  CHRONOLOGY AND 
STRATIGRAPHY

The archaeological remains consist of a rapid succession of cut 
and recut features that have been divided into four stratigraphic 
phases (phase 2a–d). However, the repeated use of the landscape 
and the largely chronologically indistinct material culture means 
that these phases can only provide a framework for a ‘best fit’ 
interpretation. The greatest difficulties during the fieldwork and 
subsequent analysis were the complexity of the stratigraphic 
sequences and the development of a plausible land-use model. 
Many of these stratigraphic relationships were subject to 
repeated investigation in the field because of the unclear nature 
of the silt clay fills. Compounding this, many features are likely 
to have been dug and quickly backfilled (eg, the inhumations, 
cremations, ritual consumption deposits and some ditches). 

CHAPTER 5  LATE IRON AGE (PERIOD 4, PHASE 2A–D)

Fig 5.1 Plan of period 4, phase 2a 
features (also showing period 4, phase 
1 remains) (Area 4)

CHAPTER 5  LATE IRON AGE (PERIOD 4, PHASE 2A-D)
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Therefore it is probable that some of the events in adjacent 
stratigraphic phases (eg, phase 2a–b) are separated by short 
periods of time and not necessarily by years or decades. Analysis 
of the pottery has highlighted the homogeneous nature of the 
assemblage, which has precluded a closely dated sequence (see 
Chapter 10.5). The exceptions to this are the rare examples of 
imported pottery, notably found in the graves of the warrior 
burials, for which close date ranges are available. Although not 
certain, the pottery assemblage suggests that period 4, phase 2 
begins broadly at the start of the 1st century AD and ends at 
the Conquest or shortly after. One of the last events, at the close 
of this period, is the interment of the second warrior burial, 
Burial Complex 1 (BC1), c AD 40–50.

5.3  A SPECIAL OR SACRED 
STRUCTURE (PERIOD 4, PHASE 2A)

This phase saw the first identifiable settlement of the previously 
unoccupied space (period 4, phase 1) OA38, with the 
construction of a structure defined by ring-gully ST13 (Fig 
5.1). In all probability, this building immediately preceded the 
development of a sequence of enclosures although different 
interpretations are possible. There is every possibility, perhaps 

likelihood, that elements of the earlier landscape were still 
visible and perhaps in use during this phase.

RING-GULLY ST13 AND OA169
Ring-gully ST13 was uncovered within OA169. The structure 
was slightly oval in plan (6.10 × 5.70m, internal dimensions) 
and averaged 0.50m wide and 0.25m deep with a fairly steeply 
sided, although not vertical, profile (Fig 5.2). Given this profile, 
it is unlikely that the gully acted as a footing trench for plank 
walls and it was probably a drainage gully. There was a silty 
clay deposit concentrated in the interior that contained small 
fragments of pottery. It is unlikely that this represents the remains 
of a floor given the probable truncation of internal postholes. 
There were six such postholes (groups G312 and G335) forming 
a rough square in the centre, which may have made up internal 
partitioning. They were generally shallow (<0.10m deep) 
suggesting a degree of later truncation. Perhaps significantly, 
four of these postholes were aligned across the entrance, possibly 
forming the uprights for a wattle screen. Alternatively, these 
posts may have acted as a temporary supporting structure during 
construction. The entrance was 2.30m wide, clearly defined and 
aligned to the east. A posthole (G425) towards the centre of this 
entrance may have been part of the doorway structure.

The small pottery assemblage recovered from the infilled 
gully was primarily grog-tempered; there were just two 

Fig 5.2 Detailed plan of ring-gully ST13 (Area 4)
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noticeably abraded sand-tempered sherds. The plain everted-
rim jar and bead-rim jar, as well as the combed or furrowed 
decoration on the exterior of body sherds, point to a Late Iron 
Age date. Posthole group G312 contained a single piece of 
unidentifiable calcined bone.

Significantly, later ditch G136 (period 4, phase 2b) 
bisected this structure, cutting through the entrance (Fig 5.2). 
It contained a series of placed deposits and was probably of 
special or ‘ritual’ significance. The relationship with ditch G136 
may suggest ST13 had a special function or significance as well. 
The ring-gully was also cut by the main enclosure ditch G229 
in later period 4, phase 2c.

It is possible that ring-gully ST12, assigned to period 4, 
phase 2b and discussed in detail below (Chapter 5.5), actually 
originated in this period (Fig 5.3, Landscape Model 1).

In this model the two ring-gullies, ST13 and ST12, existed 
together and both pre-dated the main enclosure complex. In 
some ways this model is preferable, because ST12 might then 
have been out of use by the time of the construction of the first 

warrior burial monument (BC2) and would not therefore have 
sat in such close proximity.

Alternatively, ST13 may also have belonged in period 
4, phase 2b and have been enclosed by the cellular enclosure 
OA47. This would mean that ditch G136 was later still (and 
not, therefore, part of the original cutting of the cellular 
enclosure system) and cut ST13 after the structure had gone 
out of use (Fig 5.3, Landscape Model 2).

A further possible interpretation is that the first warrior 
burial monument (BC2) was constructed before either ST12 
or ST13. The implication of this is that the barrow acted as 
a catalyst or nucleus, attracting a later sequence of structures 
and enclosures.

All these models have advantages and disadvantages, 
each fitting the archaeological landscape well but in different 
ways. The complexity of the remains and the lack of a tightly 
dated sequence results in some ambiguity. However, the 
preferred interpretation is the one presented first, with ST13 
being constructed and subsequently demolished before the 
first warrior burial complex was built. This explanation of the 
archaeological evidence seems to fit best both stratigraphically 
and spatially.

5.4  THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE 
‘SACRED LANDSCAPE’ (PERIOD 4, 
PHASE 2B)

It was in this phase that the archaeological remains rapidly 
increased in frequency (Fig 5.4). Dating evidence was not 
present in any great quantity, but a date in the first half of the 
1st century AD is probable.

UNENCLOSED SPACE OA170, OA43 AND 
STRUCTURE 10
It is probable, but not certain, that most of the earlier period 
4, phase 1 remains concentrated in the north of OA4 had 
fallen out of use by this time. They were replaced by two large 
unenclosed (as far as the extent of the excavation allows) spaces, 
OA43 and OA170 (Fig 5.5). Aside from a single pit containing 
some grog-tempered pottery, OA170 was devoid of features.

OA43, which was accessed via an entrance between ditch 
G92 and the boundary of adjacent enclosure OA49, was 
slightly more productive. Here there was a single ring-gully, 
ST10 (Fig 5.6). This gully was ephemeral (0.10m wide and 
0.07m deep and approximately 7.0m in diameter) and may 

Fig 5.3 Two alternative models of development for ST13 (Area 4)



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

78

Fig 5.4 Plan of period 4, phase 2b features (Areas 3–4)
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have had an entrance aligned south-east. An undated posthole, 
G426, may be all that remains of the internal features 
associated with it. No finds were recovered. Interestingly, 
this feature cut the northern ditch of the period 4, phase 

1 enclosure OA35 and would have bisected its entrance. A 
further small segment of curving gully, G253, located 18m 
to the south-west of ST10 may also have been a ring-gully, 
although very ephemeral (0.25m wide and 0.05m deep) and 
probably partly removed during machine stripping. This gully 
cut ditch G91, also part of enclosure OA35. It contained 
sheep long-bone fragments, and a small sample of oak 
(Quercus sp) charcoal.

Two irregularly shaped, shallow (0.10m deep) features 
located to the south of gully G253 make up pit group G324. 
These pits contained fills with charcoal flecking and fragments 
of burnt clay; animal bone and grog-tempered body sherds 
were also recovered. Nearby group G325 comprised two 
irregular and shallow (<0.10m deep) pits containing some 
charcoal and evidence of in situ burning. The pits making 
up the fairly scattered group G331 were all rather irregular 
in shape and shallow. One feature of interest contained a 
Late Iron Age handmade grog-tempered storage jar and the 
base of a burnished grog-tempered vessel. This pit group also 
contained fragments of calcined bone including a piece of 
sheep long bone.

The function of enclosure OA43 is not clear; there is 
reasonable evidence of domestic occupation although the 

Fig 5.5 Plan of OA43, OA49 and OA170 (Area 4)

Fig 5.6 Detailed plan and section of ring-gully ST10 (Area 4)
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immediate proximity of the sacred/funerary complexes to 
the south emphasises the close relationship between sacred 
and profane.

ENCLOSURE OA49 AND POSTHOLE CLUSTERS
Enclosure OA49 was rectangular in plan and fairly large, 
measuring some 45 × 20m (Fig 5.5). To the north-east and west 
it was defined by fairly steep-sided, V-shaped ditch (G99) that 
measured 1.30m wide and c 0.50m deep. There was no visible 
evidence of recuts in the ditch. The eastern ditch (G93) clearly 
cut the earlier period 3 and period 4, phase 1 ditches G37 and 
G98 and also waterhole G153. This enclosure ditch was similar 
in size but had a slightly gentler profile. To the south, OA49 
was bounded by a gentler profiled ditch (G230; 1.0m wide and 
0.40m deep). This ditch was a recutting /redefinition of the 
earlier boundary ditch for enclosure OA34/35.

The pottery from these enclosure ditches is dominated by 
Late Iron Age grog-tempered sherds, mainly from bead-rim 
jars but some from the lower portion of a pedestal jar. There 
are also a handful of body sherds with combed/furrowed 
decoration. The ditches contained a large quantity of cattle 
teeth (156 fragments), some pig teeth and fragments of sheep 
bone, both calcified and unburnt. Two fragments of unburnt 
human bone from a subadult/adult were recovered from ditch 
G93. There was no obvious entrance to enclosure OA49, 
although this may have been obscured by successive recutting 
on the southern and western sides.

Towards the western boundary of the enclosure was a 
complex cluster of postholes (groups G431, G437, G439, G110 
and G109). It is possible some of these related to ST7 (period 4, 
phase 1) but the spread of postholes sits best spatially as part of 
the enclosure OA49, lying near the western boundary.

Two groups of postholes within this spread may have 
formed four-post structures (Fig 5.7). Postholes G431 were 
all similar sizes (0.36–0.50m diameter and 0.20m deep) and 
formed a roughly rectangular space of 2.20 × 3.20m. Next 
to these was a further group of postholes, G437 (c 0.25m in 
diameter and 0.10m deep), forming a roughly rectangular space 
of 2.50 × 1.70m. The function of these two possible structures 
is unclear. Perhaps related to them was a further group of six 
postholes/stakeholes, G439 (c 0.20m in diameter and 0.10m 
deep), which may represent rebuilds or additions to these 
structures. It is possible, however, that these groups formed a 
single fenced structure, such as an animal pen.

Approximately 6.0m to the north were two further groups 
of postholes, G109 and G110, broadly aligned east–west (Fig 

5.5). These features were of varying diameters (0.10–0.25m) 
and depth (0.05–0.25m) and may represent two or more 
phases of internal fencing or pens. It is probable that many 
of the postholes did not survive because of truncation of the 
archaeological horizon.

Some pits (G330) containing pottery were identified 
within this enclosed space, located in close association with the 
posthole groups described above (Fig 5.5). They were generally 
oval or slightly irregular in plan with moderate to steeply 
sloping sides, and were all quite similar in size, ranging from 
1.0–1.50m in diameter and 0.35–0.55m in depth. A modest 
but mixed assemblage of grog-tempered, sand-tempered and 
glauconite-rich sherds came from these features, suggesting a 
1st-century BC to early 1st-century AD date. The few rims 
present are from bead-rim jars. Pit group G330 contained 
many fragments of calcined bone, including sheep and cattle, 
and a quartz beach pebble, probably used as a polishing stone, 
was also present. The function of these pits is unclear. There 
was no evidence of in situ burning and no clear evidence as to 
whether the artefacts were deliberately deposited. Regarding the 
function of the enclosure as a whole, the posthole scatter and 
pits suggest fairly intensive activity but of an unclear nature.

5.5  THE CENTRAL BURIAL, 
FUNERARY AND SACRED 
COMPLEXES (PERIOD 4, PHASE 2B)

The remains associated with funerary and ceremonial activity 
increase in complexity in period 4, phase 2b and the rapid 
succession of ditched enclosures is impossible to interpret with 
total confidence. Presented below are possible versions of the 
landscape history (see above, Chapter 5.3 and Fig 5.3) that are 
all plausible to some extent. Land-use descriptions are given in 
the first and preferred or ‘best fit’ version.

CELLULAR ENCLOSURES OA46–OA48 AND 
ENCLOSURE OA152
Although not certain, it is likely that during this period land in 
the central area that had been open since the Bronze Age was 
enclosed by a series of thin, partially segmented gullies (c 0.25–
0.50m wide and up to 0.50m deep). These formed three small, 
cellular enclosures or plots, OA46–OA48. The extrapolated 
dimensions of the first two were 8 ×10m and 9 × 14m; those of 
the third were unknown (Fig 5.8). The south-east end of this 
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Fig 5.7 Detailed plan and section of posthole groups G431, G437 and G439 (Area 4)
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gully system (G138) was cut by a Roman (period 5, phase 1) 
ditch (G268), which removed its probable terminal end. Even 
so, it did not continue beyond this Roman ditch and is likely 
to have formed a south-aligned entrance in this vicinity.

One gully (G136) in this complex cut through the centre 
of ring-gully ST13, possibly in a deliberate act, suggesting the 
two may have been interrelated. G136 contained a quantity of 
pottery (Fig 5.9), including a grog-tempered base (no 20) and 
a possible handmade lagena (no 21). This pottery was located 
almost central to the footprint of ST13. Calcined animal bone 
was also recovered, including a sheep-size long-bone fragment.

Enclosure OA48
Ditch G138 was the main north–south-aligned 
curvilinear gully that bounded the cellular enclosures 
(Fig 5.8). This feature, almost meandering in places, 
was of variable width (0.35–0.50m) and depth (0.07–
0.25m), and had an irregular profile. Its primary fill 
was silty and fairly sterile, the result of natural silting, 
indicating that it was left open for a time. Cut into 
this fill was a series of oval and elongated pits, G137 
and G139 (or, possibly, a single, meandering recut). 
The fill or fills of these features were very different 
from the primary fill of the ditch: charcoal-rich and 
containing burnt bone, burnt clay and pottery, much 
of which was present on the base of the cut(s). It 
seems likely that the gully was deliberately redug or 
redefined to accommodate these artefacts and facilitate 
the accompanying rites. There was also discarded or 
deposited fuel debris, probably from hearths or burning 
events, which consisted mainly of oak (Quercus sp) 
but included hawthorn/Sorbus group (Pomoideae), 
blackthorn (Prunus spinosa), willow (Salix sp)/poplar 
(Populus sp), cf field maple (Acer campestre) and hazel 
(Corylus avellana).

The ditch contained 1.4kg of grog-tempered 
pottery whose state ranges from fairly abraded, perhaps 
reflecting the acidic soil conditions, to quite fresh, suggesting 
deposition soon after breakage. Many of the sherds are likely 
to be from bead-rim jars. However, there are some Belgic-style 
traits in this assemblage, such as part of a plain handmade 
pedestal base and an everted-rim jar with a rippled or 
corrugated shoulder (Thompson form B2–1) that is patchily 
fired but has deep combed/ furrowed decoration on the exterior 
below the cordons (Fig 5.10, no 24).

Pieces of a handmade necked jar with a cordon on the neck 
have a noticeably more abraded interior than exterior (Fig 5.10, 
no 22). A semi-complete jar with an upright beaded rim and 
a corrugated neck (no 23) and a shouldered jar (no 25) were 
recovered, as was a decorated grog-tempered copy of a butt-
beaker with an offset neck (no 26). This was the only instance 
of this type at Brisley Farm, but examples have been found 
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Fig 5.8 Detailed plan of cellular enclosures OA46–OA48 (Area 4)

Fig 5.9 Pottery vessels nos 20–21 from ditch G136
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at the Mill Hill cemetery, Deal, Kent, and the King Harry 
Lane cemetery, St Albans, Hertfordshire. Thompson suggests 
a pre-Conquest date, but the King Harry Lane and Mill Hill 
examples straddle the Conquest. The ditch contained many 
fragments of calcified bone, almost all sheep with a minimal 
amount of cattle.

The generally, though not exclusively, unabraded nature 
of the pottery and the presence of semi-complete vessels, the 
dumps of charcoal, animal bone and, most importantly, the 
immediate context of the surrounding enclosures all point to 
a sequence of deliberate acts of deposition. Additionally, it 
is worth noting the presence of the butt-beaker copy; butt-
beakers were found with the two warrior burials.

Further north, at the junction between ditch G138 and 
ditch G143, another series of deposits was placed in five 
defined pits or hollows, groups G144 and G241 (Fig 5.8). 
These features were between 0.30m and 0.70m in width and 
0.10m to 0.25m deep. Their single fills contained a high 
proportion of charcoal and deposits of calcined animal bone. A 
grog-tempered bead-rim jar with a band of incised decoration 
was recovered from pit G241 (Fig 5.10, no 27). A further pit 
contained the semi-complete profile of a handmade, thin-
walled, small, round-bodied jar with a bead rim and very 
abraded and pitted surfaces. Although this form appeared in 
the later 1st century BC, it continued to be handmade to the 
end of the 1st century AD. A largely complete but fragmentary 
grog-tempered, handmade, round-shouldered jar with a bead 
rim and furrowed decoration on the body was also placed in 
the ditch. Alongside this were sherds from a grog-tempered 
handmade jar with an upright bead rim (Thompson form 
C1–4) and an abraded and pitted exterior. There is carbonised 
residue on the interior, indicating that the vessel was used 
for preparation of food prior to deposition. This series of pits 
continued in the base of adjacent ditch G143, though no 
special deposits were identified.
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Fig. 5.10

Fig 5.10 Pottery vessels nos 22–26 from ditch G138, and no 27 from pit G241
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Ditch groups G140, G142 and G145 formed 
the boundaries of cellular enclosure OA46 and were 
morphologically similar to the other examples. These gullies 
also contained a large quantity of animal bone fragments, both 
calcined and uncalcined. Diagnostic fragments included sheep 
distal tibia, cranial fragments, rib and long bones.

Generally, the ceramic evidence from the gullies forming 
the cellular enclosures is somewhat mixed with both fresh and 
abraded sherds, perhaps partly a product of the soil conditions. 
There are also a number of semi-complete vessels and evidence 
of food preparation. Considering this evidence it seems possible 
that some of the vessels were deposited as offerings containing 
food and some deposited after being deliberately broken.

Enclosure OA47
Within the interior of the cellular enclosure OA47 were two 
pit groups (Fig 5.8). Group G351 consisted of three roughly 
circular or oval truncated pits measuring 0.28–0.58m in 
diameter and 0.05–0.10m deep. All contained single fills with 
charcoal flecks, burnt animal bone, flecks of burnt clay and 
pottery. All the sherds from these pits are grog-tempered and 
probably came from jars. The sherds from one pit in this group 
are noticeably more abraded than the others.

The second pit group, G314, consisted of two circular/
subcircular features, one of which was fairly large, with a 
width of 0.90m. The second (cut E[1261]) was smaller, 0.30m 
wide and 0.07m deep. It contained body sherds from a grog-
tempered vessel, possibly placed inverted, a scatter of Late 
Iron Age quartz-rich sherds, burnt bone and a number of 
rounded pebbles (which may or may not have been deliberately 
deposited). Both features contained single fills with evidence of 
charcoal, burnt clay and burnt animal bone.

The function of these pits is not clear. Although they 
share some characteristics with cremation burials, no human 
remains were positively identified. It is possible that they 
were deliberately excavated to deposit the remains of ‘ritual 
consumption events’ (burnt animal bone and food vessels). 
Whether these were contemporary acts or a succession of events 
is impossible to tell. Similarly, the relationship to the structured 
deposits in the enclosure ditches is uncertain although there are 
clear similarities.

Enclosure OA152
To the east of these was a large enclosed space, OA152, which 
was 45 × 38m as exposed (Figs 5.8 and 5.11). This enclosure 
was formed by the main spinal ditch of the cellular enclosure 
G138 (described below), the southern ditch of enclosure OA49 
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to the north (described above) and ditch G543 to the south. 
Ditch G543 was 0.50m wide and 0.20m deep and contained 
grog-tempered pottery. It was the earliest feature in a complex 
area of intercutting ditches and was clearly cut by ditches G155 
and G228, later redefinitions of this enclosure. A south-facing 
entrance, c 7.0m wide, was formed by the terminal of ditch 
G543 and the probable truncated terminal of gully G138.

WARRIOR BURIAL BC2
Within enclosure OA152, aligned with the entrance, was 
Burial Complex 2 (BC2): the first of the two Brisley Farm 
warrior burials. This burial was placed 9.0m from the northern 
boundary and 22m from the entrance (measured to the centre 
of the grave cut). It was therefore not centrally positioned 
within the internal space of the enclosure. The grave was placed 
within a square-ditched enclosure (G207), which probably 
created the spoil for a low barrow mound covering the burial 
(Fig 5.12). Owing to later ploughing, however, there was no 
evidence of this.

This enclosure had internal dimensions of 4.60 × 5.30m. 
The square enclosure ditch G207 had a fairly steep profile, 
steeper and more substantial to the east, west and south. 
This ties in with the south becoming the focal point in the 
succeeding period. Typically, the ditch was 0.65m wide 
and 0.35–0.45m deep. In the north and north-west of this 
enclosure ditch there was evidence of some slumped ‘natural’ 
clay. This was located near the inside edge of the ditch and may 
have been derived from the weathering processes acting on the 
barrow mound. Overlying this, the main silty clay fill of the 
ditch contained pottery, burnt bone, charcoal and burnt clay. 
It is possible that this deposition was a single event but it seems 
more likely that it was a series of successive acts. The material 
was quite mixed and there was no evidence that the artefacts 
were placed on the base of the cut.

All of the 3.7kg of pottery recovered from the ditch is 
grog-tempered; the forms from this group are quantified in 
Table 5.1. The homogeneous nature of the fabric used, with 
no residual flint-tempered sherds or sand-tempered sherds, 
is unusual for such a large assemblage, and it is striking that 
most of the rim sherds are from bead-rim jars. There are some 
exceptions to this, such as some plain jars with no exterior rim 
(Thompson form C3) and a scatter of sherds from typically 
Kentish grooved globular barrel jars (Thompson form B5–5). 
Some of the sherds are noticeably abraded, but a handful 
appeared quite fresh. The main decoration in this assemblage 
is combed/furrowed areas on the body of the vessels, which is 

a common decorative trait in the assemblage. The ditch also 
contained a small amount of calcined animal bone with some 
sheep identifiable.

RING-GULLY ST12
Approximately 5.0m to the south of BC2 was ring-gully ST12 
(Fig 5.13). It is presented here as being broadly contemporary 
with BC2 and may have been directly associated with the burial 
rites, although other interpretation models are possible (see 
above, Chapter 5.3). The structure was defined by a ring-gully, 
G199 and G202, which was clearly cut by the later ditches 
G280/281 and G355 (period 5, phases 1 and 3). The ring-
gully’s internal diameter measured 8.0m, and it was typically 
0.20–0.30m deep and 0.30m wide with a moderate sloping 
profile (Fig 5.13). Given this profile, it is likely that the gully 
served as a drainage feature rather than foundation bedding 
trenches. In several places there were amorphous spreads 
around the gully that may have been areas of trample.

There was a clear entrance, 2.25m in width, formed 
by opposing gully terminals. It was aligned south and also 
aligned toward the enclosure entrance. There were three 
undated postholes (G615) just to the inside but they did 
not form a particular coherent pattern. Two were of similar 
sizes (0.35m in diameter and 0.25–0.30m deep) whilst the 
third was slightly smaller. Two stakeholes may be related to 
them. Further postholes (G616), also undated, were located 
inside the structure and measured approximately 0.40m in 
diameter and 0.25m in depth. This group may have formed 
internal partitions or structures, although there was no clear 
pattern. Alternatively, they could be the remains of temporary 

Opposite
Fig 5.11 Detailed plan and section of enclosure OA152 (Area 4)

Table 5.1 Quantification of pottery forms in ditch G207
(form codes after Thompson 1982)

Form Sherd count Weight (g) Estimated number of 

vessels
B1–3 jar 1 12 1

B2–1 jar 1 14 1

B5–3 jar 3 114 1

B5–3 jar 1 26 1

B5–5 jar 27 771 1

C3 jar 28 144 2

Miscellaneous 

bead-rim jar

73 470 7

Unassigned jar 157 1142 15

Unassigned platter 12 74 1

Total 303 2767 30
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structural supports used during construction. Similar to ST7 
(period 4, phase 1) there was a posthole located opposite the 
doorway. All the sherds associated with this structure are grog-
tempered, except for a very small and abraded (presumably 
residual) flint-tempered sherd and a small intrusive sherd of 
abraded Upchurch/Thameside greyware in the upper fill of the 
ring-gully. Almost all the grog-tempered sherds are from bead-
rim and plain necked jars. A fragment of spindle whorl was 
recovered from a deeper ‘sump-like’ section of the gully. The 

south-west side of the ring-gully provided one of the largest 
assemblages of calcified animal bone from the site and included 
many sheep, cattle and unidentifiable fragments. One pig 
fragment was also recovered. This assemblage is primarily made 
up of long-bone fragments and teeth.

This structure was located in the midst of the complex 
of sacred/funerary remains and it is probable that it too was 
associated with this type of activity. It may be that it served 
a similar function to the adjacent ring-gully ST13, perhaps 

Fig 5.12 Detailed plan and section of warrior burial BC2 (Area 4)

39.97mOD
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replacing it. The key question is whether this structure was a 
funerary building, possibly housing the body before burial or 
cremation, or whether it was associated with ongoing religious 
or sacred activity. The deposits of pottery and large amounts 
of animal bone were probably deliberately deposited and may 
have derived from the rites associated with the funerary or 
other ritual activity. The fragment of pig bone recovered is 
significant since this animal is elsewhere found only in contexts 
with a clear sacred or funerary function (including the later 
warrior burial).

It is uncertain, however, whether this feature fits spatially 
in period 4, phase 2b. It is located very close to Burial 
Complex 1 and would have partly obscured it from the 
entrance to the enclosure.

SCREEN OR FENCE LINE G317
Between ring-gully ST12 and burial BC2 was a line of six 
postholes, G317 (Fig 5.11). These postholes were typically 
V-shaped in profile and 0.10–0.25m deep. They may have 
formed a facade or wattle screen, 4.50m long, that potentially 
blocked the view of the monument from the entrance and 
separated the space between structure ST12 and burial BC2.

FURTHER INTERNAL FEATURES 
IN ENCLOSURE OA152: PITS AND 
POSTHOLES
There was a series of pits, postholes and amorphous 
features inside enclosure OA152 (Fig 5.11). These have 
been phased on the basis of the ceramic dating evidence 
and best spatial fit within the pattern of remains.

Feature G318 was a shallow pit (0.40 × 0.30m 
and 0.17m deep) located outside the entrance of 
ring-gully ST12. Its fill contained grog-tempered 
pottery sherds, burnt clay and charcoal. Another 
feature nearby, G535, was located next to ditch 
G138. A single grog-tempered bead-rim jar was 
deposited within this pit and there was some 
evidence of in situ burning. The position of this 
feature is perhaps significant, being close to the 
boundary ditch; it is probable that the pot was 
deliberately deposited.

A further three pits (G320) formed a rough 
line (of unclear, if any, significance). All were 
of moderate size in plan (0.50–1.0m maximum 
in width). Two were shallow (0.15m deep) and 
contained a small amount of grog-tempered pottery. 
One of these two pits was located close to the eastern 

terminal of the entrance to enclosure OA152. The third pit 
(E[3424]) was the largest (0.51m deep) and had four fills, 
including a layer of burnt clay and an upper fill containing 
frequent grog-tempered sherds that may have been deliberately 
shovelled into the feature. Most of a grog-tempered bead-rim 
jar was collected from this pit, which also contained a slither of 
(?intrusive) samian from the upper fill and a footring base (Fig 
5.14, no 28). Two flint scrapers were recovered. Similar features 
were found in the interior of cellular enclosure OA47. The pit 
group G320 as a whole contained several sheep-size long-bone 
fragments. The artefacts recovered from E[3424], the largest 
pit, were probably deposited deliberately. This is thought to be 
the case partly because of the virtually complete bead-rim jar 
that was recovered and also because of the clear wider sacred/
funerary context of the enclosure in which the pits were found, 
suggesting that casual domestic discard would not be the 
primary manner of deposition.

A possible rectangular structure or pit alignments
Just inside and to the east of the entrance to enclosure OA152 
was a group of postholes and pits (Fig 5.11). Five postholes 
(G319) appeared to form an approximate rectangular shape, 
5.70 × 4.10m in size. Four were located at corners, the fifth on 

Fig 5.13 Detailed plan and section of ring-gully ST12 (Area 4)
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the eastern side. They were flat-based and ranged from 0.35m 
to 0.45m in diameter and from 0.10m to 0.20m in depth. A 
grog-tempered pottery sherd was recovered from one feature; 
the rest have been dated by spatial association. There were two 
internal postholes (G321) of similar form.

Five subcircular pits (G536) formed part of this 
rectangular arrangement of features. They ranged from 0.57 × 
0.40m to 1.70 × 0.47m in size and were mostly fairly shallow 
(0.10–0.18m), with two deeper examples (up to 0.50m). All 
had single fills apart from the largest (E[1321]), which had 
a primary infilling of clay silt with frequent grog-tempered 
pottery, burnt animal bone and charcoal. This fill was overlain 
by a layer of clay.

Although tempting, the evidence is not strong enough to 
suggest that this group of features represented the remains of 
a post-built rectangular building with associated (?internal) 
pits. The rectangular pattern is convincing, however, and it 
is possible that posts demarcated this area, perhaps defining 
the location of the pit group G536. There may also be an 
association between some or all of these postholes and an 
enigmatic later ditch, G224.

5.6  THE OCCUPATION OF THE 
SOUTHERN AREA (PERIOD 4, PHASE 2B)

Period 4, phase 2b was the first time since the Late Bronze Age/
Early Iron Age that detectable archaeological activity was found 
in the mid south part of Areas 3–4 (Fig 5.15). The sequence 
spreads across the site and signifies a major investment in the 
land. Elements of this landscape, possibly even the major part 
of it, may have been associated with the sacred and funerary 
enclosures just to the north.

LINEAR SPACE OA50
Approximately 15–20m to the south of the funerary enclosure 
OA152, another series of enclosed spaces developed (enclosures 
OA51, OA52 and OA53). The gap between these two sets of 

enclosures formed a linear space (OA50) up to 15m in width. 
This space almost certainly served as a trackway, although it 
was not in this period formally defined by flanking ditches. The 
enclosure entrances opened on to this space and it must have 
provided access to them. The space was aligned east–west, the 
same orientation as the earlier linear space to the north, OA18, 
which had fallen out of use by this period. OA50 appears, 
therefore, to have been a replacement for OA18.

There were few features within this space. Two pit groups 
(G310 and G323) were excavated. All the pits contained large 
deposits of charcoal and had some evidence of in situ burning, 
but no dating evidence was forthcoming from them so their 
phasing is uncertain.

ENCLOSURE OA51
Enclosure OA51 was created by curvilinear ditches G166, 
G248 and G171 to the south and south-east and by spinal 
ditch G554 to the west (Fig 5.16). There was an entrance 
3.50m wide formed by the opposing terminals of ditches G166 
and G248. This entrance was aligned east, directly toward the 
funerary enclosure OA152, and opened onto and was accessed 
from the linear space OA50.

About 4.0m along ditch G166, a fragment of rotary 
quern made from Lodsworth Greensand was recovered. It had 
been reused as a hone stone. A further fragment of quern, 
this time made from Fine Folkestone stone, was also collected 
from this ditch.

The enclosure ditches were typically 0.60m wide and 
0.45m deep and generally had a V-shaped profile. Ditch G166 
had an upper fill of sterile redeposited natural clay possibly 
derived from the cutting of later, adjacent, period 4, phase 2c, 
ditches. All the pottery from the enclosure ditches (just over 
1kg) is from handmade grog-tempered bead-rim jars. The 
ditches also produced a small amount of animal bone, mostly 
calcified and including cattle and pig. Charcoal derived from 
oak (Quercus sp) was recovered as well as a flint beach pebble, 
which may have been used as a pounder. Ditches G171 and 
G248 were cut by later, period 4, phase 2c ditches G170 and 
G167/168.

The north–south-aligned spinal ditch G554 was 0.05m 
wide, 0.30m deep and V-shaped in profile. This boundary was 
subject to a number of recutting events (eg, ditch G172, period 
4, phase 2c) and obscured by a series of amorphous ‘spread’-
type deposits (possibly ancient cattle or human trample), which 
makes stratigraphic interpretation difficult (Fig 5.16).
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Fig 5.14 Pottery vessel no 28 from pit G320
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RING-GULLY ST14
Located within and next to the western boundary of enclosure 
OA51 was ring-gully ST14. It was slightly subcircular in plan, c 
10.70m in diameter as exposed, defined by an intermittent thin 
gully (0.20–0.30m wide, 0.15m deep) that was not fully exposed 
because of the limit of excavation to the south (Fig 5.17). There 
were two possible entrances to this structure. The first was 
aligned roughly east where the ring-gully was bisected (possibly 
deliberately) by later Roman (period 5, phase 1) ditch G277; this 
event may have obscured an entrance. There was also a series of 
pits in this vicinity and a slightly odd arrangement of the ring-
gully, which may indicate a doorway (which, if in this location, 
would also be aligned with the enclosure entrance). There were 
also, however, two opposing terminals in the northern quadrant, 
2.40m apart. The ring-gully contained several unidentifiable 
calcined animal bone fragments.

Two internal pits (G307) were very similar to each other 
in dimensions (c 0.70m diameter and 0.30m deep). They 
contained a small quantity of grog-tempered pottery, burnt 
clay and stone, although there was no evidence of burning, and 
therefore it is unlikely that they were used as hearths or ovens. 
There are no obvious clues as to the function of the building – 
the surrounding features (see below) exhibit structured deposits 
and it may have been the focus of ritual activity.

PITS TO THE FRONT OF RING-GULLY ST14
In between the entrance to OA51 and the ring-gully ST14 was 
a series of pits (Fig 5.16) that contained an interesting selection 
of artefacts. Interestingly, these features were located just to the 
south of later enclosure ditch G277, which perhaps enclosed a 
previously significant area.

Fig 5.15 Plan of period 4, phase 2b features (Areas 3–4)
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The largest feature was pit G227, a big (c 
2.0m in diameter and 1.65m deep), roughly 
circular feature with multiple fills (Fig 5.18). The 
lower fills were very silty, which, together with 
its depth suggests that it may have been used as 
a well or waterhole. This is also corroborated by 
the profile of the southern side, which was more 
gently sloping and was likely to have been an 
access point.

This feature contained fragments of calcified 
and uncalcified sheep and cattle bone and over 
5kg of pottery, all if it grog-tempered apart from 
a couple of Roman sherds, which are likely to be 
intrusive. However, half the weight is accounted 
for by a single grog-tempered, plain, everted-rim 
jar with an offset neck (Fig 5.19; Thompson form 
B1–2). This was found on the base of the upper 
fill, which may have been the fill of a recut. It is a 
form common in east Kent from the end of the 1st 
century BC through to the post-Conquest period 
(Fig 5.20, no 29). This jar was almost certainly 
deliberately deposited, perhaps in a closing ritual 

Opposite
Fig 5.16 Detailed plan and sections of enclosure OA51 (Areas 3–4)

Fig 5.18 Section of pit G227, E[2748]

Fig 5.17 Detailed plan and section of ring-gully ST14 (Areas 3–4)
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for the feature, or indeed for the enclosure itself. Pieces of two 
handmade jars were also recovered (Fig 5.20, nos 30–31). There 
was one small fragment of glass from a Roman pale blue/green 
cylindrical bottle. Although this could be contemporary with the 
infilling, the fact it was from the uppermost fill suggests it could 
be intrusive.

Pit group G309 was also located in this vicinity, though 
not necessarily related to pit G227 (Fig 5.16). This group of 
three pits contained very frequent pottery, charcoal, calcined 
bone and burnt clay. All these sherds are grog-tempered, with 
the exception of a sand-tempered, squat, wide-mouth cup 
with a cordoned or corrugated body (Thompson form E2–2). 
Rounded jars with bead rims and everted-rim jar sherds are well 
represented. In total just over 4.5kg of pottery was recovered 
from these features, mostly in a poor condition.

Within this pit group one of the features, D[2677], 
contained discrete deposits of pottery, positioned in a way 

that suggests they may have been shovelled in as part of a soil 
matrix. This pit also contained one of only two grog-tempered 
round handles in the Brisley Farm assemblage (Fig 5.20, no 
32). It is about 22mm thick, with dark surfaces, and is most 
likely to have been the handle of a jug (Thompson form G6). 
This is a relatively rare form that was introduced in the early 
1st century AD, a date supported by the sand-tempered cup, 
which is unlikely to be post-Conquest. Two fired clay spindle 
whorls were also recovered from one of the pits in G309 (cut 
D[2677]), one semi-complete and one complete (Fig 5.20). A 
further pit contained one of the largest assemblages of calcified 
animal bones, mostly unidentifiable but including pig, small 
mammal, cattle and a large proportion of sheep. Another pit 
contained complete horse teeth and other, unidentifiable, 
fragments, also calcified. In the vicinity was a small segment 
of gully G165 with similar pottery assemblages and calcified 
animal bone.

The animal bone evidence is significant. As the distribution 
plots show (see below) the occurrence of pig and horse is rare. 
Pig, especially, occurs in clear funerary or structured deposits – 
for example, half a pig skull was found accompanying warrior 
burial BC1. This, and the large quantity of pottery, suggests 
that these pits, or the activities that produced the artefacts 
deposited in them, and possibly, therefore, the function of the 
enclosure and building ST14, were also of a ritual nature.

ENCLOSURES OA52–OA54 AND  
RING-GULLY ST15
  Ring-gully ST15 was only partially exposed owing to the limit 
of excavation, but was probably about 6.20m in diameter (Fig 
5.21). It was very shallow and ephemeral, only 0.10m in depth, 
although ill defined and potentially up to 1.0m in width to the 
south. Two possible postholes (G537) were cut into the base 
of the eastern side of the gully. The finds were limited to the 
wider southern gully, where plain grog-tempered and two sand-
tempered sherds were recovered. The sand-tempered sherds may 
be from a slightly earlier vessel. There was a possible terminal to 
the south, indicating that the entrance may have been aligned 
in this direction, although no definitive opposing terminal 
was evident. It is not possible to tell whether this was a roofed 
structure or a ring-gully defining a circular space. The limited 
finds perhaps suggest that this may have served an ancillary 
function rather than being a focus of activity.

To the north of enclosure OA52 was a group of two pits 
(G362; Fig 5.15), both of similar diameters (0.60m) although of 
differing depth (0.07–0.45m). Both contained a scatter of grog-

Fig 5.19 Photograph of pit G227, E[2748], with pottery vessel no 29

Fig 5.20 Pottery vessels nos 29–31 from pit G227, pottery handle no 
32 from pit G309, D[2677] and spindle whorl from pit G309
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tempered sherds, including sherds of a small bead-rim jar (Fig 
5.22, no 33). A group of eight postholes and stakeholes (G311; 
0.08m-0.15m diameter and up to 0.15m deep) was also located 
in this vicinity and formed a skewed rectangular pattern. Another 
pit (G304), located further south, was larger (1.0 × 0.50m deep) 
and contained grog-tempered sherds and calcified bone.

STRUCTURE 40: A RECTANGULAR BUILDING?
In the middle of the enclosure was a group of 22 postholes, 
an enigmatic series of features making up Structure 40 (ST40; 
Figs 5.15 and 5.23). Three of the postholes (G302) contained 
grog-tempered pottery, including the rim of a cordoned vessel; 
one also contained a piece which may be a Romanised form. 
The remainder of the postholes were undated and have been 
phased due to their spatial relationships. These postholes have 

been grouped together G638, although two interpretations 
for the form of the structure are possible (Fig 5.23). These 
postholes are varied, however, ranging in diameter from 0.30m 
to 0.65m and in depth from 0.20m to 0.48m; they were steep-
sided. Seven postholes formed an east–west alignment, 5.0m 
in length and there is a suggestion that there was a further 
line to the south, although this is less obvious. Possibly these 
postholes formed a rectangular building with an indicative 
(and speculative) size of 5.0 × 2.50m, or perhaps wider (the 
limit of excavation obscured the total picture). Also slightly 
confusing is a group of postholes that cluster in the ‘interior’ 
of the potential building with no clear pattern. One suggestion 
is that four posts at the eastern end may form a doorway and 
porch; a possible alternative interpretation of these postholes 
suggests a much larger building/rectangular space, measuring 
9.0 × 3.50m.

Circumstantially, gully G153 (0.80m wide and 0.23m 
deep), which terminates to the south of ST40, may have 
drained from the ‘structure’ and/or represent a boundary to 
the building area. Grog-tempered pottery and burnt animal 
bone were recovered from its single fill. Similarly, the posthole 
group G618, phased spatially, may be associated with this area 
of activity, perhaps forming a fence, in line with ditch G153. 
Another possible explanation for these posthole groups is that 
they formed part of the internal boundaries with gully G153 
(see below).

It is possible, though unlikely, that these postholes were 
of a slightly later date (period 5, phase 1), given the single, 
possibly Romanised sherd in posthole E[2522].

POSSIBLE RECTANGULAR BUILDING ST34
Roughly in the centre of the enclosure were two parallel linear 
trenches (0.40m wide and 0.08m deep), 4.0m long and 2.0m 
apart, with fairly steep sides and flat bases (Figs 5.15 and 5.24). 
It is possible that these trenches were beam slots for timbers 
supporting a small rectangular building (4.0 × 2.0m). Just three 
grog-tempered body sherds were recovered from this structure.

INTERNAL DIVISIONS
Two thin gullies (G153 and G500) partially divided the 
enclosures OA52–OA54 (Fig 5.15). These gullies were 
0.25–0.40m in width and 0.70m deep with a gentle profile. 
One of these boundaries, ditch G153, was at right angles to 
the northern post alignment of possible structure ST40. It is 
possible, therefore, that this ‘building’ has been misinterpreted 

Fig 5.21 Detailed plan and section of ring-gully ST15 (Area 3)

Fig 5.22 Pottery vessel no 33 from pit G362
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and that the post line and ditch together formed a right-angled 
enclosure around ST15. If this was the case, there may have also 
been a double post line entrance, which ditch G153 respected. 
This entrance would have been aligned east. G500 was a north-
east–south-west aligned gully to the east of this, dividing the 
areas OA52 and OA53. The alignment did not correspond with 
gully G153 and it is unlikely that they were contemporary; gully 
G500 seems to respect the linear space OA50 and may also be 
associated with gully G553 in this vicinity. Most of the sherds 
from these gullies are from G500 and belong to a truncated, 
handmade, grog-tempered jar although a few grog-tempered 
sherds also came from gully G153.

Fig 5.23 Detailed plan of possible building ST40 with posthole sections (Areas 3–4)

Fig 5.24 Detailed plan of possible building ST34 (Areas 3–4)
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ENCLOSURE DITCH G147
The southern boundary of enclosures OA53 and OA54 was 
curvilinear ditch G147. This substantial V-shaped ditch, up 
to 2.15m in width and 1.0m deep, was one of the largest 
enclosure ditches from any period excavated at Brisley Farm. 
The sequence of fills exposed revealed several episodes of silting 
(D[1649], D[1648] and E[1193]), which produced few finds 
and inclusions, followed by, in one location at least, a large 
dump of charcoal, D[1192] (Fig 5.25). It is probable that 
this large deposit of charred oak (Quercus sp) is pyre debris 
relating to the cremation activity to the immediate south 
(OA63 and OA64; see below). Ditch G147 contained mostly 
grog-tempered sherds and a few small Romanised sherds in the 
upper fill, suggesting that it was mostly infilling during period 
4, phase 2 but remained open into the Roman period (period 
5). There was some, uncertain, evidence of recutting and a 
possible suggestion of a bank to the west and south.

CHAPTER 5  LATE IRON AGE (PERIOD 4, PHASE 2A-D)

Cutting the fill of ditch G147 was a cluster of pits, group 
G594, containing frequent charcoal and burnt clay (Fig 5.27). 
One of these pits contained a small group of iron objects, 
unfortunately unidentifiable.

Ditch G147 appeared to be contemporary with the initial 
cutting of the northern spinal ditch G148 and associated small 
gully G157, and was cut by the period 5, phase 1 ditches G273 
and G148.

OPEN AREA 63
There was an interesting and enigmatic sequence of remains 
to the south of ditch G147 (Fig 5.15). Essentially, there was 
an unenclosed space in this period (OA63), although it is 
possible that the spinal ditch G148 (period 6) was initially 
cut at this time.

RING-GULLY ST16
To the north-east of OA63 and 
partially enclosed by ditch G146 
was a slightly oval ring-gully, G193, 
forming ST16 (Fig 5.26). Excavation 
of this feature was problematic as 
it was under water for much of the 
time. It had internal dimensions of 
3.60m and 5.40m and was defined 
by the amorphous, shallow gully 
G193 (0.50m wide and 0.15m deep). 
The northern terminal produced a 
concentration of burnt clay and grog-
tempered pottery but there was very 
little from the rest. There were two 
apparent entrances, one to the south-
east (2.0m wide) and one opposite at 
the north-west (3.40m wide). This is 
one of the few examples of ring-gullies 
to contain possible stakeholes, albeit 
only two.

Internally there were four small 
postholes (G616) and one larger 
feature (G552). Postholes G616 
were fairly similar to each other in 
size (0.12–0.20m in diameter and 
0.07–0.13m deep) and clustered just 
to the west of the south-east-facing 
entrance. There was no obvious pattern Fig 5.25 Sections of ditch G147 (Area 3) (positions are indicated on Fig 5.27)
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to them, although they may be associated with this entrance. 
Feature G552 was 0.73m in diameter and 0.31m deep, slightly 
eccentrically placed to the gully. Few finds were recovered from 
it: a small group of grog- and sand-tempered sherds, as well as 
a few fragments of calcined cattle teeth. It is not clear whether 
G552 was a pit or a fairly substantial posthole, although a 
suggestion of clay packing may indicate the latter.

This is an unusual structure. The ring-gully is wide and 
shallow and has the smallest diameter of any excavated at 
Brisley Farm. A roofed building sitting within this gully would 
be small, perhaps c 3.0–4.0m in diameter and it is unlikely 
that any would be so diminutive (T Barham, pers comm). 
The internal, off-centre feature was large and does not appear 
to have served any clear structural function. It is possible, 
then, that this ring-gully was not roofed but instead defined a 
circular space also marked by internal posts. The entrance faces 
the circular space OA64 to the south-east, and there seems to 
be alignment south-east with the central feature and possible 
entrance to the circular space OA64, described below.

CIRCULAR SPACE OA64
To the south of boundary ditch G147 was an area almost 
entirely devoid of features, space OA64. The area was roughly 
circular and measured 25m in diameter. Whether this circular 
space was deliberate or the result of chance patterning of 

features is not absolutely certain. There is, however, some 
compelling evidence for the former.

The circumference of this space was defined by a series of 
undated postholes, several dated postholes, pits and cremation 
burials. On this periphery, several pits contained vessels, 
charcoal and flecks of burnt or cremated bone (Fig 5.27).

Post settings: defining the circular space
Posthole group G602 was a series of five undated postholes on 
the periphery of space OA64 (Fig 5.27). These post settings 
were confined to the northern arc of area OA64; there were no 
such postholes to the south. Two further postholes (G603) that 
also formed part of this arc contained sherds of grog-tempered 
pottery, broadly dated to the Late Iron Age. The postholes from 
both these groups were typically 0.25–0.35m in diameter and 
0.25m deep.

Posthole groups G604 and G605 formed a semicircular 
pattern of 19 undated postholes and postholes dated by small 
grog-tempered sherds. This group seems to demarcate an 
exterior zone for the circular space OA64, outside the postholes 
G602. On average, these postholes were 0.35m in diameter 
and 0.30m deep (slightly larger than groups G602 and G603). 
Similar to the earlier group, these posts were mostly confined to 
the northern half.

The evidence for these two almost parallel arcs of postholes 
is fairly compelling. What structure, if any, they represented is 
more problematic. The settings are not close enough together 
to be supporting uprights for fences and it may be more likely 
that they served as a visual marker or barrier to the edge of 
OA64 (Fig 5.28). This pattern is also mirrored by ditch G147 
and its probable bank, which bends around the space some 
5.0m away from the exterior posthole arc.

Features around the periphery: cremation burials and 
placed deposits
Three pits (G299) were located around the periphery of the 
circular space, though broadly confined to the southern half 
(Fig 5.27). Irregularly shaped, the features were up to 1.30m 
in length and 0.90m deep. All were single-filled and contained 
charcoal, pottery and/or evidence of burnt or cremated bone. 
Charcoal present in samples from some of these pits indicated 
the use of oak (Quercus sp).

One pit (D[1693], fill D[1694]) contained a possible small 
burnt offering of grain, since charred emmer/spelt grains were 
present, mixed with only a few contaminants (a barley grain, 
an oat grain, a cereal-sized stem base and four weed seeds). 
The weeds represented were common arable weeds of the type 

Fig 5.26 Detailed plan and section of ring-gully ST16 (Area 3)
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often remaining with the grain after processing: chess (Bromus 
sect Bromus), cleavers (Galium aparine) and the seeds of weedy 
grasses (Poaceae). Chaff fragments were not present, so this 
deposit may originally have consisted of a handful of processed 
emmer and/or spelt wheat that was burnt and placed in the 
feature. Fragments of calcified bone from cattle, sheep and pig 
were also recovered.

Another pit from G299 contained grog-tempered, 
handmade, bead-rim jars, and a handmade, grog-tempered, 
long-necked, wide-mouth jar (Thompson form B1–4), usually 
dated to the 1st century AD. A few emmer/spelt grains and 
chaff fragments, along with unidentifiable cereal grains, were 
recovered from another pit in G299. This material was likely to 

represent general, background, burnt domestic waste. A further 
group of two undated pits (G601) contained charcoal and 
unidentified cremated bone. This group has been phased by 
spatial association.

The most interesting feature in G299, D[1696], was oval 
in shape, single-filled and contained a fair amount of pottery. 
This pottery assemblage is dominated by grog-tempered sherds, 
although there is a scatter of sand-tempered sherds. Forms 
present include some handmade, grog-tempered, bead-rim jars, 
as well as a handmade grog-tempered vessel with a grey core 
and dark grey/black surfaces. It is likely to be a long-necked 
wide-mouth jar or bowl (Thompson form B1–4), dated to the 
1st century AD.

Fig 5.27 Detailed plan of circular space OA64 (Area 3) (for section drawings see Fig 5.25)
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Cremation burial group G608
Group G608 represents two cremation burials lying at the south 
end of the arc of features defining space OA64. Even though 
one of these features, D[1171], was severely truncated by 
machine (0.17m in diameter and 0.20m deep), 30g of cremated 
human bone, of older than infant age, was recovered from its 
single fill. Interestingly, no charcoal was present, suggesting 
that the bone was carefully picked out from the funerary 
pyre. A piece of cremated bone recovered from this feature 
was submitted for radiocarbon dating and returned a date of 
2005±35 BP (SUERC-27560, 100 cal BC – cal AD 80).

Some 2.50m to the north-east was another, similar, small 
pit, D[1646] (0.35m in diameter and 0.09m deep) although 
with a charcoal-rich matrix. The feature was disturbed, but 3.3g 
of cremated subadult human bone was recovered.

Cremation burial G597
Pit G597 was a shallow, charcoal-rich, T-shaped feature 
(1.20 × 1.40m and c 0.16m deep) located at the periphery 
of circular space OA64 (Fig 5.27). In morphology, this pit 
was similar to the cross-shaped pyre features identified at 
Westhampnett, West Sussex (Fitzpatrick 1997a, 25–32). There 

Fig 5.28 Interpretative plan of space OA64 (Area 3)
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was no in situ burning, however, which suggests that this is an 
unlikely function in this instance (Jacqueline McKinley, pers 
comm). Despite this, the feature is related to the cremation 
process, with 115g of adult female burnt bone recovered and 
a charcoal-rich sample taken from the base of the feature. This 
sample contained the fragmented remains of oak (Quercus 
sp) roundwood or poles with estimated diameters in excess of 
0.15m (prior to burning); these were obtained from trees with 
slow to moderate growth rates. There were also 18 pieces of 
grog-tempered pottery present, which may have been a token 
deposit, perhaps recovered from the pyre. A piece of cremated 
bone recovered from this feature was submitted for radiocarbon 
dating and returned a date of 2020±35BP (SUERC-27559, 
160 cal BC – cal AD 70).

This feature may have been cut by Roman (period 5) field 
boundary ditch G438 (the relationship between the two was 
inconclusive), which would suggest a marked change in the 
land-use of the area.

The south-east arc
At the south-east of circular space OA64 was a gap of about 
15m, which was devoid of features. This may have been 
deliberately left clear, perhaps forming an entrance into the 
space. It is noteworthy that this ‘entrance’ was in the south-
east corner, similar to many of the ring-gullies excavated at 
Brisley Farm.

Features within the circular space
Marking the centre of the possible circular space was an 
enigmatic, irregular feature (G600). It was partly cut by the 
period 5, phase 1 ditch G438 but was also respected by it 
to the east. There was evidence of two episodes of silty clay 
infilling, but apart from a few sherds of abraded grog-tempered 
pottery the fills were sterile. It is frustrating that this spatially 
significant feature was so unproductive in terms of artefacts 
and environmental evidence. A possible explanation is that 
it marked the position of a tree, and the irregular nature is 
certainly reminiscent of a tree throw.

One shallow pit, G596 (D[1115]), from within the circle 
of OA64 showed some slight evidence of in situ burning and 
a charcoal-rich fill. A small amount (0.5g) of cremated human 
bone was recovered, representing an individual of older than 
infant age. Given the possibility of in situ burning, there is a 
chance that this feature may have been a pyre base. It has been 
dated by association with the spread of period 4, phase 2b 
remains nearby.

There were also two small pits or large postholes (G598; up 
to 0.60m in diameter and 0.30m deep) that were aligned with 
the central feature and also with the feature-free ‘entrance’ to 
the south-east. Perhaps significantly, if a line is drawn through 
these features and the entrance it bisects the doorway of ring-
gully ST16 to the north-west.

Together, these groups of features provide strong evidence 
for funerary practices. Given their spatial arrangement and 
context, it is reasonable to assume that there was deliberate 
deposition of pottery and artefacts in some of them, particularly, 
for example, pit G299, D[1693], which seemed to contain 
a range of food offerings (cereal and three types of animal), 
including pig, which generally seems to be associated with some 
of the more obvious structured deposits at Brisley Farm. There 
are some similarities to the sequence of ritual consumption 
deposits made into the ditches of cellular enclosures OA46–
OA48 in the main funerary enclosure to the north although 
there are differences in the type of animal bone deposited.

LIVESTOCK MANAGEMENT: ANIMAL PENS 
AND BUTCHERY?
Structure 17 and Open Area 65
Approximately 10m to the south of circular space OA64 
was curvilinear Structure 17 (ST17; Fig 5.29). This thin 
gully appeared to form a partial, slightly oval ring-gully with 
dimensions of 7.5 × 9.0m. It was V-shaped and typically 0.25m 
wide and 0.15m deep. Given its profile, it is unlikely that it 
formed a footing trench but probably defined the space and/or 
acted as a drainage trench. This ring-gully would have drained 
into gully G190 to the south.

Pottery was recovered from its northern side along with a 
fairly small amount of calcined sheep and cattle bone. The gully 
was open to the south-east, appearing to form an entrance, 
though the northern side of the feature was truncated at this 
point. Three features were located near the southern terminal 
(G296), which were more likely to be pits than postholes. 
One feature in this group is worth highlighting: in line with 
the terminal of the gully (and so possibly associated with the 
entrance), pit D[1966] contained grog-tempered pottery and 
calcined bone, including pig and sheep, frequent charcoal and 
burnt clay. Unusually for the site, a sample from this feature 
produced an assemblage of cereal chaff and grain. Although 
chaff was more abundant than grain, the very low occurrence 
of weed seeds suggests that this deposit might originally have 
comprised a deposit of semi-processed emmer (Triticum 
dicoccum) and spelt (T spelta) spikelets, rather than a mixture 



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

100

of processed grain and cereal-processing waste. The ratio of 
emmer to spelt was 6:1. This feature was located only a few 
metres away from the pit group G299, on the periphery of 
circular space OA64, which also contained cereal grains.

Within the interior of the ring-gully were three postholes 
(G297; 0.20m in diameter and 0.20m deep) forming an arc 
parallel to the gully. They may be the remnants of a wall or 
internal division. Ring-gully ST17 was set within a further 
thin gully (G190) forming part of the boundary, which 
defined partially enclosed space OA65 immediately to the 
east. It is possible that the boundary also existed to the north, 
completely enclosing ST17. This may have a bearing on the 
structure’s function, perhaps suggesting an ancillary use, such as 
a working area or, more probably, given the internal fencing (see 
G295 below), animal pens or an animal-management system. 
Certainly, this ring-gully and its associated ditches differ in form 
from the other examples in the vicinity, such as ST20 and ST14, 
which are more obvious candidates for the location of buildings.

There were several features within OA65. The most 
significant was a curvilinear line of postholes (G295), adjacent 
to the boundary ditch G190 and close to a probable entrance 
to OA65 formed by the terminal ends of ditches G191 and 
G192. These postholes were typically 0.25m in diameter 
and 0.20m deep, straight-sided and flat-based. Although the 
evidence is incomplete, owing to later truncation, this pattern 
of postholes and ditches is reminiscent of a fencing system for 
the sorting of stock and may have been used to separate culling 
from breeding sheep, for example, as they entered the enclosure 
(Fig 5.29).

Structure 18
Fifteen metres or so to the south a further curvilinear gully 
formed Structure 18 (ST18), which was similar in form 
to ST17 and again, differed from all the other ring-gully 
structures (Figs 5.30 and 5.31). The space was defined by a 
thin, curving gully (G183; c 0.25m wide and 0.12m deep) 
with a gentle profile, not suggestive of a footing trench. Also 
defining this space was an arc of postholes, G291 and G219 
(dated mostly by association), and other features, mostly 
undated, which were difficult to interpret. Postholes G291 were 
all of a similar size to each other (0.20m in diameter and 0.15m 
deep) and fairly convincing. They possibly defined an entrance 
or, more probably, several phases of entrance structure, to the 
north, hence the confusing array of features. The postholes 
of adjacent group G219 were smaller, irregular and more 
ephemeral and may have been the remnant of a truncated gully 
rather than discrete features.

The location of a possible building may be defined by 
a relatively empty space, surrounded by features (G219 and 
G291) to the north-west of gully G183. The arrangement of 
this space is odd, partly defined by the gully but also by the arc 
of postholes, although there may be a remnant of ring-gully to 
the north.

The interior of ST18 was mostly devoid of features, with 
the notable exception of one of a small group of pits (G609), 
which contained a small quantity of grog-tempered sherds, 
charcoal, burnt clay and burnt bone. Unfortunately, this feature 
was one of a series across the site that was looted by metal 
detectorists so the recovered information is limited.

Leading off from curvilinear gully G183 was a further 
gully, subrectangular in plan. Several postholes between the two 
structures may have been a gating system (part of group G610, 
below). Gully G184 formed a small square enclosure (6.0 × 
3.0m) attached to the main structure and may also have served 
as a drainage gully (it was 0.35m wide and 0.12m deep, with a 
gentle profile and single fill).

This adjacent subrectangular enclosure contained a series 
of postholes (G610; undated, but assumed to be associated) 
that formed a rough circle, measuring 2.0–3.0m in diameter, 
and may represent fencing or perhaps animal tethers (although 
these features were dissimilar in size and may not necessarily be 
related to each other). Also within this space was a substantial 
pit (G188; 1.10m in diameter and 0.35m deep) containing 
pottery, burnt clay, bone and charcoal. The pottery is mostly 
grog-tempered sherds, some from a possible grooved globular 
barrel jar (Thompson form B5–5).

A small gully (G640; 0.35m wide and 0.10m deep with 
a gentle profile) leading from the vicinity of the postholes 
may have drained this central area into the surrounding ring-
gully. Although, as highlighted, there were several features that 
contained artefacts, in general the amount of finds is less in 
this vicinity of the site than further north or south. This may 
be relevant to the structure’s functions, perhaps suggesting an 
ancillary use, such as a working area or animal pens.

There was also a group of possible postholes/stakeholes 
(G187) that appeared to cut gully G184 whilst also following 
its profile. This may suggest that a fence redefined the space 
after the gully was infilled.

The ST18 complex was located within enclosed areas 
OA55–OA57, partly formed by the boundaries associated 
with ST17 (Fig 5.32). Eastern boundary ditch G233 was 
fairly shallow (0.30m) but wide (1.80m) and asymmetrical; 
it terminated opposite the structure, perhaps indicating an 
entrance in this vicinity. To the south-east was larger, steep-sided, 
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Fig 5.29 Detailed plan and section of ST17 and OA65 (Area 3)
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boundary ditch G151, up to 1.80m wide and 0.45m 
deep, which appeared to enclose another area (OA59), 
just beyond the limit of excavation. Ditch G235, with a 
V-shaped profile, formed the western boundary of OA55 
and was the precursor to a very substantial north–south 
boundary cut here in the Roman period (period 6).

Several features in OA55 and in the vicinity of structure 
ST18 are of interest. One irregular and shallow pit (G288) 
contained frequent charcoal and a scatter of grog-tempered 
sherds. Feature G293, a large pit (1.20m in diameter and 
0.40m deep), produced pieces of a combed/furrowed bead-
rim jar deposited on its base, possibly deliberately.

Fig 5.30 Detailed plan and sections of ST18 (Area 3)

Fig 5.31 Photograph of ST18 (Area 3)
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To the south there was a complex arrangement of ditches 
forming a succession of trackways (TD9 and TD11) that led 
to and from enclosures OA55–OA57. This southern boundary 
complex later developed into an entrance system leading 
to roundhouse ST20, though during this period there was 
apparently no access from these enclosures. The similarity in 
form of the two structures ST17 and ST18 and their associated 
remains suggests that they should be seen as an interrelated 
complex. Their relationships to circular space OA64 and 
roundhouse ST20 may be critical and are considered below. 
Although it is unclear, the unusual form of these two structures 
and the various gully and post-built fence arrangements forming 
small sub-enclosures, perhaps animal pens, suggest a probable 
use associated with livestock rather than a domestic roundhouse.

5.7  THE PRIMARY LIVING AREA 
(PERIOD 4, PHASE 2B)

At the southern extent of the site were the remains of trackways, 
enclosures and ring-gullies, including the most substantial 
roundhouse excavated (Fig 5.32). The morphology of these 

features and the array of finds recovered suggest a functional 
difference between this and the sacred landscape further north. 
This function seemed to be more obviously associated with a 
domestic occupation area although this is likely to be an artificial 
construct, with a more fluid interrelation between the different 
areas or zones than the interpretative framework allows.

TRACK/DROVEWAY 9
Track/Droveway 9 (TD9) was located in the vicinity of a 
sequence of ditches dating from period 4, phase 1 through to 
period 5, phase 1, all aligned north-west to south-east. These 
parallel ditches defined tracks and were recut and/or moved 
as the space changed. In this period the trackway was defined 
by ditch G237 to the south and by ditch G177 to the north. 
The southern ditch, G237, was shallow (0.25m) with few 
finds, perhaps unusually as it was close to roundhouse ST20 
and would be expected to receive material associated with that 
building’s use. Ditch G177 was up to 1.0m in width and 0.45m 
deep with a U-shaped profile. It had two fills, which contained 
mostly sand- and flint-tempered sherds and may, therefore, 
slightly pre-date the Late Iron Age grog-tempered pottery. As 
this ditch was a recut of earlier (period 4, phase 1) boundary 

ditch G128, the earlier pottery may have 
derived from this first feature. Interestingly, 
the final deposit associated with this ditch 
was a spread containing a high density of 
grog-tempered pottery, burnt animal bone, 
charcoal and burnt clay. It is possible that 
this was midden material from the nearby 
roundhouse ST20. Given their differing 
sizes and fill sequences, there is some doubt 
as to whether these ditches were part of the 
same system. Other than this, however, the 
parallel-ditched trackway interpretation 
works well spatially and stratigraphically.

This probable trackway (TD9) was 
3.0m wide and led into areas OA55–
OA57 and probably into enclosure OA60 
and the vicinity of structures ST19 and 
ST20. It was on the same alignment as 
TD12 in Area 6 and may therefore have 
been a continuation of this track though 
there was no clear evidence for this in the 
evaluation trenches excavated in Area 9.

Fig 5.32 Plan of period 4, phase 2b southern Area 3 (ST20, ST19 and TD9/TD11)
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RING-GULLY ST19
At the southern edge of the excavation and running into 
the baulk was a poorly defined ring-gully (Fig 5.33). It was 
about 8.0m in diameter with a thin gully (G179 and G182; 
0.30m wide and 0.10m deep) and located at a confluence of 
ditches, which partly obscured the remains. The gully had a 
fairly shallow profile and is unlikely to have been used as a 
foundation trench. There was a possible entrance to the north 
and no internal features. Generally the fill of the ring-gully was 
fairly sterile although a metamorphic quartzite polishing stone 
was recovered. There is no direct evidence to suggest whether 
this was a roofed structure or an enclosed, circular, space. There 
was some evidence to indicate an earlier phase to the structure 
in the shape of curving gully G181, which was cut by ring-
gully G179. Because the gully butted right up to the boundary/
track ditch G237 there is the possibility of misinterpretation, 
or perhaps the trackway ditch was shorter than is supposed.

ROUNDHOUSE ST20 AND ENCLOSURE 
OA60/61
Building construction: ring-gully
Within enclosed space OA60 was the clearest and most 
interesting example of a ring-gully (ST20; Fig 5.32). This 
structure was defined by a nearly complete gully, 11.50m in 
diameter (G130 and G133; Fig 5.34). This gully was 0.30–
0.50m wide and around 0.30m deep. Unusually, it had a very 
steep profile, particularly at the western half of the structure, 
where it was virtually vertical (G133). This may be the only 
example from these excavations of a footing trench for the 
setting of plank-built walls. At the eastern half and especially 
near the entrance, the ring-gully was thinner (0.20–0.30m 
wide and 0.25m deep) and contained a series of stakeholes or 
postholes (G131, G131 and G132), so that it was essentially 
a curving gully cut with integral post settings. The infilling of 
this front gully and its postholes was identical and presumably 
occurred at the destruction of the building when the posts were 
removed. Grog-tempered body sherds were recovered from 
these postholes and stakeholes.

This evidence suggests that, unusually, two construction 
techniques were employed within the same building: a stake-

built wall at the front (near the entrance) of the building 
and a plank-built wall at the rear (see Fig 5.36).

An entrance may have been located in the south-east 
quadrant but two further locations for a porch/doorway 
structure are possible (Fig 5.36). These are based partly 
on a gap in the ring-gully but mainly on several postholes 
that were positioned externally and internally to the gully 
and probably formed a porch construction. The preferred 
entrance location proposed for this first phase is slightly 
problematic (a section of ring-gully is in the way) but the 
broad zone shown seems to be the most logical location 
(labelled as ‘entrance/porch’ on Fig 5.34). The impressive 
plank-built walls to the rear of the structure would have 
been directly opposite the doorway and immediately 
visible on entering the building.

Over 4kg of pottery came from the ring-gully and the 
assemblage is dominated by grog-tempered sherds from 
bead-rim, necked and globular jars. A 1st-century AD 
date seems likely. A small piece of burnt bone recovered 
from the gully may be human. A fairly large amount of 
mostly calcified animal bone was also present, consisting 
exclusively of sheep and cattle and including some 
evidence of primary butchery.

The structure was rebuilt in the succeeding 
stratigraphic period 4, phase 2c (see below).

Fig 5.33 Detailed plan and section of ring-gully ST19 (Area 3)
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Features in the interior of the building
There were several dated postholes (G285), 12 undated 
postholes (G631) and 13 undated stakeholes (G632) in the 
interior of the structure (Fig 5.34). These features are all 
assumed to be associated with this structure.

The depths of the postholes and stakeholes were not consistent 
(ranging from <0.05m to 0.30m). This may suggest multiple, 
indistinguishable phases of construction, differing truncation or 
expedient settings where consistency was unimportant (perhaps the 
case with temporary construction supports).

It is mostly unclear whether these postholes and stakeholes 
were associated with the first or second phase of the building 

and there is no definitive coherent pattern. Generally the 
features cluster slightly in the southern part of the building 
footprint. There is a slight gap between the posts and the gully, 
perhaps suggesting an internal partition creating a central 
and peripheral space, which, admittedly, appears eccentric 
to the building’s footprint (Fig 5.36). Yet, as with the other 
ring-gullies, it is also possible that some of the features were 
temporary supports used during construction. The potential 
hybrid of plank-built and stake-built walling would have 
necessitated a more complex construction than normal, 
perhaps, partly explaining the profusion of features (Fig 5.37). 
Beyond this there is no clear patterning. Interestingly, there 

Fig 5.34 Detailed plan of roundhouse ST20 (Area 3) showing the first phase of construction
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was no evidence of a hearth, although this could easily have 
been truncated.

Features within this posthole/pit group contained pottery, 
charcoal, burnt bone and a hone stone made of Ardingly 
Sandstone. The pottery assemblage from the postholes G285 
consists mostly of grog-tempered jar sherds (Fig 5.38, no 34), 
but there is also a boss from a lid. Their condition varies from 
fresh to abraded. A broken and incomplete triangular loom 
weight (Danebury type 1) was also present in one of these 
postholes. Calcified sheep and cattle bones were recovered 
and, unusually for the site, a fragment of dog bone. Dogs were 
rarely exploited for meat so the presence of a calcined bone 
may be significant.

A pit just outside the structure (G633, D[2271]; Fig 5.34) 
produced a small assemblage containing a possible bread-type 
wheat grain (cf Triticum aestivum type), a wheat/rye grain 
(Triticum sp/Secale cereale), some indeterminate cereal grain 
fragments and a small fragment of chess (Bromus sect Bromus). 
It is tempting to suggest that the possible bread-type wheat and 
possible rye could represent new crops being introduced, since 
rye and bread-type wheat began to increase on other sites in the 
Romano-British period (eg, Heathrow Terminal 5; Carruthers 

2010), but the evidence from this period is too sparse to draw 
conclusions. Cereal cultivation, if taking place at all locally, was 
clearly very limited. This cereal could, potentially, represent an 
offering of mixed grain made in the vicinity of the entrance to 
the building.

ST20 contained the largest amount of artefacts recovered 
from any structure on the site and is a good indication that this 
was a centre of domestic activity. It is the clearest candidate 
from Brisley Farm for a substantial roundhouse and must have 
been one of the major buildings in the vicinity.

5.8  REBUILDING AND REUSE 
(PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C)

REBUILDING OF THE ROUNDHOUSE: 
STRUCTURE 20 PHASE 2
The second phase of ST20 was constructed slightly to the south 
of the first and clearly cut the original ring-gully in a number of 
places. The structure was roughly the same diameter as the first 
(11–12m) with a clearer entrance to the south-east (Fig 5.39)

In this period, a further change was made to the enclosed 
space surrounding the structure (Fig 5.40). A ditch (G135) 
was dug, dividing the area and appearing to lead directly to the 
entrance of the roundhouse from the enclosures OA55–OA57 
to the east. It contained grog-tempered sherds and pieces of a 
coarse, sand-tempered, bead-rim jar and cut former trackway 
ditch G237.

THE END OF USE OF TRACK/DROVEWAY 9
A further ditch (G238) appears to have been cut at this time, 
perhaps the result of TD9 going out of use and being replaced 
by a more substantial, similarly aligned single boundary. This 
ditch was up to 2.0m in width and 1.0m deep with five fills, all 
clay silts with moderate amounts of charcoal and burnt clay. It 
was very clearly cut by ditch G263 (period 5, phase 1).

Fig 5.35 Photograph of roundhouse ST20, looking east
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34
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Fig. 5.38

Fig 5.38 Pottery vessel no 34 
from ST20

Fig 5.37 Reconstruction drawing of roundhouse ST20

Fig 5.36 Interpretative plan of 
ST20 (Area 3) (both phases of 
construction)
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5.9  THE INTENSIFICATION OF 
THE SACRED AND MONUMENTAL 
LANDSCAPE (PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C)

The final two phases of the Late Iron Age saw the redefinition 
of the enclosure surrounding the first warrior burial and the 
creation of an entrance to the east (Fig 5.41). Following this, 
a second warrior burial (BC1) was placed near the first in the 
new entrance to the enclosure.

ENCLOSURE OA45
At this time, a curvilinear enclosure ditch (G229) was dug 
that redefined the former western and southern boundaries of 
enclosure OA152 and bounded the previous cellular enclosures 
of OA46–OA48 (which had probably been infilled by this 
time, although it would seem likely that their location was still 
apparent or known). Ditch G174, also part of this enclosure, 
was a recutting of earlier ditch G176. The northern ditch G230 

(also the southern boundary ditch of enclosure OA49) was 
likely still to be in use as a boundary at this stage.

Essentially, ditch G229 was an addition to the existing 
system of boundaries, increasing the size of the enclosed space 
in this area. This created an irregular space, 39m wide and 68m 
long (as exposed – the eastern extent was beyond the limit of 
excavation), which shared its northern boundary with enclosure 
OA49. A fairly narrow entrance was formed by opposing ditch 
terminals 1.50m apart, located in the southern boundary and 
aligned due south.

Placing OA45 at this point in the landscape progression 
works well in some ways, particularly in making the 
stratigraphically complex ditches at the south-east of the 
enclosure work satisfactorily; however, the small cellular 
enclosures OA46–OA48 may have respected ditch G229 so 
it is possible that the ditch pre-dates the cellular enclosures 
OA46–OA48.

On the south and west sides, curvilinear ditch G229 was 
0.55–0.90m wide, generally 0.30m deep and had a varying 

Fig 5.39 Detailed plan 
of second phase of 
ST20 (Area 3)
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profile. It had one or two silt clay fills and was for the most part 
clearly defined. It was cut by later ditch G280 (period 5, phase 
1) and itself cut ring-gully ST13. A few finds were recovered 
although the terminal segment was unproductive. The pottery 
assemblage from this ditch weighs just over 0.5kg and is all 
grog-tempered. Most sherds are notably abraded, and the only 
discernible forms are rounded jars with an everted rim and 

single cordon on offset neck (Thompson form B1–3). Ditch 
G174, on the northern side of the enclosure, was different, 
with a steeper profile and more pottery recovered. The sherds 
in this assemblage are more mixed than the homogeneous 
grog-tempered sherds in the southern and western ditches. Rim 
sherds suggest that bead-rim and necked jars are prevalent. This 
side also exhibited evidence of recutting and there was some 

Fig 5.40 Plan of period 4, phase 2c features (Areas 3–4)
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suggestion of a very ephemeral terminal. This may indicate 
an entrance in this vicinity, which could account for the 
concentration of activity on this side of the enclosure.

The terminal section of ditch G249, the south-eastern 
boundary of enclosure OA45, was located in an area where 
there was a dense concentration of ditches. This complexity of 
intercutting ditches was not easy to untangle on site and no 
definitive stratigraphic sequence was discerned. It is thought 
most likely that ditch G249 was originally cut in this period, 
and then recut and open to receive artefacts into the Roman 
period. It was fairly substantial, being up to 1.0m wide and 
0.45m deep with a U-shaped profile. It may have replaced 
ditch G543 or may, potentially, have been contemporary with 
it, forming a narrow, parallel-ditched track into the enclosure 
(Fig 5.41). Unfortunately the limit of excavation immediately 
to the east concealed the surrounding context of this part of 
the site. Although the large assemblage of pottery (9.5kg) 
recovered from G249 is dominated by grog-tempered sherds, 
there are a number of Upchurch/Thameside sherds as well as 
imported Roman ones, including a piece of Baetican amphora 
and a fresh piece of south Gaulish samian. The majority of the 
samian sherds found at Brisley Farm are so abraded that the 

slip is missing. The grog-tempered vessels are dominated by 
bead-rim jars with combed/furrowed decoration on the body 
(Fig 5.42, no 35); there was also a large portion of a handmade 
narrow-necked jar with a rippled shoulder (possibly Thompson 
form B2–4; Fig 5.42 no 36) and narrow-necked everted-rim jar 
(Thompson form B2–1; Fig 5.42, no 37). The assemblage is a 
mix of 1st-century BC and 1st-/early 2nd-century AD Roman 
and Romano-British pottery. This mix of material indicates 
that the upper level of the ditch was open and receiving finds 
into the 2nd century AD. A small amount, 1.3g, of subadult/
adult human bone was also recovered from this ditch. Species 
identified from the recovered charcoal included oak (Quercus 
sp), cf blackthorn (Prunus spinosa) and the hawthorn/Sorbus 
group (Pomoideae).

ENCLOSURE OA44 AND LINEAR SPACE OR 
TRACKWAY TD8
Enclosure OA44 was rectangular as exposed and measured 
39 × 30m (Fig 5.41). It was formed by the eastern and 
southern boundaries of enclosure OA45. The barrow 
ditch of warrior burial BC1 ultimately formed part of the 

Fig 5.41 Plan of sacred enclosure OA45 (Area 4)
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western boundary of this enclosure, creating a clearly visible 
monument from the east.

The southern boundary ditch (G228) was fairly narrow 
and shallow (0.28 wide and 0.10m deep), single-filled and, 
in part, a recutting of the earlier enclosure ditch G543. Ditch 
G228 also formed a linear space, trackway TD8, with the 
parallel, but much larger, ditch G249 to the south. This seems 
to provide an alternative entrance into the main funerary 
enclosure OA45. The trackway was 2.80m wide.

The eastern boundary of OA45 (western boundary of 
OA44) is enigmatic, raising some questions that remain 
somewhat unsatisfactorily answered by the interpretation given 
below. This is the most pragmatic interpretation in terms of 
the spatial development of the enclosure sequence and the 
stratigraphy, but the morphology of the ditches forming this 
boundary differs and it would be unusual if they were created 
at the same time. Ditch G208 was 5.0m in length and of a 
stepped V-shaped profile. It was fairly substantial, 0.89m wide 
and 0.65m deep. There were with three episodes of infilling: 
a primary silty clay with frequent charcoal, burnt clay and 
burnt animal bone; overlying this, a deposit of sterile natural 
clay, presumably deliberate infilling; then natural silting. 
On either side of this ditch was a double line of postholes 
(ST1), described below. Although also apparently part of this 
boundary, ditch G223 was different, being asymmetric or 
U-shaped in profile and as little as 0.39m wide and 0.16m 
deep at one point; in places, however, it was up to 0.88m wide 
and 0.58m deep. In contrast to ditch G208 it had a single fill, 

although later cutting by period 5, phase 1 ditch G265 may 
have removed some layers.

WARRIOR BURIAL BC1
Sometime after the construction of enclosure OA45, a second 
Burial Complex was created (BC1; Fig 5.43). This inhumation 
lay within another square-ditched enclosure, measuring 6.0 
× 6.0m and orientated north–south, 5.0m to the east of the 
earlier inhumation BC2. The south and west components of 
this square ditch were typically 0.60m wide and 0.30m deep 
from the machine surface (thus, allowing for a loss of 0.20m of 
soil the enclosure ditches would have been 0.70–0.80m wide 
and 0.50m deep) with a steep V-shaped profile. It is assumed 
that, similar to burial BC2, the earth from the ditches was piled 
over the central grave to form a low mound, although because 
of ploughing no evidence for this was found.

The burial and its square-ditched enclosure were placed in 
the entrance to enclosure OA45. It was originally supposed that 
the inhumation and barrow ditch were constructed as part of 
this enclosure complex (Johnson 2003a, 15; 2003b, 30), but 
the dating evidence does not support this. The inhumation is 
dated fairly certainly to c AD 40–50 (see Chapter 6) whilst the 
pottery from the OA45 enclosure ditches was of an earlier Late 
Iron Age date, suggesting that they had at least begun infilling 
by the time this burial was created. What is certain, however, is 
that the boundaries forming enclosure OA45 were still visible, 
enabling the barrow ditch of BC1 to be dug across the southern 
entrance of the enclosure.

Only just over 0.33kg of pottery was recovered from 
the ditch surrounding BC1. All of it is handmade and grog-
tempered, and it comes largely from bead-rim jars, although 
part of a rippled/corrugated jar rim (Thompson form B2–2), a 
common form in Kent, is also present. Although the inferred 
dating for the rippled/corrugated jar rims is 1st century BC 
(Thompson 1982, 123), the sequence shows that the barrow 
ditch was dug after the warrior burials, and burial BC1 
contained pottery dated c AD 40–50. The majority of these 
sherds are noted as being abraded, which suggests some of them 
may have been redeposited.

Despite the difference in appearance because of abrasion, 
all the grog-tempered sherds in G206, E[2809] (see section 
drawing, Fig 5.43) are likely to be from a large storage jar. 
The vessel has been truncated but the base and lower wall are 
complete although fragmentary (Fig 5.44, no 38). The base, 
which varies from being quite thick at the edges to being fairly 
thin in the centre, has a hole, c 10mm in diameter, drilled 

Fig 5.42 Pottery vessels nos 35–37 from ditch G249
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Fig 5.43 Detailed plan and sections of warrior burial BC1 (Area 4)
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unidentifiable calcined animal bone were recovered from the 
lower fills. It is possible, given its location, that this pit was 
associated with the construction of post alignment ST1 and it 
has been assigned to period 4, phase 2c.

There are several possible functions for this enigmatic 
post alignment. Although perhaps of earlier date (see Chapter 
3, where an Alternative Landscape Model shows them as a 
potential stock-control system), the direct association of the 
posts with ditch G208 and with the warrior burial cannot be 
readily dismissed. Possibilities include a post-built boundary as 
part of the monumentalisation of the eastern side of enclosure 
ditch G208, a raised platform leading to the burials, a platform 
to accommodate the body prior to burial, and an excarnation 
platform, pre-dating the second warrior burial but a precursor 
to the later more obvious funerary landscape (although only 
two pieces of disarticulated human remains were found at 
Brisley Farm).

REDEFINITION OF THE SOUTHERN 
ENCLOSURES: ENCLOSURE OA153
The ditches forming period 4, phase 2b enclosure OA51 were 
recut, forming a similarly shaped and sized enclosure, OA153. 
To the east and south, ditch G168 was c 1.10m wide and up to 
0.55m deep, with a single fill. Two grog-tempered handmade 
jars were recovered from this ditch, both tall cordoned forms 
(Fig 5.47, nos 39–40).

This ditch clearly cut ditch G248. To the west, ditch G172 
was a recut of the spinal ditch G555. It was up to 1.40m wide 
and 0.45m deep, U-shaped in profile with two silt clay fills. A 
handmade, grog-tempered storage jar with an out-turned rim 
was amongst the pottery recovered from it (Fig 5.47, no 41),

5.10  THE FINAL LATE IRON AGE 
EVENTS (PERIOD 4, PHASE 2D)

The final events of the Late Iron Age (period 4, phase 2d) 
focused on the two warrior burials and consisted of newly 
cut gullies and pits that contained ritual deposits, probably 
deliberately placed (Fig 5.48).

DITCHES G224 AND G246
In this last phase of period 4, ditch G224 was probably dug, 
located parallel with, and just to the east of, boundary ditch 
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through the centre. This context also contained a finer grog-
tempered vessel. Its rim is missing but the rounded body and 
narrow base profile survive.

There was a confluence of ditches at the south-west corner 
of the burial (Fig 5.43). Of these, it was clear that ditch G434 
(part of the later period 5, phase 1 enclosure OA77, which 
linked this burial with burial BC2) cut the square enclosure 
ditch as did ditch G224.

DOUBLE POSTHOLE ALIGNMENT ST1
One of the more enigmatic discoveries was ST1, an 
arrangement of parallel posts aligned north–south, five to 
each side and lying on the east and west sides of ditch G208 
(Fig 5.45). At the south, these lines were about 2.0m apart, 
narrowing slightly to 1.0–1.50m at the north. The posts on 
each side were also about 2.0m apart at the south, getting closer 
together at the north. The southern three pairs of postholes 
were substantial, typically 0.45m in diameter and 0.45m 
deep. There was some evidence for stone post-packing, which 
was unusual for the site (Fig 5.46). Two posts (E[3309] and 
E[3366]) may have been angled towards each other, possibly 
creating an arch or A-frame. The northern four posts may have 
been little more than sizable stakes, typically 0.14m in diameter 
and less than 0.10m deep.

The dating of these features is important in understanding 
the development of the landscape but it is problematic. Despite 
100% excavation, just two sherds from one of the postholes 
were recovered. They are both made in a fabric with moderate 
quartz and rare/sparse glauconite grains, similar to those 
utilised for the jars with combed/furrowed decoration that were 
found in ST13. A Late Iron Age date is likely.

Immediately to the north of these features was circular pit 
G522, 1.20m in diameter and 0.50m deep with vertical sides 
(Fig 5.45). Three fills were identified: initial clay silt followed 
by a probably deliberate capping of clay and then further clay 
silt. Grog-tempered pottery, burnt clay and a fair amount of 

Fig 5.44 Pottery vessel no 38 from ditch G206
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Fig 5.45 Detailed plan of ST1 postholes (Area 4)
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G223, which it possibly replaced. It would have blocked off the 
former track TD8, both practically and symbolically, and moved 
the focus of the sacred enclosure complex further west, back to 
the first warrior burial (BC2). The gully was narrow, typically 
0.40m wide and about 0.25m deep with a V-shaped profile. It 
had a single light grey clay or silty clay fill with moderate charcoal 
flecking, burnt clay and fragments of burnt animal bone.

The gully contained a large quantity of almost exclusively 
grog-tempered pottery. A notable component is the base and 
lower wall of a broken handmade vessel with holes drilled 
through the bottom. The basal diameter is 110mm and the five 
holes, each c 20mm in diameter, are arranged off-centre (Fig 
5.49, no 42). Although it was found inverted at the base of a 
gully, it was probably not originally placed like this. The fact 
that the holes were drilled after firing is of note as it suggests a 
secondary use for the vessel. Quite what the function of this is 
unclear, although a strainer seems probable. Two large vessels 
with holes drilled through (post-firing) were found at the 
Hawkinge relief road, Kent (Thompson 2006). Also present is a 
semi-complete but abraded jar with a bead rim with prominent 
internal rim thickening (Thompson form C1–4). It is thin-
walled (c 3mm) and may have been wheelmade, although the 
abraded interior of the vessel hampers this identification. The 
exterior of the vessel has a zone of uneven combed/furrowed 
decoration. Bead-rim jars are a long-lived form that was 
popular in east Kent, where they are found in both pre- and 
post-Conquest assemblages (Thompson 1982, 213). Two grog-
tempered sherds from a bead-rim jar may also be wheelmade. 
The body of the jar has fine diagonal incised decoration and 
the carbonised residue on the interior indicates that it was 
used prior to deposition. Other bead-rim jar sherds from this 
context are handmade.

Another mostly complete vessel from this feature is a 
handmade grog-tempered tall jar with a rippled or corrugated 
neck (Thompson form B2–3), missing the centre of its base. 
This is a 1st-century AD form that is often handmade, and 
Thompson notes that it is common in early burials without 
Gallo-Belgic influence (1982, 127). At Brisley Farm it has been 
deposited in a gully close to a burial with Gallo-Belgic pottery.

One of the most interesting aspects of this ditch is an 
unusual and sudden kink to the east. Unless this is the result 
of two ditch-digging parties working from opposite ends, 
who failed to meet up as expected, it is probably deliberate. 
Interestingly, it is in the vicinity of the possible structure/
rectangular feature alignment located near the entrance of 
enclosure OA152 (G319 and G536, period 4, phase 2b; 
see Chapter 5.5, ‘A possible rectangular structure or pit 
alignments’). Although it does not quite correspond with the 
footprint of the feature group, it may be corroborative evidence 
that something upstanding was located in this position.

It is thought that this ditch probably cut the square-
ditched enclosure surrounding warrior burial BC1, ditch G206, 
but was earlier than the period 5, phase 1 linking ditch G434.

Fig 5.46 Photograph of posthole with stone packing G43, E[3322]

Fig 5.47 Pottery vessels nos 39–40 from ditch G168 and no 41 from 
ditch G172
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Ditch G246 was a steep-sided gully, 0.20m 
wide and 0.20m deep, that cut the previous 
enclosure ditch G223 and was itself cut by later 
period 5, phase 1 ditch G265. It seemed to 
respect ditch G224 just to the west and so may 
have been contemporary and associated. Perhaps 
of significance is a cluster of grog-tempered 
pottery that was located in ditch G224 directly 
opposite the terminal of ditch G246.

PIT G540
Pit G540 was also located within this area. It was one of the 
more substantial pits excavated (1.70 × 1.30m, and 0.50m 
deep; Fig 5.48). It had steep sides and was roughly oval in plan. 
The major element of the infilling seemed to have occurred 
in a single event with a mixed primary fill containing burnt 
clay, charcoal, bone and pottery (Fig 5.50). There was some 
evidence that the upper layer was the result of natural silting. 
Within the primary fill and mostly located on the base and to 
the sides of the pit was a series of artefacts, mainly pottery. The 
fairly substantial ceramic group included a typically Kentish 
grog-tempered storage jar with a flared rim (Thompson form 
C6–1), which has a broad 1st-century BC/1st-century AD 
date. Also placed in the pit was a good example of the rim of 
a handmade, round-shouldered, bead-rim jar with combed/
furrowed decoration on the body below a plain burnished panel 
(Fig 5.51, no 43), along with two large sherds of a sizable grog-
tempered everted-rim jar with horizontal lines from burnishing 
on the exterior. A scatter of Romanised wheelmade body sherds 
may be intrusive. It seems likely that this pit was deliberately 
dug in order to deposit the artefacts, perhaps as a votive act. The 
location of this feature is key – depending on the stratigraphic 
progression, it may have been either just inside or just outside 
the main enclosure. In either case it is very near the boundary.

Fig 5.48 Plan of period 4, phase 2d remains (Area 4)

Fig 5.49 Pottery vessel no 42 from ditch G224
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Fig 5.50 Section of pit G540

Fig 5.51 Pottery vessel no 43 from pit G540
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5.11  ARTEFACT DISTRIBUTION 
PLOTS

POTTERY DISTRIBUTION
Structures, buildings and ring-gullies
Several of the ring-gullies (ST12, ST13, ST14 and ST20) 
show fair-sized concentrations; three (ST16, ST17 and ST18) 
show none or very little (Fig 5.52). It is significant that these 
last three gullies are not thought to represent roundhouses 
and may be associated with the funerary activity in enclosure 
OA64 (ST16) and animal handling/management (ST17 and 
ST18) rather than domestic activity. At a more detailed level, 
there does not appear to be any particular trend in the pottery 
distribution associated with individual ring-gullies, apart from 
ring-gullies ST20 and ST13, which have concentrations around 
their doorways. There is no obvious distinction between left- 
and right-hand deposition in gully terminals (facing outwards 
from the doorways), as has been noticed at some other sites 
(Woodward and Hughes 2007, 201–2). Some of the buildings, 
however, although not having a concentration of pottery in 
the gully terminals near their entrances, do have deposits in 
other features in the vicinity of the doorway. This is particularly 
apparent for ST14.

Two further trends may be significant. ST19 has deposits 
of pottery at the rear of the ring-gully and also in an adjacent 
enclosure ditch – these may be related to each other. Gully 
G136, which cuts, almost certainly deliberately, ST13 has a 
concentration of pottery central to the building.

Circular space OA64
It is worthy of note that of the series of features in the wider 
enclosure OA63, only those that form part of the proposed 
circular space OA64 have substantial deposits of pottery.

Enclosures and ditches
Here there are several trends apparent in the pottery 
distributions. There appears to be a concentration around 
the terminals and entrance runs of ditches in several of the 
enclosures. This is particularly noticeable for enclosure OA51 
and OA153, where pottery was deposited not only in the 
ditches but in a series of features at the front of the enclosure, 
some containing massive amounts (over 3kg).

Ditch intersections also seem to have attracted 
concentrations – for example, the junctions between enclosures 
OA49, OA44 and OA454.

The funerary enclosures
Within the funerary complex are several trends worth 
noting. There is a series of deposits in ditch G249 around 
the entrance to the main period 4, phase 2c enclosure OA45, 
and a concentration at the terminal segment forming this 
entranceway. Two ditches also have a series of deposits of 
pottery along their length, especially those forming the 
cellular enclosures OA46–OA48 (period 4, phase 2b) where 
the distribution plots clearly show a number of individual 
concentrations of pottery. This is also apparent in ditch G244 
(period 4, phase 2d), one of the last additions to the warrior 
burial enclosure complex.

The warrior burials
The pottery distribution clearly shows the difference between 
the two burials. There is a large amount in the grave fill of the 
first burial (BC2) and in its barrow ditches but little in the 
second burial (BC1).

THE HUMAN REMAINS
The distribution plot shows all contexts containing cremated 
and unburnt human remains (Fig 5.52). The instances of 
cremated remains are more frequent than the uncremated 
examples. There are only four instances of the latter, two 
of which are the warrior burials. Of the remaining two, a 
disarticulated piece found in ditch G93 is the most interesting 
as it suggests that a different burial or disposal rite from 
cremation and inhumation took place at the site in the Late 
Iron Age. It is significant that it was located in a ditch, and 
may indicate the redeposition of excarnated remains. Cremated 
remains were found in several other ditch/gully contexts, 
notably the ring-gully surrounding ST20 and a nearby ditch. A 
further differentiation is that the pieces of cremated bone found 
in the ring-gully were located at the rear of the building, rather 
than at the front, where the concentrations of animal bone and 
pottery were found.

With one exception, all the cremated remains were located 
to the south of the linear space OA50. The majority were found 
in the vicinity of circular space OA64, four around the edge 
and one towards the centre. It is of note that this bone was 
not found in association with the burnt animal bone discussed 
below. The human remains were confined to the northern part 
of the circumference, the animal bone to the south.

It is almost certainly significant that there is a patterning of 
the human bone across the landscape. The funerary enclosure 
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Fig 5.52 Distribution plots of pottery, human bone and animal bone (Areas 3–4)
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does not seem to accommodate cremated remains, apart from 
one piece that was in an enclosure ditch and not, therefore, 
actually within the space.

ANIMAL BONE
Structures/buildings
Animal bone was associated with five ring-gullies, ST20, ST18, 
ST17, ST14 and ST12 (Fig 5.52), similar to the concentrations 
of pottery. In the cases of ST17 and ST20 there seems to have 
been a concentration in the right-hand side of the entrance. 
There was a series of features at the front of ST14 containing 
animal remains that may have shown a slight right-side bias, 
which could also be evidence of this trend.

Circular space OA64
The distribution plots show four features containing animal 
bone clustered around the circular space.

The funerary enclosure
In the main funerary enclosure, animal bone seems to 
have been concentrated in the cellular enclosure ditches 
OA46–OA48, main enclosure ditch G543 and ditch G224. 
It is significant that these features also equate to those that 
contained substantial deposits of pottery.

The warrior burials
The animal bone distribution clearly shows the difference 
between the two burials. There was a large amount in 
the enclosure ditches surrounding BC2 but little in those 
surrounding BC1. Conversely, frequent animal bone was found 
in the grave of BC1 but relatively little in BC2.

Sheep/cattle
Although there are exceptions, sheep and cattle generally 
appeared in separate contexts. Where they did appear together, 
it was often in association with other species such as pig, dog 
or horse. In this period (in contrast to the following period 5), 
sheep rather than cattle were the predominant species in the 
vicinity of the warrior burial complex. This is particularly so 
within the grave fill of burial BC2 and in ditch G143, forming 
cellular enclosures OA46 and OA47. In many cases the sheep 
bone in this cellular enclosure ditch was found in association 
with individual deposits of pottery.

Pig
Of all the animal groups, the distribution of pig is the most 
interesting. Almost exclusively, pig bone was found in single 
features or, more rarely, at important nodes (ring-gully 
terminals, multiple ditch intersections). Significantly, it was 
found associated with warrior burial BC1 (see Chapter 6), 

Fig 5.53 Distribution plots of fired clay and clay objects (Areas 3–4)
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and three of the features that define circular space OA64 also 
contained pig. This amounts to 57% of the features where pig 
bones were present.

Multiple species deposits
In several instances multiple species were found together. Most 
commonly, this was sheep, cattle and pig, although there were 
single instances of dog and horse being present with cattle and 
pig. These multiple groups are interesting, particularly when 
found within a pit and potentially deposited in a single act with 
large resource expenditure.

BURNT CLAY AND SPINDLE WHORLS/CLAY 
OBJECTS
The distribution plot (Fig 5.53) shows that burnt clay was 
fairly ubiquitous across the site, although there were significant 
concentrations in the cellular enclosures, the ditch terminal of 
G249 and in the vicinity of the warrior burials. There were also 
concentrations associated with the front of enclosure OA51, 
buildings ST12, ST14, ST17, ST18 and ST20 and circular 
space OA64. Spindle whorls tended to be associated with the 
ring-gullies or features in their vicinity. It is surprising that 
there was only one fragmentary loom weight recovered; it was 
associated with roundhouse ST20.

5.12  DISCUSSION

This chapter has detailed the central part of the site, Areas 
3–4. The Late Iron Age remains that extended from the base 
of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood (Areas 5–8) were discussed in 
the previous chapter. This land was almost certainly used 
throughout the Late Iron Age and is not divorced from the 
aspects discussed here.

INTRODUCTION
The dramatic sequence of Late Iron Age remains offers a 
unique opportunity to look at the relationship between 
funerary monuments, the warrior burial complexes and the 
wider landscape use. When this is placed into the context of the 
development of the Middle/Late Iron Age and the first phase 
of the Late Iron Age landscape (period 3 and period 4, phase 1) 
and its continuing use into the Roman period (period 5), the 
evidence is unparalleled. The data are, however, challenging. 

The intercutting enclosures were stratigraphically complex, 
compounded by the Weald Clay substrate, which did not 
make relationships easy, or in many cases possible, to discern. 
In addition, the ceramic assemblage was, for the most part, 
homogeneous and showed little differentiation through the 
Late Iron Age (see Chapter 10.5).

APPROACHES AND THEMES
The clear funerary nature of some elements of the site makes 
the interpretation of the less well-defined areas problematic. 
It is possible to discuss the function of such areas in terms 
of proximity to, and relationship with, the more obviously 
funerary zones nearby. This approach is prompted by the 
lack of interpretative evidence from some enclosures and its 
limitations are acknowledged. In earlier chapters, it has been 
stressed that the separation of the ‘domestic’ and ‘sacred’ may 
be counterproductive. Although this is still important, it is 
during these last decades of the Iron Age that society was 
probably becoming more structured and defined, possibly 
with specialised functional zones for habitation, burial and 
craftworking (Smith 2001, 162).

This is reflected in the larger-scale restructuring of the 
land itself – the development of the oppida such as that at 
Loose, Maidstone, Kent (Kelly 1971, 55–85), 36km west of 
Brisley Farm. This process may also have affected the religious 
or sacred spheres during the Romano-British period (Smith 
2001, 162), possibly in an attempt by the emerging polities 
in the south-east to identify and thereby control religious 
practice and elites (Creighton 1995, 300). Certainly a number 
of Iron Age (rather than Roman for which the evidence is 
more extensive) shrines and sanctuaries have been identified, 
including a possible example at Worth, Kent, 60km to the 
east of Brisley Farm, which may be an initial expression of this 
more ordered landscape (Klein 1928, 76–86). Bearing this in 
mind, the extent to which the whole range of the Brisley Farm 
archaeological remains developed in the Late Iron Age as a 
specialised sacred, religious and mortuary ‘zone’ and what type 
of community lived there is one of the key questions to address.

STRUCTURED DEPOSITION AND CASUAL 
DISCARD: PROBLEMS OF DIFFERENTIATION
Throughout the Iron Age and Roman periods at Brisley Farm 
the question of the impetus behind artefact deposition recurs, 
but telling the difference between structured deposition and 
general accumulation of more casually discarded material is 
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challenging. It is worth clarifying that in the context of Brisley 
Farm, ‘structured deposition’ is taken to mean the deliberate 
placement of artefacts or faunal remains into open features 
(mostly pits and ditches) with an implied symbolic or ritualistic 
impetus. Casual discard refers to deposition that has no such 
apparent structure and is derived from everyday loss or disposal 
of material often accidentally becoming incorporated into 
open features. Confusingly, there can be ‘structure’ to rubbish 
disposal (deliberate burying of certain types of waste for 
example) and there can be a crossover between the ‘everyday’ 
and ‘ritual’ activities that needs to be taken into account 
(Bradley 2005, 34).

One of the main problems in identifying structured 
deposition at Brisley Farm, as discussed in Chapter 3, is 
that there are no distinctive ‘signature’ pottery vessels from 
the Ashford area in this period that can be used to identify 
deposition associated with ritual consumption (or feasting). 
This is because the adoption of drinking vessels (a key identifier 
in such assemblages) outside the core Aylesford–Swarling 
cultural area (Hertfordshire, Essex and north Kent) does not 
occur until later, at which point the activity at Brisley Farm is 
in decline.

Without such markers, it becomes more difficult to be 
sure of structured deposition and it is easy to shy away from 
identifying it in the archaeological record. Every attempt has 
been made to avoid this during the Brisley Farm project and a 
number of strategies have been employed.

Clues from more definitive data
The approach adopted during the Brisley Farm analysis has 
been to use the less ambiguous data sets to attempt to identify 
and illuminate the shadowy concept of structured deposition. 
This evidence, at Brisley Farm at least, came from features 
associated with inhumation and cremation burials.

It seems reasonable, in the absence of contradictory 
evidence, to assume that enclosures that developed around 
the warrior burials served a sacred/funerary purpose and that 
therefore material culture found in associated archaeological 
features was not, on the whole, derived from casual discard. 
This is also true of the circular space OA64, which is 
marked out as unusual because of the evident pattern to the 
archaeological remains and the presence of cremation burials. 
There is a presumption towards structured deposition.

Equally, where there is more definitive domestic evidence – 
for example, in the vicinity of the large roundhouse ST20 – the 
presumption is weighted in favour of casual discard. There still 
might, however, be patterns to the deposition (concentrated 

around a roundhouse entrance for example) and these might 
have underlying elements of symbolism, but they might also 
result from a particular place being the most convenient for 
disposal of material.

More problematic are those areas that seem to fall 
somewhere between the two, the most notable being enclosure 
OA51 and its building, ST14. This area in particular appears 
to reveal at times incongruous data of domestic activity 
coupled with deliberate deposition. This leads to alternative 
explanations as to what may have been happening as is 
discussed above. It should not really be surprising that at 
times the evidence is unclear because the motivating factors 
underlying deposition will become more opaque and the 
archaeological record more difficult to interpret when there 
is no single obvious driving factor (such as a funeral, crop 
processing, metalworking).

Artefact distributions and patterns
A complementary and invaluable approach has been to plot 
the artefact distributions. These have demonstrated clear, 
broad patterns in the data (discussed above) and, importantly, 
more subtle and detailed artefactual associations (for example, 
repeated combinations of specific species of animal bone). 
Other considerations that are taken, in combination with 
the other evidence, as indicators of structured deposition are 
artefacts found on the bases of features or the bases of recuts, 
the type of artefact and degree of abrasion (less abraded 
suggests more immediate burial).

CONTEXT AND THE DEAD
The remains at Brisley Farm are to a large degree associated 
with burial or cremation. It is important that these 
archaeological remains are not dissociated from the context 
which surrounded their deposition.

Attempting to understand the social and ritual processes 
that accompany funeral rites and what lies behind them has 
been the subject of much anthropological, ethnographic and, 
more recently, archaeological concern elsewhere (especially 
Fitzpatrick 1997a, 236–41). Ethnography and anthropology 
have provided archaeologists with various theoretical 
frameworks that help to explain how society and individuals 
act during death, funerals and mourning. Probably the most 
influential of these was developed by van Gennep and Turner: 
the theory of rites de passage (process of transition from one 
social state to another), which has particular application for 
funerary rites (Parker Pearson 1999, 22–3). The body between 
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the time of death and burial is in a transitional or liminal 
phase, neither part of this world nor of the next, and it is 
this idea that has driven much of the archaeological theory 
since the 1960s. What is important for the interpretation of 
the Brisley Farm data is that death and mourning is seen as 
a process in which aspects in addition to the obvious burials 
(inhumation, cremation burial pits) may be represented in the 
archaeological record.

CIRCULAR AND RECTANGULAR STRUCTURES
The probable structural evidence from period 4, phase 2a–d 
is summarised in Table 5.2. In general terms, there is little 
that can be added regarding the circular structures beyond the 
discussion of construction techniques outlined in Chapter 4.

Most were defined by ring-gullies, the profiles of which, apart 
from the notable exception of ST20, suggest they were used for 
drainage or to define a space rather than acting as a footing trench. 
As previously discussed, experimental reconstruction work has 
shown that it is possible to build a roundhouse with little or no 
supporting infrastructure. Internal features were few and where 
present, were often difficult to make sense of, although there are 
some suggestions of internal partitions and porch structures.

DOORWAY ALIGNMENTS
There is no strong consistency in doorway alignments (Fig 
5.54). The ambiguity of several possible entrance directions 
for a few of the ring-gullies may be a factor in this. However, if 
pressed, it could be argued that there is a general trend towards 
the south-east quadrant.

N

Christ CE
Church School
site

Westhawk Farm
Park Farm East

Colemans’ Kitchen
Wood 

low-lying 
area alluvial 
plain

ST13
ST3

ST14?
ST19
ST16 (2 entrances)

ST10 
ST20
ST4

ST12 
ST14?
ST15

ST16
(2 entrances)

ST5

ST6

ST7

Fig 5.54 Doorway alignment diagram (after Oswald 1997)

Table 5.2 Summary of possible period 4, phase 2a–d buildings

Structure Enclosed/

unenclosed

Internal diameter 

of gully (m)

Structural components Doorway/entrance 

alignment

Evidence 

for rebuild?

Type Function

ST10 unenclosed 7.0 ring-gully; 1 internal posthole SE none roofed structure? unclear

ST12

enclosed 8.0 ring-gully; internal postholes; postholes also 

forming porch?

S none roofed structure sacred/funerary 

building

postholes forming internal screen/division? may be associated with warrior burials

ST13

unenclosed c 6.10 × 5.07 Ring-gully; posthole forming porch; internal 

postholes?

E none roofed structure sacred/funerary 

building

slightly oval; internal posts/screen across entrance and forming rough square; located in area of cellular enclosures; may be associated with warrior burials

ST14
enclosed 10.70 projected ring-gully 2 possible: N or S none roofed structure unclear – sacred?

within enclosure OA14; many pits with structured deposit;. enclosure faces warrior burial enclosure and may be associated.

ST15
enclosed 6.20 projected ring-gully; 2 postholes in base of gully ?S none roofed structure? ancillary?

truncated by excavation edge

ST16

enclosed 3.60 × 5.40 wide and shallow ring-gully 2 probable opposites 

– SE and NW 

none gully- and post-

defined space

sacred/funerary 

space

too small for building? entrances aligned with centre of circular space OA64 – may be interrelated

ST17
enclosed 7.50 × 9.0 curvilinear gully; 3 postholes in base of gully ?SE or N none fenced area animal pen?

oval gully, different in form to all others apart from ST18; enclosure shows evidence of animal-management system of postholes

ST18
enclosed unclear <6.50 gully- and posthole-defined space none fenced area/

roofed structure

animal pen?

ST19
enclosed 8.0 ring-gully ?N unclear roofed structure? ancillary 

ephemeral – little surviving evidence

ST20 phase 

1 & phase 2

enclosed 11.50 ring-gully; postholes in gully at front of 

building; postholes in vicinity of entrance; 

internal postholes

?SE yes substantial roofed 

structure

large domestic 

dwelling

the most substantial structure; unusual construction technique – plank-built to rear and stake-built walls in gully to front

ST34
enclosed n/a 2 parallel thin gullies; possible beam slots ? no roofed structure ?

possible small rectangular structure, c 2.0 × 4.0m

ST40
enclosed n/a 22 postholes ?E ? roofed structure? ?

rectangular post-built structure? c 5.0 × 2.50m or 9.0 × 3.50m depending on interpretation
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THE END OF A BUILDING: CLOSING 
RITUALS
There are several examples of ring-gullies being cut by 
later ditches (Fig 5.55). It is possible that a correlation 
can be drawn between the deliberate cutting of these 
roundhouse footprints and the bisection of the circular 
space OA64 by a ditch in the Roman period. There are 
three possible examples of this from the Park Farm East 
excavations just to the south-east (Fig 5.56). It may 
be that this was a deliberate act, perhaps ‘allowing’ the 
shutting down of a building and a change in use of the 
land: by bisecting the circle the space is symbolically 
destroyed and can be used for other purposes.

REORGANISATION OF THE LAND: 
CONTINUING THEMES (PERIOD 4, 
PHASE 2B)
The areas to the north of the main funerary enclosure 
are, at first sight, perhaps the least interesting of the Late 
Iron Age remains. However, a trend identified in this 
vicinity in the earlier periods seems to continue – the 
development of the landscape features with reference to 
earlier boundaries and structures.

Fig 5.55 Composite plans showing relationship between gullies and ring-gullies (ST7, ST10, ST12, ST13 and ST14)

Fig 5.56 Plan of Park Farm East ring-gullies (© Wessex Archaeology 2004)

Iron Age–Early Roman phase 3b
Iron Age–Early Roman phase 3a
Iron Age–Early Roman phase 2
Iron Age–Early Roman phase 1
Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age

20m0
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Enclosure OA49 demonstrates this deliberate and precise 
reorganisation. It was essentially a smaller version of the earlier 
enclosure OA35, exhibiting the same angular shape and 
sharing the same southern (recut) boundary. Enclosure OA49 
effectively blocked the previous east–west trackway or linear 
space TD19. This may explain the development of the new 
linear space OA50 (located about 50m to the south) in this 
period and its subsequent formalisation into a ditch-bounded 
trackway (period 5). This axial track was pivotal to the land use 
at this time, serving to define areas to its north and south and 
leading north-west towards Colemans’ Kitchen Wood and east 
towards Westhawk Farm. At a more general level, the sequence of 
funerary enclosures, including the warrior burial complex, seems 
to have clustered around previous focal points or junctions in the 
landscape (Fig 5.57).

The two warrior burials are located next to one of the 
main Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age axial ditches. This could 
mean that the Bronze Age boundary was still visible, perhaps as 
an above-ground feature. A possible parallel can be identified 
at Saltwood, near Folkestone, where a similar Late Iron Age 
square-ditched enclosure was located next to a Late Bronze Age 
boundary (Riddler and Trevarthen 2006).

ECONOMY AND SUBSISTENCE
The range of artefacts and ecofacts recovered gives some idea 
about the broader subsistence and economy. The previous 
chapter highlighted the archaeological remains around the base 
of Colemans’ Kitchens Wood, a landscape essentially designed 
for the management of livestock. The results below reinforce 
this suggestion.

Animal bone
Cattle, sheep and pig were all represented in the Late Iron Age. 
The relative percentage of cattle was similar to that of the earlier 
phases, but the percentage of pig increased at the expense of 
that of sheep.

Although the Late Iron Age assemblage is much larger than 
the earlier assemblage, in terms of body part representation 
the assemblages are very similar. Cattle, sheep and pig are all 
represented by a high number of tooth fragments with a much 
smaller percentage of other skeletal elements. There is also a 
high number of burnt and calcified fragments.

Charred plant remains
The charred plant remains from all periods, and particularly 
the prehistoric and Roman, were poor. This was partly because 

Fig 5.57 Composite plan showing previous land use (Area 4) (period 2 to period 4, phase 1) overlain by the Late Iron Age remains (period 4, phase 2a–d)

e

previous land use

period 4, ph 2

focal point

Bronze Age boundary
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of the acidic soils, fluctuating water table and fine, silty, 
nature of the clay, which made recovery difficult (see Chapters 
10.24–10.26). Charcoal, however, was relatively abundant, so 
the scarcity of charred plant remains is thought to be a genuine 
indication of the ancient plant use. This probably reflects the 
difficulty of cultivating the heavy clay soils in the past with an 
implied emphasis on pastoral rather than arable agriculture. 
The funerary use of the site in the Late Iron Age could be a 
factor since domestic charred plant remains are less likely to 
accumulate around a site of this type.

Although still sparse, the greatest number of charred plant 
remains was recovered from Late Iron Age features. There were 
no high concentrations in any one sample, but rather a fairly 
widespread occurrence of material suggesting that cereals were 
an important component of the diet at this time. Carruthers 
makes an interesting observation, although, as she admits, a 
somewhat subjective one. One sample comprised a deposit 
of semi-processed emmer (Triticum dicoccum) and spelt (T 
spelta) at a ratio of 6:1. This is an unusual bias for a Late Iron 
Age site in southern England where spelt, a hardier crop, 
would have been better suited to the heavy clay soils. This bias 
is even more significant as charred spelt is robust and easily 
identifiable. Carruthers makes a comparison to the excavations 
at Stansted airport, where a more usual prevalence of spelt 
was noted. The lack of weeds associated with wet soils is also 
unusual. Carruthers suggests that these factors may indicate 
that the charred cereal remains present in the Late Iron Age/
Romano-British samples represent grain brought to the site as 
semi-cleaned spikelets rather than crops grown on the clay soils. 
There was also evidence of oats and barley in small quantities in 
a wide range of samples – these are likely to have been fodder 
crops, often found widely scattered.

Textiles
The presence of only a single loom weight raises some 
interesting questions (see Chapter 10.10). Triangular loom 
weights are ubiquitous on most Iron Age sites and are often 
deliberately deposited in cut features (eg, Stevenson in prep). 
This widespread distribution suggests that most households 
were supplying their own requirements for cloth (Cunliffe 
2005, 487) and examples were recovered from nearby Park 
Farm East (Wessex Archaeology 2004, 24).

Their absence suggests a number of possibilities for the 
Brisley Farm settlement: loom weights were used on site but 
were not deposited and/or do not survive in the archaeological 
record; loom weight fragments are present but unidentifiable 
amongst the fragmented fired clay assemblage; weaving, as 

evidenced by loom weights, did not take place at the site and 
reflects a genuine absence in the economy of the site. Recent 
excavations, particularly High Speed 1 rail scheme (CTRL) 
(Booth et al 2011), suggest that this pattern exists on other 
Iron Age sites and may in fact be a wider Kent phenomenon 
(see Chapter 10.10).

Metalworking
The recovery of slag and a small amount of smithing waste 
(see Chapter 10.14) provides some limited evidence of metal 
production on site. There were no features identified associated 
with such activity, however, in contrast to Park Farm East, 
where there was good evidence of iron smelting, including a 
furnace (Wessex Archaeology 2004, 20)

Stone
The stone evidence suggests contacts with Folkestone and 
Ardingly, with a quern and a hone made of material derived 
from these areas being recovered (see Chapter 10.11).

FUNERARY ENCLOSURES
During the excavation and subsequent analysis, it became 
increasingly clear that the Late Iron Age remains (period 
4, phase 2a–d) exposed in Areas 3–4 were associated with 
funerary or ritual activity. Although this appears obvious at an 
intuitive level (and it was frequently noted during excavation 
that ‘something odd is going on here’) it is important that this 
is demonstrated and any assumptions made clear before the use 
of the landscape is examined in detail. The first task is to look 
at the broad picture and show which enclosures or areas are 
thought to be of ritual/funerary function.

Three general areas are interpreted as showing such activity: the 
sequence of enclosures (period 4, phase 2a–d) in the vicinity of the 
two warrior burials north of the east–west linear space/track OA50 
(OA46–OA48, OA152, OA44, OA45); the enclosure south of 
linear space OA50 (OA51); and the vicinity of the ‘circular space’ 
(OA64) (Fig 5.58).

Density of remains
The first factor, which suggests two of these areas are sacred/
funerary in character, is the sheer amount of archaeological activity, 
and specifically the sequence of enclosures associated with the areas.

The stratigraphic narratives have shown that there is a 
good sequence across the landscape and that enclosures and 
trackways change, develop, are replaced or recut. Yet it is only 
in these two areas that a rapid succession occurs. It has been 
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argued that this process started in the Middle/Late Iron Age 
(period 3) and was focused on nodes in the Late Bronze Age/ 
Early Iron Age landscape (period 2). By the 1st century AD, the 
sequence of enclosures was remarkable and developed extremely 
quickly during period 4, phase 2a–d. This suggests that there 
was a concern with these two areas, perhaps beyond that which 
could be expected for an ‘ordinary’ Iron Age settlement. Park 
Farm East, for example, which is contemporary with the Brisley 
Farm settlement and only 2.5km away, does not exhibit the 
same density of features although still a busy and extensive site 
(Wessex Archaeology 2004).

Burials
The most obvious reason why these areas are associated with 
funerary activities is the presence of two, monumental, warrior 
burial complexes, the cremation burials in the vicinity of the 
circular space OA64 and the cremation cemetery in Area 2a 
(probably a continuation of the circular space cemetery). It is 
probably significant that the area of enclosure OA51 was also 
the location for two Roman-period cremation burials. For 
excavation Areas 3 and 4, the distribution plot of human bone 
shows that it was only in warrior burials BC1 and BC2 and 
circular space OA64 that there was primary deposition within 

a burial context of human remains (Fig 5.52). 
Elsewhere, there were one or two examples of the 
redeposition of disarticulated bone in ditches, 
which allude to a different burial process (see 
below). There were no human bones recovered 
from any of the excavation areas around the base 
of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood (Areas 5–8). Again, 
a comparison with Park Farm East is illuminating, 
for there were no human remains recovered at all 
from this settlement (Wessex Archaeology 2004). 
This may suggest that Brisley Farm served as a 
cemetery for the surrounding farmsteads. Although 
there are relatively few individual burials identified 
from the Brisley Farm excavations, it is possible 
that many more were present as the area between 
the circular space and the cremation cemetery 
in Area 2a was not subject to archaeological 
excavation – potentially many other burials were 
located here. Furthermore, there were many other 
small pit-like features containing either animal 
or unidentified burnt bone that could mark the 
location of memorials to the dead.

Distributions and artefact combinations
The artefact distributions are the key piece of evidence 
demonstrating the sacred/funerary nature of the three areas. 
The general plots show a concentration of all of the artefact 
types around these locations compared to the rest of the 
excavation area (Figs. 5.59 and 5.60). This is true even of burnt 
clay, which is generally more ubiquitous across the site.

Specifically, for the area surrounding the warrior burial 
complexes and enclosure OA51 there is a dense pattern of 
distribution at the entrances and a series of individual deposits 
in the cellular enclosures.

The association of these three classes of artefact together 
(animal bone, pottery and burnt clay, derived from ovens 
or cooking pits) may be an indicator of ritual consumption 
deposits, where a significant amount of resources was expended 
either in a single event or series of events. The foci for this 
activity are the enclosure ditches surrounding the warrior 
burials, the entrances to these spaces and the occasional 
individual feature containing large amounts of pottery. It 
is suggested that most of these artefacts were deliberately 
deposited and were not, for instance, the result of casual 
rubbish disposal. Given this, it is significant that virtually all 
such features were located in the three areas of interest. Such 
features also clearly defined the circular space (Fig 5.61).

sacred/funerary areas

Fig 5.58 Interpretative plan showing suggested sacred/funerary areas (Areas 3–4)
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The only other area which exhibited anything like 
this density of artefacts was the entrance around the 
primary roundhouse ST20.

Inference by association
The location of certain features or structures in the 
potential sacred/funerary areas suggests by implication 
that they may have been associated with the rites 
or events taking place there. This is admittedly 
problematic, and the difficulty has been highlighted 
before, namely, that the sacred and profane are 
inextricably linked and functions may not be clear 
cut. Even so, these are the data we have to work with 
and a few interpretative liberties have to be taken. A 
prime example of this is buildings ST12 and ST13, for 
which a sacred or funerary function is suggested below, 
primarily on the basis of their location.

The later land use
A further way of demonstrating the sacred/funerary nature 
of the remains is by inference from the later land use. Such 
reversing of the normal interpretative progression is an 
approach that has been used with reference to other sacred 
sites. This is particularly the case where Iron Age religious 
sites have been postulated from later Roman shrines on 
the same location (Downes 1997, 145–6; Smith 2001, 
16). Bearing this in mind, the construction of the Roman 
enclosure OA77 (Chapter 7) creates a square space in front 
of the two barrow monuments and overlying the existing 
Iron Age enclosure OA45. This enclosure is focused in a 
clearer way than were the Late Iron Age enclosures on the 
two monuments, and its ditches received ‘votive’ deposits 
of animal bone and pottery. The Roman enclosure is a 
definitive example of a ‘sacred’ space. It seems logical that 
this space respected or developed from a previous sacred 
area extant in the Iron Age (ie, enclosures OA45/OA152).

BUILDING ST13 AND BUILDING ST12: 
SHRINES, MORTUARY STRUCTURES OR 
DOMESTIC DWELLINGS
The two buildings ST12 and ST13 are amongst the 
most enigmatic of the structures excavated and in 
themselves offer few clues as to function.

Fig 5.59 Distribution plots of pottery and burnt clay in the warrior burial vicinity 
(period 4, phase 2a–d)
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Building ST13 (period 4, phase 2a)
Potentially, this building represents one of the first 
phases of activity in the central part of Area 4, perhaps 
along with some elements of the cellular enclosures 
(OA46–OA48). Its south-east entrance is typical 
(Oswald 1997, 87–95) and there was possibly a screen, 
represented by postholes, across the doorway. The 
location of the structure, at least, suggests an association 
with funerary or sacred processes. The series of probable 
special deposits in gully G138 running in front of the 
structure and the pits adjacent to ST13 containing 
what is thought to be deliberate deposits of pottery 
are potentially associated with it. It seems probable 
that ditch G136 was cut through the location of the 
building, deliberately bisecting the entrance, perhaps as 
a going out of use or ‘closing act’: it may be significant 
that a deposit of pottery in this ditch was central to the 
building’s footprint.

Building ST12 (period 4, phase 2b)
Building ST12, just to the south, was in many respects 
similar to ST13 and, given its location, an association 
with sacred or funerary remains is a reasonable 
assumption. Again, there were internal posts with a 
cluster near the south-facing doorway, perhaps forming 
a screen similar to the other building. Pits outside 
contained similar deposits of pottery to those near 
ST13 and this may indicate that ST12 replaced or 
preceded ST13.

Interpretations
There are two possible interpretations for the use 
of these buildings beyond a ‘normal’ roundhouse 
dwelling. First, they may have been small shrines, with 
the nearby groups of pottery being votive deposits. In 
both cases, whether the shrines were dedicated to a 
deity, cremated individuals or perhaps the individual 
inhumed as the first warrior burial (BC2) is impossible 
to say. Second, they may have been used as mortuary 
buildings in the funerary process, with the pottery 
groups perhaps representing offerings or remains 
associated with ritual consumption.

BRITISH IRON AGE SHRINES
A shrine has been defined by Downes as a place 
dedicated to an ancestor or deity where offerings 
(either artefactual or by prayer) are made (1997, 146). 

Fig 5.60 Distribution plots of animal bone in the warrior burial vicinity (period 4, phase 
2a–d)
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Fig 5.61 Plan of circular space OA64 (Area 3) showing artefacts, animal and human bone distributions
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She also emphasised the symbolic importance of its architecture 
(ibid), a point also made by Bradley (2005, 184). However, 
Iron Age shrines have been notoriously difficult to identify and 
indeed identification has often been made retrospectively from 
later Romano-British examples, an approach which, although 
useful, is not without its problems (Downes 1997, 145–6; 
Smith 2001, 16). The hypothesis that ST12 and ST13 may 
have been shrines is made on the basis of their being within a 
sacred/funerary enclosure, with placed, possibly votive, deposits 
of pottery and burnt animal bone in close association.

Of the British shrines that have been identified, the 
majority are square or rectangular in shape – for example, 
Westhampnett, although there is some doubt about the 
interpretation of these structures (Fitzpatrick 1997a, 229–31), 
Danebury (Cunliffe 2005, 563–5), Heathrow (Grimes and 
Close-Brooks 1993; cf Smith 2001, 173) Stansted and South 
Cadbury (Smith 2001, 178–80). At first sight these have little 
in common with the Brisley Farm structures. They are square, 
rather than circular, with probable plank-built walls seated in 
foundation trenches. The Brisley Farm structures do, however, 
share a south/south-east orientation with these examples and in 
common with Westhampnett were found in close association 
with funerary remains.

There have, however, been circular structures identified 
as shrines. The shrine at Hayling Island is one of the most 
significant Iron Age/Romano-British sacred sites. The building 
here was circular and set eccentrically within a square-ditched 
enclosure (Downey et al 1980, 209–301). Although it was 
unclear whether the structure was roofed, the form of the 
remains was very similar to that of a roundhouse (Downey 
et al 1980, 290). More recently, at Little Paxton Quarry, 
Cambridgeshire, a further circular shrine was subject to rapid 
salvage excavation, and although it was dated to the 3rd 
century AD there was extensive Iron Age activity adjacent 
(Jones 2001, 7–9). Again this was located within a square-
ditched enclosure.

At Elms Farm, Heybridge, Essex, both square and circular 
structures were identified, and interpreted as shrines (Atkinson 
and Preston 1998, 85–109). Recent work at Horley, Surrey, on 
an extensive Late Iron Age site located, like Brisley Farm, on 
the heavy Weald Clay, has uncovered an enigmatic structure 
formed of two concentric ring-gullies (Swift 2009). Although 
awaiting detailed analysis, it is possible that this structure may 
also be a shrine and the similarity to Brisley Farm in terms of 
situation (on the Weald Clay to the south of the North Downs, 
and near a watercourse) may hint at underlying associations 
between perceived marginal locations and sacred buildings.

Fitzpatrick has suggested that the change in form from 
square to circular shrines in the Late Iron Age/Romano-British 
period may represent a change in belief system with more 
emphasis on votive deposits (Fitzpatrick 1997a, 231). There 
may be some merit to this argument, which seems to tie in 
with the period 5 use of the sacred/mortuary area as discussed 
Chapter 7.

Both the structures at Brisley Farm were placed 
eccentrically to the enclosures. ST13 was cut by boundary 
ditch G229 (of OA152) but this ditch may have had earlier 
antecedents contemporary with the building. This structure 
is in any case marginal to the main space OA152 created 
by the cellular enclosure ditch G138. ST12 was also placed 
eccentrically, to the west of enclosure OA45/OA152. This 
non-central placement has been noticed at the shrines 
outlined above and is also suggested by Fitzpatrick for the 
Westhampnett examples, although here the shrines were 
eccentric to the funerary remains rather than to an enclosure 
(Fitzpatrick 1997a, 229). One reason for this off-centre 
placement may be that a sacred structure (perhaps, for example, 
a tree or standing stone or, in the case of Westhampnett, the 
cremation cemetery) was located at the centre of the enclosure, 
the shrines being placed to one side.

The Brisley Farm structures do seem to have elements of 
the above characteristics yet some critical defining evidence 
is not present. They sit eccentrically within an enclosure, 
but it is not square, and while, like the later examples,they 
are circular, they do not have the range and elite status of 
votive remains (metalwork, particularly coins and weapons, 
are noticeably absent) found at Hayling Island (Downey et 
al 1980, 292–3), Little Paxton Quarry (Jones 2001, 9) and 
Harlow (France and Gobel 1985; Smith 2001). There are 
possible votive remains present, but these consist of pottery 
and burnt animal bone, although these may be the only 
artefact types that survived burial.

CONTEXTUAL DISCUSSION OF MORTUARY 
SRUCTURES
These differences suggest that although the structures may have 
been sacred buildings, they were not definitively shrines. It 
may be more likely that they played a specific role in mortuary 
rites. One possibility, for example, is that they housed the body 
in the period before cremation or burial (see Fig 5.62). The 
potential screen across the entrances, suggested by the internal 
post arrangements, could, for example, have shielded and 
controlled access to a laid-out body inside the structure. This 
interpretation suggests the building’s role was to facilitate an 
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element of the rite of passage of death, rather than acting as a 
sacred space enshrining a person or deity: a critical difference.

Symbolically, it is possible that these buildings were 
circular because that was the shape of the domestic 
roundhouse, so that they became a ‘home’ for the body in 
the transitional period before burial, which may be further 
evidence of how the domestic and sacred were interlinked. If 
the circumstantial evidence of the eccentric placement of the 
buildings within the enclosure is extrapolated, it suggests that 
the focal point for activity associated with the enclosures was 
east of the structures.

There is some doubt over the interpretation of the 
structures found at Westhampnett as shrines (Fitzpatrick 
1997a, 229–31). Smith (2001), in his wide-ranging appraisal 
of the evidence for sacred sites in Iron Age and Roman Britain, 
suggests that they are more likely to have been funerary 
structures and suggests that they may have been connected 
with the display or cremation of the dead (ibid, 65–6). This 
interpretation would provide further argument for the Brisley 
Farm structures functioning as mortuary buildings.

DEPOSITION AND FUNERARY RITES, 
INTERPRETATIONS OF LANDSCAPE USE: 
ENCLOSURES OA152, OA45, OA51 AND 
CIRCULAR SPACE OA64 (PERIOD 4, PHASE 2B–D)
Although there are examples of placed deposits of pottery in 
discrete features in the sacred/funerary areas, such deposition 
mostly occurred in ditches (Fig 5.52). These deposits may 
have been associated with funerary rites, possibly reflecting the 
perceived liminal state of the body prior to burial or cremation 
(hence the deposition of material within the transitional zone 
of the ditches and near the enclosure entrances). The evidence 
also suggests that there was a series of depositions, for example, 
within small ‘pits’ cut into partly silted ditches, which may, 
potentially, equate to individual funerals.

One interpretation of the wider landscape use could be 
that the cellular enclosures and later, enclosure OA45, were 
used as part of initial funeral rites where perhaps the body was 
laid and offerings deposited in ditches as a placating gesture 
during the transitional period between death and burial or 
cremation (Fig 5.62). Following this, the body may have been 
cremated on a pyre (feature G596) and buried in the vicinity 
of circular space OA64 or excavation Area 2b. This would be 
further supported by the linear space OA50, which separated 
these two ‘zones’.

The environmental evidence offers some insight here. The 
mix of tree species recovered from the main enclosure ditches 
of OA45, surrounding the burials with weapons, included oak 
(Quercus sp), hawthorn/Sorbus group (Pomoideae), blackthorn 
(Prunus spinosa), willow (Salix sp)/ poplar (Populus sp), cf 
field maple (Acer campestre), hazel (Corylus avellana) and cf 
blackthorn (Prunus spinosa). It is likely that this charcoal was 
introduced from hearths/burning events rather than from pyre 
debris, which tends to be mainly or solely oak. This fits well 
with the other landscape evidence, which suggests that the 
focus of cremation-related rites was further south in the vicinity 
of OA64.

WARRIOR BURIAL BC2 AND THE FUNERARY 
LANDSCAPE
Burial Complex 2 (BC2) clearly marks out the enclosure 
OA152 as a burial space, rather than, or as well as, one used 
in the rites leading up to burial or cremation. Warrior burials 
are, however, a different and rare burial tradition and it is 
possible that this specific rite ‘allowed’ the space to be used in 
other ways.

Entrances, access and approach
Although the dating evidence is not refined enough to confirm 
it, it is possible that ditch G229 was cut at around the time of 
the construction of BC2, or just afterwards, and was part of 
a redefinition of the land. The space formed by this enclosure 
(OA45) seems to have had several entrances (Fig 5.63) – one 
aligned south, opposite burial BC2 and in the same location 
as the earlier entrance to OA152, and two to the east. It is 
tempting to think also of the form of this enclosure in terms 
of mortuary rites (not necessarily for the first warrior burial, 
which may have already existed by this time). Smith highlights 
the importance of the approach or defined route that led to 
sacred sites, which he sees as a fundamental feature of their 
spatial planning (2001, 25). This is equally true of funerary 
sites, where funeral processions often took a prescribed route 
from the settlement to the mortuary area. Perhaps, then, the 
enclosure was approached from the east (with the rising sun?) 
by the coffin/body bearers or the funerary cortège. This east-
facing concern has been noted before and is in keeping with 
the development of the rest of the landscape (eg, the earlier 
trackways identified in Areas 6 and 7).

The multiple entrances are not unusual for sacred spaces 
and may have served to control access to the interior of the 
enclosure or to segregate the attending group. Perhaps they 
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served to separate the public from the private mourners and 
perhaps the religious specialists from both. Bradley sees ritual 
behaviour partly in terms of theatre, and it may be that this 
is reflected in how the landscape was laid out (Bradley 2005, 
119–20). A further, tentative, example of the use of the 
enclosures may be the posthole alignment in front of BC2. This 
potential fence or screen has parallels with the possible screens 
in the two structures ST12 and ST13 and may also have been a 

mortuary feature, possibly shielding the act of burial from the 
south. Another suggestion is that the barrow mound required 
screening at times when different sacred functions were taking 
place (see below), and it is probably the case that the site was 
multifunctional in terms of types of religious ceremony, much 
as a modern, Christian church, for example.

main ‘entrance’?

ST12

ST14

 OA46

 OA47

 OA48

 OA50

OA152

pit deposition 
area demarcated
by posts

succession of ritual events
individual funerals? 
including BC2 (not 
memorials?)
focus of ‘active’ rites

to circular space
OA64 for cremation

body laid out / displayed
BC2 and others

‘piecemeal’ creation of 
cellular enclosures

faces ‘sacred’ enclosure

ST14 interelated with 
funerary sacred process

BC2

BC2 interred

cremation burials

Evidence

OA50 – linear space

 
Building ST12

 

Sequence of pot and animal bone deposits in 
OA46–OA48 ditches

Pit deposition area

 
Building ST14 and enclosure

No cremation burials in vicinity

Interpretation

Develops as main route to sacred areas.  Processional way.  
Route for formalised arrival of bodies to Brisley Farm

Display and control access to body? Houses the body between 
life and burial /cremation

A sequence of events – individual funerals? A focus of active 
and specific rites

Placating offerings on leaving or entering OA152. Suggests 
location of main entrance

Rites / feasting away from the body post- / pre-funeral. Or used 
for other types of religious ceremonies or celebrations

Cremation burial or memorial ground separate from funerary / 
religious rites areas. Body taken to OA64 for cremation and 

burial

Fig 5.62 Interpretative plan of the sacred use of the site (period 4, phase 2)
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A change of emphasis: veneration of the dead
BC2 was placed well within an enclosure, in an area probably 
used for funerary rituals and other religious activity. Following 
this inhumation, deposits of pottery and animal bone were 

made within its southern barrow ditch, presumably sometime 
after the burial. This shows an apparent change of emphasis. 
Does this represent veneration of the individual or what he 
represented, rather than a funerary rite, such as the sequence 

Fig 5.63 Interpretative plan of the possible use of enclosure OA45 and BC2
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Inside:  ‘dead’ / sacred enclosed space. Outside: living / everyday

Control of sacred space and access to it. Enhancement of ‘theatre’ 
of funerary and religious rites. A public entrance, a private entrance, 

a religious specialists’ entrance. Separation of ‘performers’ in 
funeral / ceremonies outside enclosure – brought together inside? 

Placating offerings on leaving / entering the enclosure
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of deposits made in the cellular enclosure ditches may have 
been? Perhaps they are ritual consumption or ‘feasting’ remains 
placed at times of public gathering in a special or sacred area 
and not necessarily associated with the individual inhumation; 
feasts probably served multiple functions depending on context 
(Ralph 2007, 45, 106). The distinctive monument itself may 
have further marked the area as a sacral focus. Hamilton 
suggests that the square barrow ditches may have a parallel, 
with square shrines highlighted above (Hamilton 2007, 89–90) 
being conceptually the same. The first barrow complex may 
effectively have become a ‘shrine of deposition’ (ibid, 90). 
Further indication of the liminal theme that threads through 
much of the evidence from Brisley Farm comes from the fact 
that these deposits were made in the barrow ditch, perhaps the 
transitional area or threshold between the living and the dead. 
This process intensifies in the following period (see Chapter 7).

THE SECOND WARRIOR BURIAL AND THE 
FUNERARY LANDSCAPE: IDEAS CONCERNING 
THE USE OF THE LANDSCAPE (PERIOD 4, 
PHASE 2C–D)
There is a gap of some 30–40 years until the interment of the 
next warrior burial. This second burial is different in many 
respects (eg, body alignment, type and position of grave goods, 
depth of burial; see Chapter 6) whilst still adhering to the same 
broad tradition.

Location
The major difference with regard to the monument itself is 
its location in relation to the rest of the landscape. The square 
barrow ditch for BC1 was cut across the entrance to enclosure 
OA152, effectively sealing it. The ceramic dating evidence is 
sufficiently refined to suggest that the burial was slightly later 
than the infilling of the enclosure ditch (though the enclosure 
must still have been visible as a bank and functioning as a 
boundary). There are two points of interest concerning this 
position. First, although the east side of the barrow ditch was 
now part of the enclosure boundary, the inhumation itself 
was placed within the enclosure and therefore still within the 
funerary or sacred space. The second is that the placement of 
the barrow as part of the boundary would have increased the 
visual impact from the east and created a more monumental 
effect. This fits with east being the main direction of approach 
to the enclosure (Fig 5.64).

A monumental approach or body platform and 
heroic status
The enigmatic double posthole alignment ST1, which 
straddled ditch G208 and respected the position of burial 
BC1, has previously been inconclusively interpreted as a period 
3 stock-control feature or ‘processional way’. There are two 
further possibilities. These posts may have been part of the 
monumentalisation of the eastern side of the enclosure complex 
at the time of the inhumation of BC1, increasing the visual 
impact from the east and perhaps creating a walkway across the 
ditch or to the barrow. A further intriguing possibility is that 
the six posts formed a platform on which the body was laid 
prior to burial. This interpretation has some merit. Between 
the time of death and burial the body is in a transitional phase, 
neither of this world nor of the next. It is not incongruous 
that the body may have been laid above the ditch, partly 
inside and partly outside the enclosure: a physical reflection 
of its transitional nature. Enigmatic post arrangements were 
identified at the Westhampnett excavations and a similar 
explanation put forward (Fitzpatrick 1997a, 234). The grave 
itself was dug inside the enclosure, though only by about 3m. 
Perhaps the placement of this barrow was a compromise or 
reconciling of a number of factors: proximity to BC2, the need 
for display and monumentalisation of the enclosure complex 
and the mortuary traditions and rites themselves.

A change of focus
The cutting of ditch G224 in period 4, phase 2d may have been 
completed in order to replace the earlier boundary ditch G223. 
This enigmatic ditch, into which a number of deposits of 
animal bone and pottery were placed, may have served in part 
to realign the focus of the landscape back to the earlier warrior 
burial BC2, a process that continued and was formalised in 
period 5 (Chapter 7). This realignment places BC1 half-outside 
the mortuary enclosure OA45, though still forming part of 
its boundary (Fig 5.65). It is also possible that around this 
time or slightly later (period 4, phase 2d), a series of deposits 
was made into pit G540, though whether this was part of the 
land realignment process or other rituals it is difficult to say. 
What is noteworthy is that the pit was located directly to the 
front of the burial BC1, in the vicinity of an entrance to the 
enclosure OA45 and was perhaps somehow associated with the 
veneration of this monument. The ditch G224 may also hint 
at the significance of the rectangular pit/posthole arrangement 
(pit group G536 and posthole group G319), as it kinks, 
avoiding the centre of this group, suggesting that there was a 
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structure here or, at least, that the location of the pit features 
was known, marked and respected.

Perhaps this was part of the process of the change of 
focus of this area from a mortuary and religious space to 
one of veneration, with ceremonies centred on the barrow 
monuments and particularly on BC2. This may also suggest 
the development of hero or cult worship directed towards 
the buried ‘warrior’ in BC2, something that has been noted 
by Hamilton (2007, 89). An intriguing question is why this 
‘worship’ or deification was not equally directed to the second 
burial BC1. Was this individual of lesser ‘heroic’ status, a 

status that may be reflected in the potentially disrespectful way 
he was buried (Chapter 6)?

The rectangular post/pit alignment
Interpretation of this rectangular pattern of postholes (G319) 
and pits (G536) is inconclusive. The features in the centre 
do not seem to have contained deliberately placed, votive 
deposits or evidence of ritual consumption (that survived). 
Their location seems to have been known in the Late Iron Age 
(period 4, phase 2d) as ditch G224 respects them. Possibly 
they did represent a building though an equally plausible 
explanation is deliberate rectangular placement of features 

Public entrance?

continuing 
focus of 
deposition 

body platform display
encompasses both living and 
dead spaces

monument associated with/ on 
threshold between ‘living’ & 
‘dead’ spaces

private/ religious specialists’ entrance?

burial within
‘dead space’

sacred (dead?) space

‘living’ space

 sacral focus
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BC2

BC1
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threshold of living and dead
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Double line of posts
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Interpretation
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Symbolic threshold between living and dead? Not of 
sufficient ‘status’ to be buried fully inside enclosure? Shuts 

down one of the sacred space entrances

Fig 5.64 Interpretative plan of warrior burial BC1, surrounding enclosures and postholes ST1
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perhaps echoing the form of the square-ditched warrior 
burial enclosures (or, indeed, the form of the more definite 
rectangular ST40 to the south). Perhaps, for example, the posts 
were used to hang tokens or offerings.

Square barrows: some general considerations
This specific consideration of the two inhumations and the 
landscape around them has highlighted some more general 
points. The burials were placed close to a trackway and, in 
the case of BC1, in direct association with an existing linear 

Fig 5.65 Interpretative plan of the burial complexes BC1 and BC2 and land use during period 4, phase 2d
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earthwork. This association has been identified before for 
Iron Age square-ditched burials (though of an earlier date) in 
the East Yorkshire cemeteries of Wetwang Slack and Garton 
Slack and a number of others (Dent 1982, 450–451), and 
Parker Pearson notes that barrows are not placed randomly 
in the landscape (2003, 132). The evidence from Brisley 
Farm confirms this, showing a strong degree of planning and 
association with earlier landscape features.

At Brisley Farm there was an apparent concern with the 
circular, noted for much of the Iron Age evidence (roundhouse 
shape, alignments, circular space OA64, circular pits and some 
roughly circular enclosures). It has been extensively argued that 
this is a general trend in the Iron Age and is a reference to the 
cosmological cycle (Parker Pearson 1996, 119–20; Fitzpatrick 
1997b, 77), although no such underlying meaning can be 
ascribed to the Brisley Farm Iron Age remains. However, the 
warrior burials were placed within square-ditched enclosures, 
which seems inconsistent with the rest of the evidence. A 
similar contradiction has been noted for the East Yorkshire 
cemeteries (Parker Pearson 1999, 43–69; 2003, 132). One 
theory is that this may have been a way of distinguishing 
the ‘houses’ of the dead from those of the living, and/or was 
connected with the square shrine form (Hamilton 2007, 
89–90). A further idea is that the square form could be an 
expression of an alien identity controlling an earlier landscape 
(D Perring, pers comm). Whatever the underlying reasons, it is 
a further difference between the cremation burial rite, with its 
association with circular space OA64, and the inhumations.

THE LAND USE TO THE SOUTH OF THE MAIN 
TRACKWAY OA50
Enclosure OA51 and building ST14: sacred and ritual 
spaces
It has been demonstrated that enclosure OA51 and its 
subsequent incarnation, OA153, were likely to have been 
sacred or funerary in function, at least occasionally or for a 
period of their use life. The sequence of remains in this area was 
the first since the Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age and seems 
to have happened as a single occupation in period 4, phase 
2b, probably at more or less the same time as the funerary 
enclosure was constructed just to the north. This cannot be 
coincidental and suggests that the enclosure was part of an 
integrated sacred landscape possibly also connected with 
circular space OA64, 70m or so to the south-east.

Enclosure OA51 seems to have been constructed, initially 
at least, to define building ST14, the function of which is 

elusive. It is not clear whether this space was roofed. Two 
internal features and the amount of activity taking place 
outside a potential doorway location, may suggest that it was.

Although almost certainly part of an integrated landscape, 
the act of enclosure is in itself significant and suggests that the 
deliberate separation of aspects of the land use was important.

Aspects of structured deposition
The sequence of remains (eg, the pit groups G309 and 
G227) seems to indicate deliberate selection and deposition 
of pottery and animal bone in enclosure OA51, though a 
domestic accumulation and casual discard of artefacts cannot 
be ruled out and it would be prudent to assume that there are 
elements of this in the assemblage, particularly in the ditches 
forming the enclosure. The distribution plots show that this 
area was the location of one of the highest densities of artefacts 
found during the excavations (Fig 5.66). The highest density 
comes from well/waterhole G227 and was perhaps deposited 
sequentially but deliberately as the feature went out of use or 
was closed down, probably into the early Roman period. The 
structured deposits in this mirror the earlier deposits from 
similar Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age features (G20 and 
G520). Other discrete features belonging to group G309 are 
smaller and with no clear function apart from, perhaps, to 
accommodate the deposition of artefacts. Of particular interest 
in two cases is the presence of pig and horse remains, which 
have elite or sacred connotations and reinforce the suggestion 
that much of the artefactual deposition carried out in enclosure 
OA51 was probably deliberate.

The enclosure ditches G166 and G248 were not dug to 
receive artefacts but, as the plots show, they were a focus of 
deposition of a number of artefact classes.

It is possible, then, to speculate on two separate but 
interrelated processes. The first is the deliberate excavation of 
features into which artefacts were placed, these deposits being 
perhaps more ritualistic or votive offerings and the main focus 
of the rites involved. The second is the deposition of artefacts 
into the already open ditch terminals, the deposits in the ditch 
being perhaps placed (or thrown) in order to facilitate or allow 
passage into the enclosure at certain times. They may be the 
result of gatherings of people throwing ritually consumed 
remains into the ditches (albeit in a prescribed way). There may 
also be an element of casual discard – a ditch terminal is, after 
all, a handy place to dispose of unwanted material.
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Building ST14: questions of use
The above suggestions would be easier to sustain without the 
presence of building ST14 in the immediate vicinity. There are 
a number of ways in which the two can be reconciled:

• ST14 was not a domestic ‘roundhouse’ but was related 
to specialist sacred/ritual behaviour, as were the pits. Are 
these offerings made in front of a religious building?

• ST14 was set apart because of the status or rank of its 
occupiers

• ST14 was an enclosed domestic dwelling/roundhouse. 
The pit and ditch deposits were selected but were part of 
an ‘everyday’ process of ritualisation

• ST14 was an enclosed domestic dwelling/roundhouse. 
The pit deposits were more ‘significant’, related for 
example to specific feasts

Significantly, this is the only building definitively set 
within its ‘own’ enclosure, which may point to increased 
division of the land as the Late Iron Age progressed. A 
similar building set apart from the rest of the settlement was 

Fig 5.66 Distribution plots of pottery, burnt clay and animal bone in enclosure OA51 and building ST14
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recognised at the Middle–Late Iron Age settlement at Tongham 
Nurseries in Surrey – it has been speculatively identified as a 
chief ’s hut (Hunt 2002, 24), although there are some doubts 
concerning its phasing (Poulton 2004, 59–60). Also in Surrey, 
excavations at the old motor racing circuit of Brooklands 
exposed a roundhouse associated with smithing (ibid, 57). This 
suggests that some Iron Age buildings can be defined as set 
apart from the ‘normal’ range by rank, status or specialism and 
it is possible that this is the case with building ST14.

Closing rituals and change of use
The pits and associated deposits may alternatively have been 
associated with the change of use of the enclosure, perhaps 
celebrating the creation or destruction of the roundhouse or 
the recutting of the enclosure. A similar phenomenon was seen 
at Hawks Hill House, Surrey (Stevenson in prep). Related to 
this is the position of period 5, phase 1 ditch G277, which cuts 
through the centre of the building, almost certainly deliberately.

Enclosed spaces OA52–OA54 and buildings
Areas OA52–OA54 were three partly enclosed areas, divided 
by an internal system of gullies and fence lines. Although the 
function of these spaces is unclear, it must at least in part, have 
been to enclose ST15. This ring-gully was at the smaller end of 
the range of sizes at Brisley Farm. Whether this was a domestic 
roundhouse is not clear though there is at least some evidence 
that it was roofed. There is evidence of deliberately placed 
deposits of pottery in several features and also of a possible 
post-built rectangular structure or fence divisions.

Post-built structure or post-defined space ST40
The subrectangular post-defined space ST40 is interesting. If 
the dating evidence was conclusively Roman, it would be fairly 
plausible to suggest that this marked the location of a building, 
but only a single grog-tempered sherd was recovered,. However, 
the best we can say is that it is of Late Iron Age date, although, 
as has been noted, the grog-tempered pottery does run into the 
2nd century AD and is found in association with Romanised 
forms. A Late Iron Age origin is significant as it was not until 
the Roman period that rectangular structures started to occur 
regularly in Britain. Whether this is a true pattern or a product 
of concentration on the circular form of the roundhouse is 
unclear; there is the possibility that these structures are being 
dated wrongly or not recognised. Rectangular buildings are, 
however, common throughout the Iron Age on the Continent 
(Haselgrove 2007a, 406–7), and given the close links between 

Kent and north-west Europe at this time it would not be 
surprising to see such forms here (Hamilton 2007, 81–106).

Although there appears to be an overriding concern 
with the circular at Brisley Farm during the Late Iron Age 
there are also clear elements of ‘rectangular traditions’. The 
most obvious of these are the two square-ditched enclosures 
surrounding the warrior burials, square enclosures and the 
rectangular pattern of pits near the entrance to the main 
warrior burial/funerary enclosures. Within the context of the 
site, rectangular forms are not anomalous, especially in the 
latest part of the Late Iron Age.

The form of the post settings is also somewhat 
inconclusive, with a well-defined northern side and an irregular 
southern side that appears to have posts missing. This can 
be partly explained by the limit of excavation immediately 
adjacent. Nothing can be said in terms of function for this 
possible structure, although it is worth pointing out that, in 
contrast to the Brisley Farm example, the Continental examples 
generally have a good finds assemblage. Compared to the Early 
Iron Age instances cited by Haselgrove, ST40 is on the small 
side, perhaps measuring as little as 5.0 × 2.50m, whereas the 
European examples can be over 10m long and 5.0m wide, 
although a building identified at Lieusaint in the Paris Basin is 
of similar dimensions (Haselgrove 2007a, 407).

Another possibility for this area is that the posts represent 
internal divisions within enclosures OA52–OA54 or define a 
broadly rectangular, but open, space, perhaps similar to that 
postulated to the north in enclosure OA45.

The use of space
Although these areas were adjacent to enclosure OA51 and 
shared a boundary it was clearly important that the different 
spaces were defined separately, which points to differences 
in use. For example, ST14 was much larger than ST15, and 
enclosure OA51 also has a series of large pits with deliberately 
placed deposits, whilst the deposits made in OA52–OA54 
were more limited and placed within smaller features. There 
were many more postholes in areas OA52–OA54 in addition 
to the possible post-built building. This suggests that the 
spaces were used in a different way or, perhaps, by different 
sets of people (possibly family groups or specialists). The use 
of the spinal ditch G148 and the large southern ditch G147 
is also significant. This separates this group of enclosures from 
the circular space OA64 immediately to the south. There 
is no entrance to this area from here, which reinforces the 
importance of boundaries and is compelling evidence of a 
segregation or zoning of the landscape.
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CIRCULAR SPACE OA64
Circular space OA64 is one of the most intriguing elements 
of the site (Fig 5.67). Although a few of the features were 
ephemeral (and some may have been removed by ploughing 
or machining, possibly influencing this pattern), the evidence, 
such as it is, is compelling. This is all the more interesting 
because of the wider context of a seeming recurrent ritual 
interest in circular space in the Late Iron Age, which is 
discussed in detail below. Three aspects about the definition of 
this space are important.

First is the probable central feature, which may have 
marked the place where a tree once stood (G600). This may 
have been the impetus or reason behind the space becoming 
significant and perhaps influenced its size. The canopy of a 
mature oak tree can reach 25–40m in diameter, and the circular 
space had a diameter of about 25m, which seems to offer at 
least a circumstantial correlation.

Second, there is the apparent definition of this space by 
two arcs of post settings, concentrated on the northern half. 
These arcs and the central feature have a Continental parallel, 
although it is somewhat earlier in date. At the La Tène C1 
(c 250–180 BC) sanctuaries of Gournay, Saint-Maur and 
Vendeuil in northern France, a central feature was surrounded 
by a similar arc of post settings (Haselgrove 2007b, 500).

Thirdly, the four cremation burials and several pits with 
placed pottery deposits indicate that this space was used in 
association with funerary and probably other rites. These 
cremation burials and post settings again highlight a liminal 
trend: they are concentrated on a boundary or transitional zone 
between the outside and the inside of space OA64.

Artefact distributions
The three features containing cremated human bone all occur 
in the northern arc of the circular space and, apart from one 
example, are all on the circumference. There are a couple 
of interesting points. Only one of the burials is found in 
association with animal bone. At first sight this is in contrast 
to one of the trends proposed by Hamilton for the BECA 
region, where animal remains are found in association with 
cremations, suggesting an established repertoire of food 
offerings (Hamilton 2007, 88). It may be that in this case the 
animal remains were not buried with the human, or were, for 
instance, buried in the upper part of the features and were 
lost owing to truncation (this assumes they were kept separate 
from the human remains). Similarly, only one cremation burial 
contained pottery.

There is a clear distribution of burnt animal bone on the 
southern arc. It is significant that each of these three features 
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Fig 5.67 Interpretative plan showing alignments of OA64, central feature G600, ring-gully ST16 and the cremation cemetery in Area 2b
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contained the remains of pig, accounting for 50% of features 
containing such remains. The pig was seen as a special animal 
and was likely to have been reserved for an elite portion. This 
is particularly evident in the high-status burials in the East 
Yorkshire cemeteries (Parker Pearson 1999, 54–6), on the 
Continent (Hamilton 2007, 97) and in the rich cremation 
burial found at Westhawk Farm (Booth et al 2008, 30). It 
is notable that half a pig’s head was found with the second 
warrior burial (BC1; Chapter 6) and that pig remains were 
deposited in front of the possible religious building ST14. One 
of these features (G299, D[1693]) also contained cattle and 
sheep bones, a combination of species found only on two other 
occasions at Brisley Farm (one of which was the feature in front 
of building ST14), and a small burnt offering of grain. It seems 
that all the major food sources were represented – a unique 
circumstance for the site. One burial from the Westhampnett 
cremation cemetery also contained these three species 
(Fitzpatrick 1997a, 147).

Burnt clay was ubiquitous across the site, although there 
was a lesser density across the southern areas (away from 
the warrior burial complexes). Even so, 12 features on the 
periphery of the circular space contained burnt clay, two with 
over 0.5kg. This clay did not exhibit any wattle marks and may 
well have been derived from ovens associated with cooking, 
potentially from ‘fire dogs’ used to spit roast pigs, which took 
place as part of the cremation burial rites or other religious 
activity around the circular space.

The pottery distribution is again telling. Three features 
contained over 200g (the minimum threshold represented on 
the distribution plots) and one over 1.5kg. As the wider plots 
show, the surrounding discrete features away from the circular 
space generally did not have such large concentrations.

Alignments
There appears to be a north-west–south-east axis connecting 
critical aspects of the circular space (the ‘entranceway’, the central 
feature and two post settings) with the ring-gully ST16 (Fig 5.67). 
It can be continued north-west to Colemans’ Kitchen Wood. 
This suggests that ST16 had a role to play in the setting up and 
use of the circular space. The alignment can be extended to the 
south-east, to where the cremation cemetery identified in Area 2a 
is located c 150m further on. The area in between these two sites 
was not excavated and it may be that these remains were part of 
a wider funerary landscape that developed from the vicinity of 
space OA64. It is worth noting that this north-west–south-east 
alignment is repeated across the landscape by linear space or road 
OA50 to the north and by trackway TD9 to the south.

This north-west–south-east orientation is in line with 
the midwinter sunrise to the south-east. A speculative 
interpretation may be that the ‘marker posts’ were used as 
reference points to set up or inaugurate the space on the 
auspicious alignment of the midwinter solstice.

Parallels: Westhampnett, Saltwood, Cheriton and the 
Aylesford burials
There are parallels for such circular spaces, the most closely 
related of which is the funerary site of Westhampnett, West 
Sussex (Fitzpatrick 1997a). Here, a Late Iron Age landscape 
was excavated with evidence of shrines, pyre sites and over 150 
cremation burials (Fig 5.68). The spatial organisation of the site 
was precise and the main concentration of cremation burials lay 
to the south of a circular space some 15–17m in diameter with 
pyre-related features at the north and east (ibid, 14). Several 
square structures interpreted as shrines (though they may have 
been mortuary structures, see above) were located 20–40m to 
the north-east. No central feature was identified (ibid, 234). 
There are some broad parallels between these distributions and 
the features surrounding or forming the circular space at Brisley 
Farm, particularly a common association of the south (on a 
wider site basis) with cremation burials and the north/north-
east with shrines or mortuary structures (ST12 and ST13 and 
possibly ST14 and ST15).

There are other examples nearer to Brisley Farm. Recent 
work on the Channel Tunnel Rail Link at Saltwood, Kent, 
21km to the east, revealed an urned cremation cemetery of 
Late Iron Age/Romano-British date. This group of burials was 
arranged in a roughly oval pattern with a central area devoid of 
features (Riddler and Trevarthen 2006, 26). The authors of the 
Saltwood report draw attention to Cheriton, Folkestone where 
similar oval arrangements of cremation burials were identified 
(ibid). A further similarity can perhaps be identified with the 
Aylesford cremation burials, some 36km west of Brisley Farm. 
These bucket and un-urned cremation burials were also found 
in a roughly circular pattern (Evans 1890, 315–88).

Theories on the use of the circular space
The distribution plots, spatial patterning of features and 
relationship to the rest of the Late Iron Age remains suggest 
that something quite distinctive was happening in the circular 
space. Although this aspect of the site has very close parallels 
with the Westhampnett remains, the range of features is less 
clear cut. Westhampnett, as far as the recoverable evidence 
allowed, was patently and primarily a cremation burial 
ground with associated funerary monuments or shrines. The 
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circular space at Brisley Farm, however, had a range of features 
apparently spatially defined around the circumference of, 
and within, the circle – namely, a central pit or tree throw, 
cremation burials, a possible pyre site, pits containing animal 
bone or grain offerings, pits containing large deposits of 
pottery, undated postholes forming an arc to the north and 
unidentifiable irregular features.

There were probably two or three processes underlying 
this, no doubt closely interrelated but still distinguisahble: the 
definition of the space by the postholes, the central feature and 
by curvilinear boundary ditch G301; the space used for the 
burial of cremated human remains; and the circumference of 
the space used as a location for offerings of food/pottery made 
into the ground.

This deposition of foodstuffs suggests that the space itself is 
sacred and became, much as the warrior burials did in the Late 
Iron Age and Roman period, a sacral focus. The deposition 
of cremated remains may be a different process. Perhaps this 
area was attractive for the burial of the dead because it was 
sacrosanct and a focus for votive deposits.

Alternatively, there may have been no difference in the 
perception of the human remains, the burnt animal bone, 
the charred seed and the pottery. As McKinley points out (see 
Chapter 10.16), there is very little human bone in the burials, 

probably not much more than token deposits. It may 
be that all these features were laid out with votive 
intent, rather than, or perhaps as well as, being part of 
the funerary process.

The circular space and site intra-relations
How ring-gully ST16 (Fig 5.67) related to the circular 
space is guesswork, although the midwinter solstice 
alignment and its proximity is compelling evidence 
for some form of association. The structure may have 
been entirely unrelated but it is equally possible that 
it was used in funerary rites, as has been suggested for 
buildings ST12 and ST13, although it is thought that 
ST16 was not roofed, being too small to be a building. 
The central pit or, more interestingly, post, may have 
been a focus and was perhaps used in conjunction 
with the marker posts and central feature in alignment 
along the midwinter solstice. One interesting aspect 
is that the structure lies outside the circular space, 
eccentric to it. This is paralleled by some of the 
examples of shrines, mentioned above, that sit away 

from the ‘sacred focus’ of ‘their’ enclosures or space.
Ditch G147 curves around the northern arc of the 

circular space, providing circumstantial evidence that the 
space as interpreted from the discrete features is real. There is 
a suggestion of a bank on its west and south sides (therefore 
adjoining the space). If correct, this bank would have just about 
reached the arc of postholes, 3.0–4.0m away from the edge of 
the ditch.

The posthole arc, suggesting a fence or barrier, effectively 
shielded the circular space from the warrior burial complexes 
and left the site open to the south, aligned towards the most 
substantial building excavated, ST20, and potential animal 
pens ST17 and ST18. Did the space ‘face’ towards the 
roundhouse as an expression of the circular parallel between 
dead and living spaces? Looking at the wider landscape, this 
is also the direction of the Park Farm East settlement. The 
circular space with a central marker or tree would have been 
visible from this hilltop settlement, where there were no human 
remains recovered. Could this circular monument perhaps be 
located so that the community at Park Farm East could see and 
have connection with their dead? Figure 1.7 clearly shows Park 
Farm East on a slight topographic rise, visible across the flood 
plain. Also shown on Figure 1.7 is the cluster of Late Iron Age 
settlements around the Orbital Park area, 5km to the east, and, 
to the south, Stubbs Cross and Magpie Hall Lane, all forming 

0 10m

circular space

Iron Age cremation

Iron Age pyre-related feature

Fig 5.68 Plan of the Westhampnett cremation cemetery and associated 
features (from Fitzpatrick 1997a) © Wessex Archaeology
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an arc around Brisley Farm and to a greater or lesser extent 
connected by lines of sight.

Circular concerns
Over the last ten years or so it has been argued, especially by 
Fitzpatrick (1997b) and Parker Pearson (1999), that there was 
a concern or predilection for circular ‘architecture’ in the Late 
Iron Age. The argument developed and linked this circular 
patterning with the cosmological order and, particularly, with 
the circular path of the sun. The idea was put forward that 
this ‘sunwise’ path directly influenced the spatial organisation 
(and shape) of roundhouses and open and enclosed settlements 
(Fitzpatrick 1997b, 77–8; Parker Pearson 1999, 50). It could 
be suggested that this cultural trait underpins much of the 
patterning of the Late Iron Age remains present at Brisley 
Farm. For example, in Fitzpatrick’s analysis, the southern 
hemisphere of a roundhouse equates to living/birth and 
life whilst the northern arc represents sleeping/storage and 
death. This appears to correlate with space OA64, perhaps a 
‘house of the dead’ where the cremation burials seem to be 
broadly concentrated in the northern arc (which is also true of 
Westhampnett). A number of strands of evidence suggest this: 
the roundhouses and their doorway orientation; the circular 
space OA64; the east–west orientation of some trackways, 
notably axial space/track OA50; and the east- or south-east-
facing entrances to possible sacred/funerary enclosure OA51.

Equally, however, a number of aspects that might be 
expected to adhere to a cosmological pattern do not do so: 
there are no truly circular enclosures (although this is generally 
true of the Late Iron Age); there is an equal concern with 
square forms, notably the warrior burial barrow ditches and 
the later (period 5) enclosure in front of them; the focus of the 
warrior burials and the main sacred/funerary enclosure is south 
not east; some of the major enclosures have entrances facing 
north not east/south-east; and roundhouse entrances are not 
consistently east- or south-east-aligned.

At the least there is a suggestion of a circular theme here 
and aspects of the Iron Age remains do seem to be orientated 
towards the east/south-east or other cardinal points. This 
pattern is repeated, although perhaps less dramatically, at 
other cremation burial sites in Kent (Cunliffe 2005, 153–4; 
Riddler and Trevarthen 2006, 26). The picture is not simple, 
however, and is not consistent across the landscape. The 
surrounding topography must have played a role equal to, if 
not more important than, the cardinal directions or equinoxes. 
For example, it has been consistently argued that Colemans’ 
Kitchen Wood is significant and that some enclosures and 

trackways are orientated with respect to this hill. Practicalities 
will have played a part and there could well be an element of 
man-made features clustering and becoming aligned along 
higher ground (such as the spur of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood), 
coincidentally on an ‘auspicious’ alignment. The visibility 
of Park Farm East (to the south-east) may also have been an 
influencing factor on some orientations noted above. The 
emerging Roman town of Westhawk Farm also lies directly to 
the south-east and it is possible that some of the alignments in 
this direction were in reality facing this proto-settlement and 
only coincidentally aligned with the south-east.

There have been criticisms of the cosmological approach, 
notably Hingley’s response to Parker Pearson’s discussions 
of cosmology (Hingley 1999). Hingley argues for a subtler, 
contextually defined interpretation of Iron Age society, allowing 
for regional variation across a similar broad symbolic system 
(ibid, 63). More recently, Pope has shown that the conceptual 
basis for cosmology is flawed and was initially based on 
questionable evidence (Pope 2007, 209).

The picture that emerges is one of complexity but with 
subtle symbolic patterning that may remain just beyond our 
comprehension. The Late Iron Age remains at Brisley Farm 
can be interpreted only on their own merit rather than slotted 
into a ‘cosmological order’, although there appear to be some 
important alignments with equinoxes. This has become 
apparent at a number of recent investigations (Pope 2007, 
205); the only means of interpreting such evidence is on a 
contextual basis.

A reflection of a roundhouse: meanings and associations 
of the circular space
If a tree created the central feature G600, its canopy may have 
been symbolic of the roof of a roundhouse. If this were the 
case, then the arc of posts to the north may have represented its 
walls, joined to the roof of the canopy. This could have literally 
been a house of the dead, with the cremation burials placed as 
‘part of ’ its walls (and, therefore, liminally) until such a time 
as the spirit could be incorporated within. Aspects of this idea 
were postulated by Fitzpatrick for the Westhampnett remains 
and have some application here (1997a, 239). Within the 
context of the site and landscape, this idea has merit given that 
the space faces the principal roundhouse ST20 and looks out 
towards the settlement at Park Farm East.

The changing of the seasons may have had a bearing on 
how this space was used, perhaps depending on the amount of 
leaf cover and what this represented. For example, it is possible 
that cremated human bone was retained and deposited in the 
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ground at the appropriate time as memorials perhaps at the 
start of spring or autumn, the period of growth or of dormancy.

The final episode in the development of circular space 
OA64 took place in the succeeding period. This evidence, 
detailed in Chapter 7, reinforces the interpretation of the 
circular space and highlights the complex interplay between the 
old traditions and the impetus for land restructuring under a 
new political authority.

THE CREMATIONS
The cremated human remains recovered were generally within 
very truncated features and did not produce a great deal of 
evidence. Cremated human bone from a minimum of eight 
individuals was recovered, two of which are likely to be of 
slightly later date (period 5).

The dating evidence is poor; most of the examples are 
un-urned and have been assigned on a spatial basis or by 
radiocarbon dating. The flatness of the calibration curve during 
this period means that there is a fairly wide date range, even at 
the 95.4% probability. However, the dates returned from the 
submitted samples are broadly within the 1st century BC –1st 
century AD bracket, which fits well with the wider sequence of 
period 4, phase 2 Late Iron Age remains.

Animal and human bone was often cremated together 
in the Iron Age (Carr 2007, 450). For example, 6% of the 
cremations at King Harry Lane, St Albans, contained animal 
bone and 50% of those also containing pyre goods. This 
phenomenon has been identified at Westhampnett (Fitzpatrick 
1997a, 73) and Westhawk Farm (Booth et al 2008, 30). Carr 
suggests that whilst such remains could be interpreted as 
feasting debris thrown on to the fire it also shows a similarity in 
treatment between human and animal. Although this mixing 
of remains did occur at Brisley Farm, cremated animal bone 
was identified accompanying only one cremation burial, G612, 
D[2629], along with fragments of unburnt cattle teeth. Cattle 
teeth also accompanied the fragmented remains of the neonate 
in the enclosure ditch surrounding OA61. The norm at Brisley 
Farm seems to have been the separate ‘treatment’ of human and 
animal remains. This may suggest that animal offerings were not 
generally placed on the pyre with the body, so did not become 
integrated with the human bone. Alternatively, the different 
types of bone were identifiable by appearance, or spatially from 
their position on the pyre and picked out separately.

The charcoal evidence shows that, although there were 
small quantities of other species in some features (alder (Alnus 
glutinosa), hazel (Corylus avellana) and the hawthorn/Sorbus 

group (Pomoideae)), the predominant fuel used in cremation 
burials was oak (Quercus sp). There is the suggestion that the 
presence of fast-grown oak may be indicative of managed 
woodland (see Chapter 10.22). It is possible that there was 
a degree of deliberate selection in the use of oak for pyre 
material (see Chapter 10.22; Smith 2001). This has been noted 
at several other sites, including the Late Iron Age/Romano-
British cemetery at Baldock, Hertfordshire (Gale 2005). Oak 
was ubiquitous in features at Westhawk Farm and although 
only oak was recovered from cremation burials there, this was 
thought to be because of the ready availability of the species 
rather than because of ritual selection (Booth et al 2008, 349), 
though at some sites (Westhampnett, for example) multiple 
species were used (see Chapter 10.22).

THE RANGE OF BURIAL PRACTICES
Apart from the warrior burials (Chapter 6) one other period 4, 
phase 2 feature contained redeposited, unburnt, human bone – 
the ditch defining enclosure OA49 (see Chapter 10.16). Along 
with the two inhumations and the cremation burials, this 
suggests that three burial strategies were employed during the 
Late Iron Age, with the unburnt bone perhaps deriving from 
excarnated remains brought back into ‘settlement’ contexts. 
This potential mix of rites is also demonstrated by the only 
neonatal remains, which were discovered in the ditch defining 
enclosure OA61. It may be that this deposition in a ditch 
rather than a pit or other ‘burial’ context reflects a different, 
age-related, treatment of the dead, a differential treatment that 
has been noted at other Iron Age sites (Hill 1995, 107).

Carr has argued that there is evidence for continuity or 
blurring of rites between excarnation and cremation (2007, 
444–5). Although the evidence from the Brisley Farm 
excavations for excarnation is meagre and circumstantial 
(a possible display structure ST1 near burial BC1), the 
inhumation and votive evidence does suggest a number of 
different ritual processes occurring at broadly the same time. A 
crossover or merging of elements of the rites would not be out 
of keeping.

BUILDINGS ST17 AND ST18 AND ENCLOSURES 
OA55–OA57
The form of structures ST17 and ST18 and the enclosures 
OA65 and OA55–OA57 is atypical for the Brisley Farm remains. 
ST17 forms part of an enclosure ditch system that is unique at 
Brisley Farm, as is the adjoining ‘pen’ or yard to ST18, although 
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there are examples from elsewhere. It is probable that these two 
complexes formed separate units or areas. Interestingly, this 
spatial arrangement may have been respected when new fields 
were laid out in the succeeding Roman period (Fig 5.69).

There is some evidence from internal post settings and 
doorway features to show that ring-gully ST17 may have been 
roofed. ST18 is more difficult to interpret, having a confusing 
array of features possibly suggesting more than one phase of 
construction, with some indication of doorway posts. Both 
forms are reminiscent of enclosed or covered areas representing 
small ancillary or working spaces with associated yards or, more 
probably, animal pens. The material remains were generally 
too limited to enable strong suggestions as to function. Similar 
structures were found at Farmoor, Oxfordshire (Lambrick and 
Robinson 1979, 23–4). Here the authors also had some doubt 
over function but favoured an interpretation of animal pens 
with associated roundhouse.

Several pits in the vicinity of both structures and within the 
enclosures possibly contained evidence of structured deposition 
(burnt bone, broken pottery, burnt clay and charcoal deposits) 
although there may also be an element of more casual discard. 
The location of the two complexes is significant. ST17 was 

adjacent to the sacred/funerary circular space OA64 and ST18 
was 30m away. There is an intricate interplay here that, other 
than highlighting a couple of points, defies close analysis.

The relationship of the two structures, particularly ST17, 
with circular space OA64 is interesting. As far as the dating 
evidence allows, they are thought to be broadly contemporary. 
It is perhaps likely that the two areas coexisted for a while and 
it is possible that, for example, the two structures were used 
as holding pens for livestock immediately prior to slaughter. 
Similarly, the calcined animal remains in the features and 
gullies (which included pig, an animal also found in pits 
around the circular space) suggest that these areas were used 
for cooking, both for everyday meals and for special events – 
perhaps feasts or funerals associated with the circular space, and 
with the sacred warrior burial enclosures.

This role fits well in the context of the rest of the site. 
Enclosure OA60, which contained roundhouse ST20, opened 
on to area OA57 and is therefore likely to have been directly 
associated with buildings ST17 and ST18. Perhaps, then, this 
area marked the transition from formal sacred/funerary/dead 
areas (space OA64 and the warrior burial complexes) to the 
more overtly domestic /living areas.

BUILDINGS ST20 AND ST19
The substantial building ST20, the largest on the 
site, is thought to be the only one that may have 
had plank-built walls. Such walls have been rarely 
identified on the clay and are more common on 
chalk geology, with classic examples postulated 
at Danebury and more recently at Hawks Hill 
House, Surrey (Stevenson in prep). This structure 
is also one of the few that was significant enough 
to be repaired or rebuilt. Although the size, 
structure and quantity of artefacts recovered 
suggest a focus of domestic activity, there are 
some anomalies that are worth highlighting. The 
concentration of artefacts around the entrance, 
particularly the right-hand side, is a trend 
identified for the site. The ditch arrangement 
leading up to the doorway would have made 
for an impressive approach, particularly if 
hedges or fences sat upon the banks. Equally 
imposing, the oak-plank walls at the rear of the 
hut would have created a striking and unusual 
spectacle amongst the everyday range of wattle 
and daub used in the construction of the other 

Fig 5.69 Plan showing Roman (period 5, phase 1) ditches overlain on period 4, phase 2b structures 
ST17 and ST18
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structures (T Bareham and C Johnson, pers comm) As has been 
mentioned above, no spindle whorls were found in the gully 
and this was the only structure from which human remains were 
recovered – potentially circumstantial evidence that a ‘normal’ 
farming household did not live here. Possibly, for example, this 
was a home for religious specialists, the druids, reflecting the 
segregation that is apparent in the wider landscape study. ST19 
is likely to have been standing at the same time as ST20 and may 
have been an ancillary structure.

ZONATION AND PROFESSIONS: SOCIETY AND 
THE LANDSCAPE MODEL
Although there is doubt and difficulty regarding specifics of 
interpretation, the broad character of the Late Iron Age activity 
at Brisley Farm has been defined. If we move away from the 
detail, the clearest impression of this may be gained from the 
way in which the landscape was segregated or zoned. At a very 
general level, there appears to have been division yet also close 
and complex interplay between several ‘zones’ separated by 
enclosures and trackways. These are shown in Fig 5.70 and can 
be summarised as follows:

• Fields/herd control, Areas 5–7
• Sacred/mortuary/religious space (OA152/OA45), 

Areas 3–4 (funerary buildings ST12 and ST13; warrior 
burials, cremation memorials/burials; ritual consumption 
deposits and veneration)

• Communication and division (OA50) (trackway/linear 
space, divides north and south of Areas 3–4 yet links the 
land to the east and west; defines the landscape around an 
auspicious alignment)

• Enclosed areas and structures (OA51, OA53) (enclosing 
structures ST14 and ST15; associated with sacred or 
religious activity? different in form from ‘roundhouse’ 
ST20)

• Circular sacred/funerary space and cemetery (OA64, 
cremation burials/memorials/pyre deposits; Area 2b 
cremation cemetery, an extension of OA64? defined 
around an auspicious alignment)

• Transitional area/working/animal penning and slaughter/
cooking (OA55–OA57/ST17, ST18: ring-gully 
structure/pens/yards? some integration of funerary and 
ritual consumption deposits but also integrated with 
roundhouse ST20?)

• Living/sleeping/domestic (roundhouses ST20 and ST19 
and evaluated Area 9)

What is interesting is that the burial/sacred areas are 
found in close association with ‘settlement’ evidence, which 
is rare for the British Iron Age (Hamilton 2007, 89). There 
is the strong possibility that some of the ‘domestic’ evidence 
from Brisley Farm relates not to (or at least not just to) a 
farming community but to people who were in some way 
more directly involved with the sacred and funerary process 
and suggests an atypicality to the settlement. This difficult 
interpretation and the apparent conflicts between the profane 
and sacred uses of the structures and enclosures results to an 
extent from attempting to separate out these spheres of life. A 
better solution would be to accept a degree of crossover and 
integration between these imposed interpretative paradigms.

Related to this segregation is the possible appearance 
of professions reflected in the range of artefacts (or lack of ) 
suggesting that the community was not self-sufficient in all 
aspects. This is notable for cereals, textiles and metalwork, 
which, circumstantial evidence suggests, were brought into the 
site. This is also reflected in the array of funerary and votive 
deposits – presumably there would have been an officiating 
role. The development of probable sacred sites like Brisley Farm 
at this time might be an attempt to make visible and thereby 
control the religious elite by new, emerging leaders (Creighton 
1995, 300). Those interred in the warrior burial graves 
themselves may well be such leaders and/or represent another 
profession, professional soldiers or captains (Chapter 6).

A picture is emerging of a dispersed yet integrated pattern 
of settlements, perhaps concentrated on the micro-topographic 
higher ground with grazed pasture in between. Sites such 
as Brisley Farm provide strong evidence that this landscape 
was ordered and may have had areas specialising in religious/
funerary practice, farming, textile production, metalwork 
and pottery production. The validity of this model has yet to 
be tested and it remains for further large-scale excavations, 
which will undoubtedly happen given the rate of housing 
development in the Ashford area, to provide a more complete 
picture. One of the key questions that needs to be addressed in 
any future work is the extent of zonation and specialisation and 
it is possible that analyses of artefact distributions, feature type 
and depositional practices could identify such areas.

A RELIGIOUS SANCTUARY? ORIGINS, 
ALIGNMENTS AND FUNCTION
It is tempting to interpret the development of Brisley 
Farm during the Late Iron Age as allied to an earlier sacred 
association perhaps stemming from the Late Bronze Age/
Early Iron Age occupation. There is, however, no intervening 
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Middle Iron Age evidence from Brisley Farm (although there is 
circumstantial evidence of the reuse of former fields). Moreover, 
despite the extent of excavation in and around Ashford in 
recent years there remains a comparative dearth of Middle Iron 
Age evidence, with the notable exception of Beechbrook Wood 
(Brady 2006, 25–31). The antiquity of Brisley Farm’s sacred 
association does then remain uncertain, but there is no doubt 
that by the Late Iron Age it was an important central place with 
a sacred emphasis. It can be argued that this sacred association 
arose because of the way the surrounding natural environment 

was interpreted by the indigenous population. Cunliffe suggests 
that ‘springs, bogs and rivers would have been the obvious foci 
for ritual practices, as too would other striking natural features 
such as large rocks, very old trees or groves of trees. In all of 
these places the gods were thought to live and had to be served 
or placated’ (2005, 566).

In this respect, the hill of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood, which 
the archaeological remains of all phases to a degree respect 
and relate to, must be an important focus in an otherwise 
broad and flat landscape. The location of Brisley Farm is in 

fields/herd control

sacred/mortuary/religious space

communication and division

enclosed areas and structures

circular sacred/funerary space and cemetery

transitional area/working/animal penning and slaughter/cooking 
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Fig 5.70 Interpretative plan of landscape usage by broad function
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itself a transitional place, on a micro-topographic rise, next to 
the wider flood plain to the south, the last band of woodland 
before Romney Marsh to the east and the head of the Stour to 
the north. Such locations have often been recognised as having 
sacred significance (Creighton 1995, 298; Cunliffe 2005, 566). 
Perhaps more telling is the potential for this area being near the 
junction of several routeways: the Stour (north–south) towards 
north-east Kent, the coast and beyond; the Greensand uplands 
and North Downs (east–west); and Romney Marsh and the 
coast to the south/south-east. It has been suggested that such 
places – Verlamion, for example – grew as ritual and settlement 
foci because they were ‘neutral’ territory or meeting places 
and it may be that this was a catalyst for the development of 
the south Ashford settlement complex (Haselgrove and Millet 
1997, 284–5).

It is possible that in the Late Iron Age the site grew as 
a meeting place, a cult or religious sanctuary. Fairly clear 
functional differences can be discerned on an individual 
enclosure/space basis but, taking a general view, the entire 
site and its environs seem to have been broadly concerned 
with religious practice. As the 1st century AD progressed, the 
increasing formalisation of this religious practice was reflected 
by the successively more complex and defined enclosed spaces.

The major element of this formalisation was cutting the 
D-shaped enclosures either side of the north-west–south-
east-aligned axial space, which must have, at least to an 
extent, defined and regulated the religious spaces, buildings 
and activity. This axial way, which developed into a more 
distinct trackway (or road) in the Roman period, was aligned, 
fortuitously or otherwise, with the midwinter sunrise and 
Colemans’ Kitchen Wood. It is possible that this was set up 
on a deliberately auspicious alignment, in common with that 
suggested for Continental religious sanctuaries (Haselgrove 
2007b, 500).

KENT AND BEYOND
The suggested model of dispersed but integrated settlement 
across the south Ashford area is reminiscent of the proto-urban 
development of oppida across southern England. Hamilton 
draws a parallel with Camulodunum and Verulamium and 
the complex settlement patterns of the south-east (2007, 
89). However, a recent study of six ‘oppida’ in Hertfordshire 
concluded that their origins and functions were sufficiently 
different as to render the term essentially meaningless as a 
definition, although of these examples Braughing may be the 
most relevant (Bryant 2007, 63–7, 78). A similar problem is 

evident from the south Ashford Iron Age complex, which is 
different from both Bigbury and Loose (also in Kent) and does 
not easily ‘fit’ into current terminology. Hamilton suggests that 
the West Sussex coastal plain is similar in many respects with its 
dispersed farmsteads and organised ditched enclosures, although 
again there are differences such as lack of zonation in Sussex and 
larger settlements in the Ashford complex (2007, 89).

CONTINENTAL PARALLELS
Although there was clearly diversity in funerary and religious 
practice across Britain and the Continent, some similarities 
are apparent. The circular enclosures associated with 
cremation burials in Flanders (Destelbergen and Mierlo-
Hout) and the Netherlands (Oss-Ussen) parallel Brisley Farm, 
Westhampnett and Hayling Island, and the use of square 
burial enclosures, common on the Continent, is becoming 
more apparent in south-east England with the Brisley Farm 
and, possibly, the Saltwood examples (Riddler and Trevarthen 
2006; Hamilton 2007, 96–7). An obvious similarity is the 
two warrior burials, a tradition that was common in the 
Marne region of France, though of earlier date than at Brisley 
Farm, and Late Iron Age inhumations are generally rare on 
the Continent (Chapter 6). Hamilton suggests, however, that 
the general diversity of burial traditions and grave layouts is 
indicative of a wide range of funerary and ritual traditions 
with no single overriding influence.

On a wider settlement basis, there is evidence of zonation 
similar to that postulated for Brisley Farm and the wider 
south Ashford complex. This is apparent in the Aisine valley 
in Picardy, where it is suggested that the populations of the 
oppida were segregated along socio-occupational grounds, 
something that has been tentatively postulated for the Brisley 
Farm region (Haselgrove 2007b, 509). One contrast worth 
highlighting is that, as far as the ceramic evidence allows, 
the Brisley Farm complex appears to be a Middle/Late Iron 
Age and Late Iron Age resettlement of a Late Bronze Age/
Early Iron Age landscape, whereas in northern France there 
is continuity from Middle Iron Age occupation. This is in 
contrast to Hamilton’s suggestion of a similar continuity on 
the Continent and at Brisley Farm (Hamilton 2007, 96). This 
anomaly has resulted from a reappraisal of the ceramic evidence 
during the analysis stage. In general terms, there appears to be 
a similarity between Brisley Farm and the religious sanctuaries 
of France, although Brisley Farm seems somewhat parochial by 
comparison (Haselgrove 2007b, 500–501).
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LANDSCAPE SYNOPSIS
It has been difficult to characterise the latest phases of the Late 
Iron Age landscape, although it is hoped that the evidence 
has been appraised as critically as possible and where there 
are alternatives these have been clearly stated. The evidence 
from each area or enclosure has been examined as a whole 
and this has provided indications as to the possible ancient 
use. There are undoubtedly errors and it is admitted that 
some interpretations are tenuous. However, what remains is a 
picture of a dynamic and complex society, both integrated and 
specialised, with an undoubted bias towards the sacred, and 
the suggestion that Brisley Farm may have been a cult centre 
or sanctuary. This complexity is evident in the choices made 
and the tantalising evidence left to us: for the sacred – ritual 
spaces, veneration and cult worship; for burial – excarnation, 
inhumation, cremation; and for the development of the land 
– enclosed and unenclosed spaces, respect for and slighting of 
ancient traditions. The Late Iron Age of Brisley Farm, then, is 
one where a number of traditions, ideas or beliefs coexisted, 
accounting for the subtle yet at times anomalous evidence.
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CHAPTER 6  THE WARRIOR BURIALS

6.1  INTRODUCTION

The most significant discoveries at Brisley Farm were two 
burials with weapons, often known as ‘warrior burials’. 
Dated to the Late Iron Age and buried about a generation 
apart, these burials are the latest known from Britain and 
are of national, if not international, importance. They are 
part of a rare tradition – only 15 other examples have been 
found south of the Humber and they have close Continental 
parallels. The artefacts present (including swords, spears, a 
shield, animal remains, imported pottery and a brooch), the 
burial rites and the square-ditched enclosures surrounding the 
inhumations are unique combinations. Equally significant is 
the relationship between these burials and the preceding and 
later archaeological landscape (Fig 6.1).

In common with the rest of the site, the ground conditions 
resulted in poor survival of cultural material – especially 
evident in the case of the human remains and metalwork – 
owing particularly to the seasonally fluctuating water levels (Fig 
6.2). Despite this the programme of investigative conservation 
carried out on the metal artefacts and the analysis of the 
metalwork, human bone and pottery has provided significant 
contextual information.

There has been discussion regarding the term ‘warrior 
burial’, with phrases such as ‘burials with weapons’ or ‘sword 
burial’ being sometimes preferred since it should not just 
be taken for granted that the past role or profession of the 
individual buried was that of a warrior. In the preparation of 
this text, much thought has been given as to which to use: 
‘burials with weapons’ is less judgemental of the evidence but, 
in the end, ‘warrior burial’ has been used because it is more 
widely accepted.

Fig 6.1 Plan of warrior burials BC1 and BC2
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6.2  WARRIOR BURIAL BC2

LOCATION
The first warrior burial (BC2) was located within a previously 
unoccupied area between the northern and southern series of 
period 4, phase 1 enclosures in Areas 3 and 4. The grave was 
centrally placed within the square-ditched enclosure, which 
almost certainly provided the spoil for a low barrow mound 
covering the inhumation. The burial was part of a sequence of 
rapidly developing enclosures and structures and two possible 
models have been developed to understand how it fitted into 
the wider landscape. One model suggests that BC2 represented 
the initial ‘occupation’ of the space with the subsequent 
enclosures constructed around and focused on the monument. 
The second suggestion is that the burial BC2 came slightly 
later, placed within an already sacred area with buildings 
present that may have been used for mortuary rites.

EXCAVATION METHODS
BC2 was excavated over a period of some 15 days in July 2001. 
It was the second of the two inhumations to be examined and 
the field tactics developed during the excavation of BC1 were 
further refined. The greatest difficulty faced was once again 
caused by the nature of the Weald Clay and years of rising and 
falling groundwater levels. Before a trowel was placed into the 
ground, the excavation team knew that any remains within 
the obvious grave cut would be poorly preserved and the fill 
deposits hard to remove. Polytunnels were used to protect the 
grave from the worst of the elements and without this it is 
doubtful whether such good results would have been possible, 
even though it proved trying at times for the excavation team.

To address these problems, a grid was imposed over the 
cut and the vertical excavation undertaken in 0.20–0.30m 
spits within 0.20m horizontal squares. Plans were created 

throughout this process and the location of all material culture 
accurately recorded. Once the skeleton and artefacts were 
fully exposed it was clear that all the remains were in a much 
degraded condition, the bones being little more than stains in 
the clay (Fig 6.3). This necessitated their removal in ten blocks, 
each being carefully lifted, wrapped in airtight plastic and 
micro-excavated off site.

THE GRAVE CUT AND BURIAL CONTAINER
The sizable grave cut was aligned north-north-east–south-
south-west and measured 2.55m in length and 1.0m in width. 
At its deepest, the grave was 0.60m below the archaeological 
horizon, with c 0.25m of ploughsoil being previously removed, 
suggesting an original depth below ground surface of some 
0.80m. The cut was a regular rectangular shape with virtually 
vertical sides and it appeared that time and care had been taken 
in its construction (Fig 6.4).

A regular, rectangular-shaped, thin, blue-grey line of clay 
surrounded the inhumation and rose 0.10m from the grave 
base (Fig 6.5). This may have been a container for the body, 
since decayed, that also sealed the body as a similar deposit 

Fig 6.3 Photograph of BC2 excavation in progress

Fig 6.2 Photograph of BC2, looking east
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was encountered immediately above the remains. The grave 
fill above this deposit differed from that found beneath it and 
surrounding the body, suggesting the grave backfill was not 
immediately integrated with the human remains and artefacts. 
Once the body was block-lifted, it was apparent that this 
lining also continued beneath the burial. There are few clues 
as to what this container had been made from – wicker, wood, 
leather and textiles all being possibilities. The investigative 
conservation of the burials identified probable mineralised 
textiles near the shoulder of the accompanying sword, and 
leather, probably derived from sheep or goat, near the copper-
alloy fittings. It is not known for certain whether these 
textiles were remains of the burial container or a wrapping 
for the weapon; swords found in other Late Iron Age burial 
contexts have been found wrapped in linen, as, for example, at 
Kelvedon, Essex (Sealey 2007, 26).

THE BODY POSITION
The grave contained the body of an 18–25-year-old of unclear 
sex, though it is usual that such burials are male (Hunter 2005, 

50). The body was supine and extended with the head at the 
north end of the grave (Fig 6.6). The right arm was flexed and 
lay beneath or near the head and the left was placed across the 
chest. The body was probably placed within a container, which 
would then have been lowered into the grave.

THE SKELETAL REMAINS
Jacqueline McKinley

None of the bone survived sufficiently intact to allow the 
recording of any metric traits or the consistent and meaningful 
recovery of non-metric data. Skeletal recovery from the grave 
was very poor, reflecting the heavily degraded condition of the 
bone (graded 5+), a consequence of the highly acidic burial 
environment created by the natural geology in this area. Long-
bone shafts were generally reduced to indistinguishable and 
unidentifiable scraps and most trabecular bone had totally 
disintegrated. Tooth crowns were the best-preserved elements 
of the human skeleton. The left tibia from the burial is in 
better condition than the rest of the bone; although still 
incomplete and fragmented, the cortex is preserved and has 

Fig 6.4 Photograph of BC2 excavated grave showing extent of grave cut Fig 6.5 Photograph of BC2 showing burial container



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

154

a slightly ‘polished’ appearance. There is no apparent reason 
within the burial environment why this one bone should show 
differential preservation to the rest. Unsurprisingly, given the 
poor condition of most of the bone and low levels of skeletal 
recovery, very few pathological lesions were observed. Slight 
calculus (calcified plaque) deposits were noted on the tooth 
crowns. The evidence is insufficient to allow any meaningful 
comment with regard to general health or diet.

STABLE ISOTOPE 
ANALYSIS
Stable isotope analysis was 
carried out by the University 
of Bradford on tooth enamel 
from the two warrior burials. 
Control samples of faunal 
remains were also subject to 
analysis. Unfortunately the 
analysis did not produce much 
useful information owing to the 
condition of the remains. The 
most that can be said is that 
the δ13C values of about -13o/oo 
are standard for a temperate C3 
environment such as the UK.

CHARRED PLANT 
REMAINS
Wendy Carruthers

Bulk soil samples taken from 
BC2 produced only two emmer/
spelt grains, two barley grains, 
a spelt glume base, a few oat 
awn fragments and a fragment 
of hazelnut shell. This sparse 
assemblage is more characteristic 
of scattered domestic waste that 
may have been present in the 
soil at the time of interment, 
rather than purposefully placed 
food remains.

THE GRAVE GOODS INSIDE THE BURIAL 
CONTAINER
Within the coffin fill matrix there was a scatter of potsherds. 
Notable amongst these was a number of fresh grog-tempered 
sherds with parallel curvilinear grooves on the exterior (Fig 
6.7, no 44). The distinctive decoration is a departure from the 
furrowed/grooved decoration common on the grog-tempered 
vessels in the Brisley Farm assemblage, and is almost certainly 
from an East Sussex eyebrow pot (Green 1980); sherds from 
this vessel were also found in the main grave backfill, but it 
is unclear whether they were purposefully included with the 
body, along with some other grog-tempered material, before 
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Fig 6.6 Plan of BC2 showing body and grave goods
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the container was sealed or whether they become incorporated 
into the feature subsequently as the coffin decayed. Given the 
condition and presence of sherds also in the grave backfill the 
latter seems more probable.

A sword was placed within the container, probably after 
the body had been laid out, as there was a suggestion that it lay 
partly over the right shoulder. The hilt of the sword lay at this 
shoulder, possibly in the vicinity of the right hand; the blade was 
aligned along the right side of the body with the tip pointing 
south, towards the feet. The sword was partly withdrawn from 
the scabbard by about 110mm and was found in association 
with three copper-alloy suspension rings, one lying (probably as 
a result of later disturbance) outside the ‘coffin’. There is some 
very slight evidence that a dark stain next to the centre of the 
sword may be the remains of root or tuber cells.

The sword and suspension rings
Ian Stead (incorporating elements of the Investigative Conservation 
Report by Vanessa Fell)

The sword (RF E<52>) that accompanied BC2 was made of 
iron and badly corroded; the blade was found in 11 pieces and 
the tang in two (Fig 6.8). The entire sword would have been 
about 897mm long,0 of which the blade was about 747mm 
and the tang about 150mm. It has sloping shoulders and no 
metal hilt-end. The tang is rectangular in section, about 20 
× 9mm above the shoulders, tapering to 7 × 4mm at the top 
(which appears to be broken). The blade seems to be about 
54mm wide at the top but 56mm wide lower down. It has little 
taper and is 41mm wide at 30mm from the rounded tip. The 
blade is flattish in section, 4–5mm thick in the centre.

A wooden scabbard is represented by mineral-replaced 
organics and two cast copper-alloy fittings, a mouth guard 
with pendent moulded decoration and a pair of ferrules 
linked by cross-bands, RF E<52b>. Samples examined by 
scanning electron microscopy (SEM) during the investigative 
conservation suggest that the scabbard may have been made 
of oak. The cast mouth guard is now 69mm wide, but one 

Fig 6.7 Pottery sherds nos 44–45 from BC2

Fig 6.8 Sword RF E<52> found with BC2
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edge has been shattered and it would have been about 
72mm wide originally. Its band is 7.5mm deep in the middle 
expanding to 9mm at the ends, flat underneath and rounded 
on top with flanges or ribs at the top and bottom edges. On the 
front a pendent moulded device extends 23mm below the band 
giving an overall depth of 30mm. The central part is convex 
at the bottom, flanked by fan shapes whose upper extremities 
meet in the middle, each enclosing a keeled roundel above a 
crescentic perforation (Fig 6.9).

The ferrules, which would have passed above and below an 
organic suspension loop on the back, are linked on the front 
by cross-bands, the whole presumably cast in one piece, 76mm 
wide and 59mm deep. The cross-bands have central ribs and are 
stepped, slightly thicker on one side than the other and with 
a ‘point’ moulding at the junction. Like the mouth guard, the 
ferrules are deeper at the edges, 12mm compared with 9mm in 
the middle. The top of the upper ferrule is 45mm from the top 
of the mouth guard; the bottom of the lower ferrule 105mm 
from the top of the mouth guard. The position of the mouth 
guard shows that the sword had been withdrawn about 110mm 
from its scabbard when placed in the grave (Stead 2006, sword 
no 146).

Associated with the sword were two shattered copper-alloy 
suspension rings (RF E<52c> and E<52d>), 54–55mm diameter, 
11mm wide and 5–7mm deep in section, flat on the underside 
and with traces of ribbing on the upper side (Fig 6.10). One of 
them is well preserved in a short section where the profile of the 
grooves and ribs, including a notched rib, can be distinguished. 
They were found on the level of the ferrules, one at the side of 
the scabbard and the other mainly underneath it, with the ribbed 
sides uppermost (on the same side as the decoration on the 
mouth guard and the cross-bands linking the ferrules).

A further copper-alloy suspension ring (RF E<59>), almost 
completely shattered, was found at the very edge of the grave, 
outside the line of the body container, almost level with the tip 
of the sword blade. This suggests disturbance caused either by 
animals or by the fluctuating water table leading to drying out 
and cracking of the clay. It is distorted to an oval shape, 75 × 
58mm, the section round (10–11mm) and no hint of ribs or 
grooves (Fig 6.11). An apparent projecting stem may well be a 
displaced fragment of the shattered ring.

During excavation, it was thought that a circular stain, 
representing a shield boss, lay over the pelvis of the body. 
Subsequent examination during the investigative conservation 
did not show rivets. Nevertheless, it is still possible that an 
entirely organic shield was present but did not survive, as is 
thought to be the case in many burials with weapons (Hunter 
2005, 52).

Fig 6.9 Photograph of scabbard mouth RF E<52b> (courtesy of Centre for 
Archaeology, English Heritage)

Fig 6.10 Photograph taken during investigative conservation showing 
suspension ring RF E<52c> in association with scabbard RF E<52b> 
(courtesy of Centre for Archaeology, English Heritage)

Fig 6.11 Photograph of suspension ring RF E<59> (courtesy of Centre for 
Archaeology, English Heritage)
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GRAVE GOODS FOUND OUTSIDE THE BURIAL 
CONTAINER
Aside from the suspension ring RF E<59>, two further objects 
were found outside the burial container, a Gallo-Belgic butt-
beaker (Figs 6.7, no 45 and 6.12) and a spearhead RF E<67> 
(Fig 6.13). The butt-beaker was placed in the north-east corner 
of the grave, lying on the base of the grave cut. The grave was 
clearly laid out so as to accommodate the vessel and the body 
comfortably. Although there is no direct evidence, it would 
make sense if the heavier and bulkier body was placed in the 
grave first and the vessel then placed at the head end. The 
final object found in the grave was a spear, of which only the 
long iron head remained. There were some very slight traces 
of mineralised wood in the socket. This spear was apparently 
thrust into the south-east wall of the grave cut, near the corner 
and above the container. Given that the shaft of the spear 
would have extended diagonally across the body, it is probable 
that this act of throwing or thrusting the spear into the grave 
wall happened after the body, and possibly the butt-beaker, 
were placed in the grave. The angle of penetration suggests that 
the spear was thrown from the ground surface at the head end 
of the inhumation, possibly from the north-west corner. It is 
not known whether the grave was backfilled around this shaft 
or if it was broken off before the spoil was replaced.

The Gallo-Belgic butt-beaker
Val Rigby

The form of the vessel found at the north-east corner of the 
grave is a butt-beaker Camulodunum 113, King Harry Lane 
variant 1A1, with convex barrel-shaped profile, sharp internal 
angle to the rim, marked cordon at the rim and three zones 
of rouletting separated by three broad, hollow cordons (Figs 
6.7, no 45 and 6.12). The fabric is a typically pale pink, fine 
sandy matrix tempered with white quartz sand and with sparse 
inclusions of red and white argillaceous pellets, some probably 

grog and mica; it was fired with pinkish surfaces and grey core 
at the rim and base. The vessel was complete when deposited.

Production of the early truly barrel-shaped variant is 
restricted to the Late Augustan period (10 BC – AD 14) and 
examples are comparatively rare. There are three close parallels 
in cremation burials in southern Britain. One was found in 
grave X11 in the Mill Hill cemetery, Deal, Kent, along with 
two typical Late Iron Age vessels in grog-tempered ware, two 
bronze brooches and a toilet set, an assemblage likely to date 
to the Late Augustan period. There are two examples from the 
King Harry Lane cemetery. Both beakers had been extensively 
damaged and repaired in antiquity and so may have been 
heirlooms, though both burials lie within the early enclosures. 
All three beakers are imports from the same area of northern 
Gaul as the beaker from the other burial, BC1.

The spear head
Ian Stead

The long iron spearhead (RF E<67>) was in 11 corroded 
fragments and would have been about 510mm long (Fig 6.13). 
The narrow blade has a midrib and a maximum width of about 
30mm at about 130mm from the socket but its edges are 
obscured and perhaps reduced by corrosion. The socket, 24mm 
in diameter at the end and perhaps 90 to 100mm long, seems 
to have mineral-replaced wood inside.

ESTIMATED DATE OF BURIAL
Val Rigby and Jim Stevenson

The estimated date of burial, based on the Gallo-Belgic butt-
beaker is c AD 10. If both warrior burials were interred at the 
same time, AD 50, then this beaker was an ‘heirloom’, that is 
older than the burial it accompanies. It was made in the first 
decade AD and so would have been the possession of someone 
of a previous generation, or an older sibling. Because the vessel 
was so inherently fragile, in such a circumstance it must have 
been protected for some 30 or 40 years, equivalent to one 
generation. Although this is a possibility, it is thought more 
likely, given the other spatial and artefactual evidence, that c 
AD 10 reflects a more accurate date for the inhumation.

THE BACKFILLING PROCESS
Outside the container, at the base of the grave cut, was a 
deposit apparently partly composed of degraded organic 
material, noted especially in the vicinity of the Gallo-Belgic 

Fig 6.12 Photograph of in situ butt-beaker, no 45
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butt-beaker; this may have represented decayed foodstuff 
associated with this vessel.

The grave backfill itself was a silty clay deposit 
incorporating a large quantity of burnt clay fragments, charcoal 
and sizable pieces of pottery. This fill was probably derived 
from the subsoil/natural clay initially removed from the grave 
cut. Above this was a similar layer although with less clay 
content, probably representing the backfilled topsoil/subsoil.

A body and rim sherd probably from the same eyebrow 
pot that was found within the container were found in the 
backfill of the grave (Fig 6.7, no 44). Although the profile has 
not survived, this rim sherd is quite narrow and similar to the 
plain, narrow mouths of the vessel from Horsted Keynes and 
the so-called ‘Asham pots’ (Green 1980, fig 27 no 4 and fig 28 
nos 16–18). The dating and chronology for the East Sussex 
eyebrow pots is ill defined, but the Horsted Keynes vessel is 
dated roughly from the late 1st century BC to the mid 1st 
century AD, and the ‘Asham pots’ later than this, possibly even 
post-Conquest (ibid, 72). While the grog-tempered fabric used 
for the eyebrow pot is not markedly different from that used 
for the jars at Brisley Farm, the decoration is a departure.

An interesting question is whether the pottery recovered 
from these layers was associated with the burial rites, perhaps 
broken and scattered on the spoil heaps, or whether it was 
residual in the topsoil/subsoil or ground surface before 
becoming incorporated in the grave fill and, subsequently, the 
container as it decayed. Given the evidence at the upper levels 
of the grave fills for slumping, probably caused by settling 
and decomposition of the body, it seems more likely these are 
accidental inclusions.

THE SQUARE ENCLOSURE DITCHES
The grave was placed within a square-ditched enclosure, the 
ditches of which are thought to have created the spoil for a 
low barrow mound covering the burial. However, because of 
subsequent ploughing no evidence for this could be found. This 
enclosure measured 4.60 × 5.30m and had a fairly steep profile, 
steeper and more substantial to the east, west and south. This 

relates to the south side becoming the key focal point in the 
succeeding stratigraphic period. Typically, the ditches were 
0.65m wide and 0.35–0.45m deep (therefore, allowing for a 
possible soil loss of 0.20m, the enclosure ditches would have 
been 0.70–0.80m wide and 0.65–0.70m deep). The infilling 
processes associated with these ditches are discussed in detail in 
Chapter 5.

CREMATION BURIAL OR ‘RITUAL 
CONSUMPTION’ PIT?
Cut into the upper fill of the grave was a small circular pit 
(0.20m in diameter and 0.25m deep) that contained a charcoal-
rich fill. Within this fill was a small amount of burnt bone. 
Although identified as possibly human during the initial 
assessment of the material, further analysis was inconclusive. 
One sherd of grog-tempered pottery and 14 unidentifiable 
calcined fragments of animal bone and pieces of cattle teeth 
were recovered. There is a possibility, at least stratigraphically, 
that this feature was cut into the infilled grave before the barrow 
mound was created. It also possible that the pit was excavated 
some time later through the upstanding mound and into the 
grave. It is unclear whether this feature represents a cremation 
burial or ritual deposition associated with later veneration.

6.3  WARRIOR BURIAL BC1

LOCATION
The second warrior burial (BC1) was located 5.0m to the 
east of the first, also centrally placed within a square-ditched 
enclosure whose ditches are thought to have produced the spoil 
for a low barrow mound covering the inhumation (Fig 6.14). 
The burial and barrow ditches were placed in the entrance to 
enclosure OA152. Both the barrow monuments became part of 
later, broadly square enclosure OA77, with the earlier BC2, and 
to a lesser extent BC1, becoming the focus for a series of votive 
or venerative deposits.
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Fig 6.13 Spearhead RF E<67> found in BC2
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EXCAVATION METHODS
BC1 was the first of the two burials to be excavated, over a 
four-day period in July 2001. Again, the clay substrate and 
fluctuating groundwater levels meant that any remains would 
be poorly preserved and difficult to extract.

The excavation methodology was similar to that of BC2: 
a grid was imposed over the cut and vertical excavation 
undertaken in 0.20–0.30m spits within 0.20m horizontal 
squares. Plans were created throughout this process and the 
location of all material culture accurately recorded. The skeletal 
material was again block-lifted because of its poor condition 
and was micro-excavated off site.

THE GRAVE CUT
The grave cut, placed centrally in the square-ditched enclosure, 
was orientated north–south (Fig 6.15). It was much smaller 
than the earlier burial, measuring 1.50m in length and 0.50–
0.60m in width. The base of the cut was only 0.25m below 
the machined excavation surface, with about a further 0.25m 
of overburden having been removed. This means the grave 
was very shallow, possibly less than 0.50m below the ancient 
ground surface. The grave was irregular in plan, being about 
0.45m wide at the feet end and 0.60m wide at the head end. 
Presumably it was made wider at the head end to accommodate 
the grave goods. The excavation team speculated that the grave 
seemed hastily or clumsily cut.

THE BURIAL CONTAINER
Similarly to BC2 there was evidence of a container in which 
the body had been laid. In this case, the container was irregular 
in shape and less obvious than the previous example, although 
also consisting of a thin blue-grey line of clay (Fig 6.16). There 
is a suggestion that the burial lining may have been made of 
sheep or goat wool or hide as ovicaprid fibres were found on 
the mineralised wood of the scabbard, although this may have 

been a sword wrapping. Iron nails found in association with 
this stain suggest that it was a nailed wooden container.

Some aspects of this thin grey ‘lining’ are problematic. 
Although similar in various ways to that found in the earlier 
burial, it was more ephemeral. The grey silty deposit seemed to 
be concentrated around the edges and possibly underneath the 
body. There was no evidence of a ‘sealing’ deposit representing 
a lid or covering. It is possible, then, that the body was left 
exposed or was covered only with thin hides or textiles before 
the grave was backfilled. The hilt of the sword found alongside 
the burial lay on top of the thin grey deposit, as did two of the 
ceramic vessels, which perhaps supports this idea. However, 
it may be that the unstable ground conditions and process of 
decomposition caused post-burial disturbance.

At the north end of the grave cut were three stakeholes, 
abutting the container. One of these was located at its north-west 
corner, the other two 0.15–0.20m to the south along either side. 
What function these stakes served is unclear. One suggestion is 
that they were to keep the body and its container in place or help 
guide it into position as it was lowered (Fig 6.16).

Fig 6.14 Photograph of BC1 excavation in progress

Fig 6.15 Photograph of BC1 grave
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THE NAILS ASSOCIATED WITH THE BURIAL 
CONTAINER
Ian Stead

Shanks of five or more iron nails associated with the burial 
container were recovered; all were square-sectioned and 
headless. Four nails were found on the lines of the coffin stains, 
near the foot of the grave at about 150mm from the end of 
the coffin on the west and east side. Other fragments were 
nearer the end of the coffin on the west side and one was in the 
middle of the grave, in the vicinity of the shield boss.

THE BODY POSITION
The grave contained the single body of an 18–25-year-old male. 
The body was supine with the head at the south end. There was 
a slight twist to the remains with the hips pushed towards the 
east wall of the grave. Therefore the feet were centrally placed 
but the head was in the south-west corner of the grave. The 
arms lay at the sides of the body. The body was probably placed 
in a container that was then lowered into the grave.
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THE SKELETAL REMAINS
Jacqueline McKinley

Skeletal recovery from the inhumation graves was very poor, 
reflecting the heavily degraded condition of the bone (graded 
5+). Long-bone shafts were mostly reduced to indistinguishable 
and unidentifiable scraps of trabecular bone. Very few 
pathological lesions were observed. Slight calculus (calcified 
plaque) deposits were noted on the tooth crowns. None of the 
unburnt bone survived sufficiently intact to allow the recording 
of any metric traits or the consistent and meaningful recovery 
of non-metric data. The evidence is insufficient to allow any 
meaningful comment with regard to general health or diet.

THE CHARRED PLANT REMAINS
Wendy Carruthers

As with BC2, soil samples taken from BC1 were unproductive. 
This is often the case with burials as, if plant remains were 
interred with the corpse as food offerings or garlands, they 
would probably not have been burnt.

GRAVE GOODS WITHIN THE BURIAL 
CONTAINER
A number of objects were placed within the possible burial 
container before the body was interred (Fig 6.16). The first of 
these was a terra nigra platter located at the south of the grave. 
Slightly overlying this platter was a small pedestal cup and on 
top of this, a butt-beaker (Fig 6.17). All the ceramic vessels 
are likely to have been complete when interred, although they 
were later broken by the weight of the soil and by movement. 
The right arm of the body rested on the terra nigra platter, 
so it must have been placed in the grave after this vessel and 
probably also after the carinated cup and butt-beaker. At this 
point, the body was probably laid out and a sword placed along 
the west side with the hilt, unusually, at the feet end (north). 
Although not conclusive, owing to the poor preservation, it is 
probable that the sword was laid slightly over the bent left arm 
of the body. There were four suspension rings found in close 
association with the sword. A further weapon was also placed 
at this point: a spearhead, bent almost to a right angle, and laid 
across the upper chest and right arm. Possibly the shaft was 
still attached and lay to the east side of the burial. Over the left 
knee was a conical shield boss, with no trace of the main body 
of the shield, and on the chest was a brooch. Finally, half a pig 
head was placed over the groin area of the body.

The pottery vessels
Val Rigby

The platter is a Camulodunum form 8 (Fig 6.18, no 46). The 
fabric is terra nigra – pale grey fine matrix; blue-black surfaces 
with such severely abraded surfaces that no finish survives 
(Gallo-Belgic database vessel no V1067). There is a central 
stamp that reads CANIC/OS.FNAI. The potter was Canicos 
(Gallo-Belgic database potter no P54). The die is 04D01, 
dated AD 25–50. Stamps from this die are recorded on terra 
nigra Camulodunum form 56 cups from the Sheepen site at 
Camulodunum and from Karlich, grave 22, and on terra nigra 
Camulodunum form 8 platters from cremation burials at Trier 
and Hunenknepchen à Sampoint, Hachy, grave 107 (Hawkes 
& Hull 1947, pl XIV, 58; Noël 1968, fig 62 no 2).

Canicos was a major producer who worked in the Marne/
Vesle potteries near Rheims for an extended period between 
AD 25 and AD 50 using at least nine different dies cut by 
four different die-cutters to stamp his products. He was an 

Fig 6.17 Photograph of in situ pottery vessels in BC1

Fig 6.18 Pottery vessels nos 46–48 from BC1
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important supplier to Britain, and the main concentration 
of his finds is at Camulodunum, with 14 stamps recorded at 
Sheepen and another two in cremations in the Lexden and 
Stanway cemeteries. His terra nigra was widely distributed 
to various tribal areas north and south of the Thames, 
including Braughing, Hertfordshire, Old Winteringham, 
South Humberside, Silchester, Hampshire, and Bagendon, 
Gloucestershire, so the Brisley Farm platter extends this 
distribution into the territory of the Cantiaci.

The butt-beaker is Camulodunum form 113, King Harry 
Lane variant 2C2/3C4, with sinuous profile, slight internal 
angle to the rim, a raised cordon defining the neck and three 
zones of rouletting separated by two narrow, plain, burnished 
bands with a groove above (Fig 6.18, no 47). The fabric is a 
typical fine sandy matrix, tempered with white quartz and 
with occasional red and white argillaceous pellets; it was fired 
to cream surfaces with grey core at rim and base. No finish 
survives. The condition is severely fragmented and abraded but 
complete when deposited.

There are two close parallels from cremation burials that, 
judging from the measurements and typological details, could 
be the work of the same potter. The first was found in grave 3 at 
Radnor Park, Folkestone, Kent, along with a typical Colchester 
brooch (Parfitt 1995, fig 67, 6). The second example came 
from the King Harry Lane cemetery, St Albans, Hertfordshire 
(Stead & Rigby 1989, fig 121). Burial 181 was one of a group 
of Claudian burials beyond the earliest rectangular enclosure 
established in the Late Augustan period, enclosure B241. The 
vessel had been damaged and repaired in antiquity, suggesting it 
could have been an heirloom. The sinuous profile and flat bands 
to separate the rouletted zones are typical of Claudian examples 
in the King Harry Lane cemetery (Stead & Rigby 1989, 137–
41). All three are imports from kilns in the Amiens and Arras 
region of northern Gaul probably located near the main Roman 
route to the Channel ports.

Also in the grave was a handmade pedestal cup with a 
carination and a constricted waist (Thompson form F3–2) (Fig 
6.18, no 48). The rim diameter is c 183mm and the pedestal 
basal diameter c 57mm. This form is typically associated with 
burials, and is fairly rare in Kent. It is similar to an example 
from Welwyn Garden City main grave no 13 (Thompson 
1982, 423 no 5.13), where it was thought to date to the 1st 
century BC. Thompson notes, however, that the more common 
E1–1 version without the pedestal is not found in Kent before 
the Conquest (ibid, 352).

The estimated date of the burial based on the pottery vessels 
is AD 40–50. The platter and the beaker could have been fairly 
new at the time of burial, possibly acquired for the ceremony.

The metal objects
Ian Stead

THE SWORD
A badly fragmented iron sword (RF E<21>) was recovered with 
the blade in nine main pieces and the tang in two (Figs 6.19 
and 6.20). The entire sword would have been about 940mm 
long, the blade about 800mm long and about 56mm wide 
at the top, flattish in section, up to 8mm thick at the top but 
thinning to 5mm at 300mm from the top, where it is 55mm 
wide. The shoulders are straight and there is very little taper 
with the blade 45mm wide at 30mm from the rounded but 
shattered tip. The tang is rectangular in section, 19 × 7mm at 
the break towards the middle but expanding towards the blade 
and tapering towards the top, where it is still about 14mm 
wide, 7mm thick and burred over. There is a straight copper-
alloy hilt-end, separate from the blade and 1–2mm thick. It is 
now in pieces, the longest 27mm with a rounded end (11mm 
wide at 6mm from the end). In places there are considerable 
remains of replaced wood from the scabbard. These were 
clearly visible on both sides of the sword and were identified 
by SEM as Quercus sp (oak). Fibres identified attached to the 
scabbard were probably ovicaprid (sheep or goat); they may 
have been part of a sword wrapping or even the remains of a 
leather scabbard covering. As mentioned above, there is also 
the possibility that these fibres were part of a wrapping for 
the body. On the tang side of the hilt guard there is a brown 
fibrous organic deposit that may have been horn or wood 
(Stead 2006, no 115).

COPPER-ALLOY RINGS
Two badly shattered copper-alloy rings (RF E<18> and 
E<34>) were found at either side of the blade and centred 
about 130mm from its top, presumably bordering a leather or 
wooden suspension loop (Fig 6.19). One ring is 46–48mm in 
diameter and the other a little smaller at about 44–46mm; both 
appear circular in section, at 13–14mm thick.

A copper-alloy buttoned ring (RF E<19>), 48–50mm in 
diameter, circular in section and about 12mm thick (Figs 6.21 
and 6.22), was found centred about 100mm from the tip of the 
sword blade, and in large part obscured by it, with the button 
uppermost touching some well-preserved traces of the wooden 
scabbard. It was centred about 570mm from the paired rings 
and level with the skeleton’s radius and ulna. The button projects 
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Fig 6.19 Sword RF E<21> from BC1

Fig 6.20 Photograph of in situ sword RF E<21> in BC1

Fig 6.21 Photograph of copper-alloy ring RF E<19> with an enamelled 
button (courtesy of Centre for Archaeology, English Heritage)

Fig 6.22 Copper-alloy ring RF E<19> with an enamelled button
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about 11mm from the ring, on a stem perhaps 11mm diameter. 
Its flat head is about 18mm diameter and an off-centre circle can 
be distinguished, about 7.5mm diameter and apparently enamel, 
slightly pinkish and lighter than the metal corrosion.

A circular iron shield boss (RF E<16>) was found in a very 
corroded and fragile state (Fig 6.23). The boss is oval, 115 × 
132mm, bordered by a flange at least 25mm wide of which very 
little survives. It rises 65–70mm above the flange to a low rounded 
peak. Five iron nails that attached the flange to the body of the 
shield have shanks 5mm or less in diameter, apparently had large 

low heads a little less than 20mm diameter and survive to no more 
than 10mm high. They seem to have penetrated the flange about 
15mm from the boss but three of them are on detached fragments 
and the evidence from X-rays does not tally with equidistant 
spacing – it is more consistent with four equally spaced nails.

A long iron spearhead (RF E<24>) was recovered, 
deliberately bent, and now in corroded fragments (Figs 6.25 
and 6.26). Approximately 550mm long when straight, it has a 
long narrow blade whose edges cannot be distinguished with 
confidence. It seems to be wide at the base, perhaps up to 

Fig 6.24 Photograph of in situ shield boss RF 
E<16> from BC1Fig 6.23 Iron shield boss RF E<16> from BC1

RF E<16>
0 5cm
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50mm wide at 160mm from the socket, and then to taper to 
a very long narrow point. There is a marked midrib front and 
back, up to 12mm thick at the maximum width. The socket 
is about 110mm long and 28mm in diameter, narrowing to 
20mm before the blade. The stump of the shaft projects about 
20mm from the socket but there is no hint of a nail to secure 
it. Mineralised wood extending 20mm from the socket was 
identified using SEM as Fraxinus sp (ash).

A copper-alloy brooch (RF E<28>) in poor condition was 
found centrally on the skeleton, on the vertebrae at the level 
of the middle of the humeri (Fig 6.27). It is c 64mm long, and 
has external chord, hook, wings and six coils perhaps from an 
original eight. The catch-plate is damaged and the perforations 
cannot be distinguished; and only fragments of the pin survive

.

GRAVE BACKFILL
The grave was backfilled with a single fill of mixed light blue-
grey/orange silty clay, presumably a mix of the topsoil and 
subsoil originally removed. Unlike the earlier grave, there was 
little charcoal and only a small assemblage of abraded grog-
tempered pottery (22 sherds, 78g).

SQUARE ENCLOSURE DITCHES
The second burial also lay within a 6.0 × 6.0m square-ditched 
enclosure. The south and west ditch components were typically 
0.60m wide and 0.30m deep from the machine surface 

(allowing for a loss of 0.20m of soil, the enclosure ditches 
would have been 0.70–0.80m wide and 0.50m deep) with a 
steep V-shaped profile.

6.4  DISCUSSION

INTRODUCTION AND POTENTIAL
The two warrior burials discovered at Brisley Farm offer an 
unparalleled opportunity for the study of Late Iron Age/
Romano-British culture at a time of rapid sociopolitical 
change. Because of the unique nature of the Brisley Farm 
archaeological landscape and the extensive excavations carried 
out nearby, at Westhawk Farm (Booth et al 2008) and Park 
Farm East (Wessex Archaeology 2004), there is the potential 
to study the burials on a number of different levels. Not only 
have we been able to examine the individual inhumations 
and their accompanying artefacts, but the extent of the 
excavations means that interpretation of the interrelation 
of these burial monuments with the wider archaeological 
landscape is possible. The process and rites of burial can be 
recreated, albeit tentatively, and long-term reactions to the 
barrows can be traced. Ultimately the question of the role in 

Fig 6.25 Iron spearhead RF E<24> from BC1

Fig 6.26 Photograph of iron spearhead RF E<24> from BC1
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Fig 6.27 Copper-alloy brooch RF E<28> from BC1
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the development of the widespread settlement around south 
Ashford of the probable elite individuals interred in BC1 and 
BC2 can be addressed.

The two burials are nevertheless enigmatic, not least 
because they encapsulate several traditions. Hamilton, in her 
paper discussing the British Eastern Channel Area (2007, 83), 
points out the quagmire of terminologies applied culturally 
and spatially in Late Iron Age studies. This is apparent in the 
study of funerary remains, where a number of ‘types’ have 
been identified, notably the Aylesford–Swarling cremation 
burials of Hertfordshire, Kent and Essex (Cunliffe 2005, 
152–6), the Arras inhumations of the Yorkshire Wolds 
(Dent 1982, 437) and warrior burials (Hunter 2005, 50). 
The warrior burials at Brisley Farm highlight the problems 
of this typological approach for they appear to incorporate 
elements of each and are not easy to categorise or define. The 
character of these burials and the cultural choices made by the 
mourners are central to understanding what the Brisley Farm 
inhumations represented.

THE WARRIOR BURIAL TRADITION
Burials with weapons have long been recognised as a 
unique and important tradition in Iron Age studies. They 
are usually defined as being male, accompanied by varying 
combinations of sword, shield or knife, accompanying the 
body (Hamilton 2007, 89). Occasionally, burials with spears 
are also included (Hunter 2005, 50). Although there is some 
difference of opinion concerning terminology, it is clear that 
these individuals were interred with a selected range of items 
conveying a specific message. There can surely be little doubt 
that this message is mostly associated with warfare and the 
image of the warrior. In his recent appraisal of such burials 
Hunter (ibid) expresses the sentiment:

Whether the individuals bore arms in life is irrelevant: this 
is the image they took to the grave. It is rare to get such a clear 
occupation or activity conveyed in the Iron Age burial record, 
which otherwise is dominated by ornaments, pottery and animal 
bones – clearly these deceased were worthy of unusual treatment.

This burial rite is comparatively rare with only 39 known 
from Britain and only 24 south of the Humber, 25 including 
the probable recent example uncovered at Bersted, West Sussex 
(Fig 6.28).

BURIAL CONTEXTS AND GRAVE GOODS
The point made by Hunter (2005, 50), highlighted above, 
stresses the unique nature of burial contexts. It is important 
to emphasise that the goods buried with the body may not be 
a direct reflection of the individual when living. Grave goods 
may be chosen by the mourners or the religious specialists 
carrying out the rites and can represent a range of aspects. They 
may include possessions of the deceased, mourners’ gifts to the 
dead, equipment for the afterlife or items to prevent the dead 
coming back to haunt the living; they may also serve to reflect 
the deeds, character or status of the dead (Parker Pearson 2003, 
7). We would have difficulty interpreting such evidence in an 
archaeological context. This sentiment is apparent in one of the 
criticisms of the terminology ‘warrior burial’ which suggests 
that it is prescriptive and implies too literal an interpretation of 
the material culture. Specific context is important too. Parker 
Pearson makes a distinction between the material culture on 
the body (clothes), of the body (posture) and off the body 
(grave goods) (ibid, 9). The evidence from the two burials has 
enabled this distinction to be made.

Fig 6.28 Distribution map of warrior burials (adapted from Bradley 2007 and 
Hunter 2005)
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Table 6.1 Warrior burial BC2 – funerary process

Warrior burial BC2, c AD 10

Time Event Inferred event
⇓

⇓

⇓

⇓

⇓

⇓

⇓

Death

Pre-burial rites body laid out/displayed away from Brisley Farm?

body carried/brought in procession to Brisley Farm – 

from east?

ring-gullies ST12 or ST13 used to lay out body near 

grave to prepare/(dress?) for burial – or as part of 

funerary ‘celebrations’?

Burial rites
Grave dug

Body placed in container ‘ritual consumption’, breaking of pottery/foodstuffs

selected items added as grave goods/others retained 

and ‘consumed’ by mourners 

spear used to kill ‘feasting’ animals?

Artefacts (sword and broken pottery, possibly some 

plant remains) added to container.

Container sealed

Container lowered into grave

Butt-beaker placed at head of grave outside container

Spear thrust across body and into side of grave spear used for symbolic ‘killing’ of the ‘power’ of the 

BC2 elite occupant 

spear shaft broken?

Broken pottery used in rites scattered over removed 

spoil

incorporation of elements of the artefacts/ecofacts 

used in burial rites into the grave backfill

Grave backfilled with removed spoil/possibly broken 

pottery thrown in

Post-funeral
Square barrow enclosure ditches dug dug by mourners or different social group?

monumentalisation: change from funerary act to the 

symbolic representation of the deceased

the beginning of veneration

Barrow mound created
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Table 6.2 Warrior burial BC1 – funerary process

Warrior burial BC1, AD 40–50

Time Event Inferred event
⇓

⇓

⇓

⇓

⇓

⇓

⇓

Death

Pre-burial rites body laid out/displayed away from Brisley Farm? at 
Westhawk Farm?
body carried/brought in procession to Brisley Farm; 
from east? utilising the ‘trackway’ TD8? 
possible use of ‘liminally’ positioned six-post structure 
ST1 to display the body on a platform; visible from the 
east and Westhawk Farm?

Burial rites
Grave dug just within existing enclosure deliberately placed in association with BC2
Burial container/lining laid in grave possible ‘ritual consumption’, breaking of pottery/

foodstuffs

spear used to kill pig?

pig butchered, ‘elite portion’ reserved for the dead

selected items added as grave goods; others retained 
and ‘consumed’ by mourners. 

Body removed from ‘platform’ ST1
Ceramic vessels placed in ‘coffin’
Body laid out in grave
Spearhead bent and shaft broken?
Sword, shield and spear/spearhead placed in grave

Pig’s head placed in grave (maybe before weapons?) spear used for symbolic ‘killing’ of the ‘power’ of the 
BC1 elite occupant 

Broken pottery used in rites possibly scattered over 
removed spoil

incorporation of elements of the artefacts/ecofacts used 
in burial rites into the grave backfill; less evidence of this 
than for BC2Grave backfilled with removed spoil/possibly broken 

pottery thrown in

Post-funeral
Square barrow enclosure ditches dug dug by mourners or different

social group?

monumentalisation: change from funerary act to the 
symbolic 
representation of the deceased

deliberate association with BC2

the continuation of veneration but focused on earlier 
warrior burial 

Barrow mound created
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The wider archaeological context of the two burials has 
already been explored (Chapter 5). Although the current 
chapter is primarily a study of the inhumations and the burial 
process, it is important that this is not seen in isolation: it is 
only by integrating the burials into their landscape that the 
ritual process surrounding death can begin to be interpreted. 
The argument is not repeated in detail here. Instead, a tentative 
model for each burial is produced below, encompassing both 
the micro and the wider levels of interpretation.

FUNERARY PROCESS MODELS    
COMPARISONS BETWEEN THE TWO BURIALS
The two burials clearly belong to a similar tradition and employ 
a similar range of cultural references. Both are buried in 
square-ditched enclosures in broadly rectangular north–south-
aligned graves, probably in coffins or burial containers. Both 
were supine and buried with British-type swords and spears. 
Uniquely for such inhumations, they were accompanied by 
imported vessels, including similar Gallo-Belgic butt-beakers. 
The differences are just as interesting. The most obvious is 
date: the burials are probably about a generation apart – c AD 
10 (BC2) and c AD 40–50 (BC1). The earlier burial (BC2) 
was placed in an open space, well within an enclosure (or, 
perhaps, the enclosure was constructed shortly afterwards). The 
later burial (BC1) was placed in the entrance of an enclosure, 
possibly with the intention of being viewed or approached from 
the east. The grave cuts were very different, the first was regular, 
deep and well constructed, the later one more irregular, shallow 
and almost hurriedly dug. One reason for the differences in 
grave depths may be the time of year that burial took place. If 
BC1 was interred in winter, the water table would very likely 
have been near the surface and the grave would have flooded 
after a few centimetres depth. It is also possible that the body 
had to be laid in a ‘watery’ context, in which case the graves 
would have been excavated until the water table was reached, 
hence the different depths. It may be that there is a parallel of 
sorts here with the deposition of weaponry in rivers, with most 
of the Iron Age southern British-type swords found in rivers 
and very few (11 out of 171) in graves (Stead 2006, 79–80). 
Deposition of weaponry in graves is by contrast far more 
common in the Arras burials of north-east Yorkshire, where 
nearly half of all northern-type swords were found in burial 
contexts (ibid, 79).

Although on the same north–south alignment, the bodies 
were laid out in opposite directions, the head at the north end 
in BC2 and at the south in BC1. The latter was also twisted. 

The grave goods, too, show some differences. In BC1 all the 
goods were placed within the burial container, whilst BC2 had 
a butt-beaker placed outside the container. This butt-beaker 
was probably put in after the burial container had been lowered 
into the grave, yet in the other inhumation the group of three 
vessels were laid in before the body. Here, though, there is also 
a similarity: in both burials the vessels were placed at the head 
end of the grave. A brooch accompanied BC1 whilst BC2 had 
no such surviving personal adornments.

Again, the weapons show a range of similarities and 
differences. In both burials the weapons were placed in after the 
body. The most obvious difference is in the orientation of the 
swords. In BC2 the hilt is at the head end of the grave, which is 
usual, with the blade partly drawn. In BC1, however, the sword 
was undrawn but was laid with the hilt at the feet and at the 
left side of the body. This is very unusual, but not unparalleled 
(see below).

It was initially thought that both bodies were partly covered 
by a shield, but further analysis showed no direct evidence of 
this in BC2, though it may have degraded beyond recognition. 
The treatment of the spears/spearheads is also different in each 
of the burials: in BC2 it was possibly the last object to be put 
in, thrust into the side of the grave above the burial container, 
whereas in BC1 it was bent and placed on the body.

There are other examples of weapons being bent or broken 
as part of the funeral process. At Owslebury, Hampshire, the 
spear was snapped, possibly to accommodate it in the grave 
(Collis 1973, 126) and at Stanway, Colchester, the spear found 
in the grave was probably bent (Crummy 1993, 3). However, 
what may be more relevant is that in both these cases the spears 
were treated differently from the swords (see below).

Finally, there was the half a pig’s head present in BC1 whilst 
BC2 had no such (surviving) animal offerings and in general 
the later burial seems to have been the more artefact-rich of the 
two. Certainly, more pottery vessels were present, which could 
reflect a greater number of offerings made, also suggested by 
the pig’s head. Yet contrasting with this complexity it appears to 
have been dug with less care, creating the impression that the 
earlier burial, BC2, was more monumental. This suggestion is 
reinforced by the later construction of the trapezoidal enclosure 
OA77, which centred on BC2 and became the focus for ‘votive’ 
deposition (Chapter 7).

There could be a number of reasons for this differing 
treatment. Environmental factors may have come into play: the 
much higher water table in winter might have affected grave 
depth and form. Other aspects, such as the position of the 
grave goods, may just be the result of the whims of different 
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burial parties. However, there are some differences that cannot 
be explained by chance, notably the orientation of the body 
and sword in BC1. Both of these are very deliberate acts and 
both are in opposition to the orientations of the first burial. 
Of course, it is unlikely (but not completely unfeasible) that 
people who were part of the second burial party were also 
present at the first, so they would not have known how the 
earlier body was buried. Yet the twisted position of the body in 
BC1 suggests a lack of respect for the individual, which may 
also be reflected in the head position at the south of the grave, 
facing north.

Hunter (2005, 55) reminds us that later literary sources 
show the esteem with which the sword was viewed and how 
it was the archetypal warrior’s weapon. He uses the example 
of a 12–13-year-old Norse child burial where the interred was 
given the weapons of a man, despite the incongruous size of the 
sword, probably so as to be seen as a warrior (ibid, 56). This 
finds a parallel with BC1 and the small (1.58m/5ft 2in) and 
young (18–25-year-old) male. The accompanying sword was 
940mm long, over two-thirds of his height, which might have 
made it unwieldy in battle, or at least difficult to draw. It might 
be suggested, therefore, that it was carried as a symbolic item 
or that it did not belong to the individual in life but was placed 
with him in death, endowing him, perhaps, with the potent 
regalia of the ‘warrior’. This may explain why the hilt was at 
the feet end: the sword was not his. In contrast, the sword 
found with BC2 seems more in keeping with the stature of the 
individual, and the possible placement of his right hand near, 
or on, the hilt may indicate that in this case the sword belonged 
to him in life. A further explanation for the incongruous size of 
the sword in BC1 compared to the shortness of the individual 
is that it may have been used to fight from horseback – the 
extra length, in this case, would have been an advantage (Ian 
Stead, pers comm).

This positioning of the sword with the hilt at the feet is 
extremely rare. The only other example comes from the East 
Riding, Yorkshire (Stead 1991, 74, 224). The importance of 
the sword to the image and status of the warrior is undoubted, 
yet here, at the moment of burial when this image should 
be cemented in public ceremony, there is a reversal, which is 
ambiguous at best and potentially a deliberate slight. Is this an 
example of an individual who ‘had’ to be buried according to a 
set of traditions but was feared or disliked in life and so was not 
accorded the respect he would have wanted? Perhaps related to 
this idea, it is interesting to note that the sword accompanying 
BC2 may have been attached to (‘worn’ by) the body; the BC1 
weapon definitely was not. Perhaps the man interred in the 

later burial was not really of a warrior ‘caste’ but tried in life to 
hearken back to a heroic tradition to strengthen his political or 
social position. In death, perhaps, he was buried as he wished 
but with some critical alterations.

FATHER AND SON
An explanation that could account for the differences and 
similarities discussed above is that the two warrior burials are 
of father and son. The 30- to 40-year difference in burial dates 
certainly fits. Perhaps the latter, more hurriedly, less respectfully 
buried, second-generation ‘warrior’ (BC1) inherited status 
from the deeds and values of his ‘warrior-lord’ father. The heir 
would have a more vicarious claim to the warrior rank, which 
might account for his different treatment. Unfortunately, this 
interpretation could not be tested by DNA analysis because of 
the poor skeletal survival.

ARTEFACTUAL DISCUSSIONS
The pottery
Val Rigby

The Brisley Farm inhumations are the only warrior burials 
with swords found in Britain that include imported pottery 
vessels amongst the grave goods, and they are located in a 
region where the cremation rite with imported grave goods was 
already widespread. There were also virtually no other instances 
of imported pottery at Brisley Farm (see Chapter 10.5). Iron 
Age sword burials are rare and sporadic in their distribution 
and only one other includes pottery. Adult inhumations 
accompanied by pottery vessels imported from northern Gaul 
are confined to three locations in Dorset, and date to the 
period AD 50–85.

The three vessel types chosen for the burial rite are typical 
of imports deposited in cremation burials dated to the first half 
of the 1st century AD over a large swathe of southern Britain, 
taking in both sides of the Thames and including the supposed 
tribal territories of the Catuvellauni, Trinovantes, Cantiaci, 
Atrebates, Regni and Belgae. They result from a trade in 
imported ceramics to the main settlements of southern Britain 
that pre-dates the Roman invasion by at least half a century. 
After AD 43, once the initial situation in the south was 
stabilised, the original trading connections were resumed, still 
aimed specifically at the native settlements and not the Roman 
army, which seems to have demanded samian.

The Camulodunum form 113 butt-beaker is one of the 
most widely found and easily recognised of the early Gaulish 
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imports in Britain. It is the most ubiquitous vessel type in 
Late Iron Age–early Roman cremations, with 57 examples 
in the King Harry Lane cemetery alone, and is recorded in 
burials at 20 different locations in an area defined by Duston, 
Northamptonshire, in the north, Owslebury, Hampshire, in 
the west, and thence to the Channel coast (Stead & Rigby 
1989, 137–43). In Kent and Sussex examples are sporadic and 
limited to the Medway area and then to the coast, with two 
early examples at Deal, single finds at Dover and Folkestone, 
and a marked outlier at Herstmonceux, which was yet another 
treasured possession, carefully repaired in antiquity (Rigby 
1995a). Despite this apparent scarcity in the region, at least 
69 examples have been recorded at Canterbury, including 
examples of both Brisley Farm variants (Rigby 1995b, 647). 
Given their special fragility, such a distribution is a tribute to 
the determination of the trader to find a market, the expertise 
of the transporting agent and the care of the owners.

When used as grave goods, no definable age or gender rules 
applied to butt-beakers. The Brisley Farm burials provide the first 
definite association of butt-beakers with swordsmen, although 
there is a tenuous link in the King Harry Lane cemetery. A single 
butt-beaker in burial 240 was associated with a unique brooch 
depicting a kneeling warrior, armed with short sword, spear and 
shield in one of the panels. When worn vertically, with the hinge 
at the top, the figure is correctly orientated for the wearer to 
examine it (Stead & Rigby 1989, 95).

Camulodunum form 8 platters are the most common 
Gallo-Belgic platter type in Britain overall with a similar 
distribution to the butt-beakers in cremations and on 
settlements. In Kent they have been found around the Medway 
area, at Faversham, Murston and Rainham, and on the coast, 
at Deal and Dover (Rigby 1995a). The dies used for the Brisley 
Farm, Faversham and Deal stamps are paralleled in settlement 
debris at Sheepen Hill, Camulodunum, and detailed study of 
the stamped imports in Britain suggests that Camulodunum 
was the main entry point until the Boudiccan destruction of AD 
60/61, after which different trading arrangements developed.

The metal objects
Ian Stead

The sword (RF E<21>) from BC1 is a typical La Tène III 
weapon (type iv, group D, in Stead 2006) – long, with rounded 
tip and straight hilt-end. The weapon from BC2 (RF E<52>) 
belongs to the same type but is shorter, and shorter than 
any other British La Tène III sword aside from the one from 
Battersea (ibid, no 104). It does not have a metal hilt-end but 
its scabbard has a straight mouth.

The two swords were buried in their wooden scabbards and 
the one in BC2 had metal fittings (RF E<52B>). The decorated 
copper-alloy mouth guard is similar to that on a scabbard from 
Orton Meadows, Peterborough (Stead 2006, no 113) and 
there are several loose examples (ibid, nos 246, 261, 264–6). 
The copper-alloy ferrules above and below the suspension 
loop can be matched on several metal scabbards with straight 
mouths but their presence on an organic scabbard is unique in 
Britain. Most ferrules are separate bands but those on another 
Orton Meadows scabbard are linked on the front with delicate 
knotted D-shapes that serve the same purpose as the cross-
bands on the scabbard in BC2 (ibid, no 97). Such fittings are 
doubtless a metal version of organic bindings to secure the 
suspension loop.

Both scabbards had pairs of rings, one at either side of the 
suspension loop. They would have been attached to a strap used 
to suspend the scabbard in a system typical of La Tène III in 
southern England (Stead 2006, 52). A third ring was usually 
used in conjunction and often it was a buttoned ring, as in 
BC1 (RF E<19>) (Stead 2006, 52, lists burials at Coleford, 
Gloucestershire; Owslebury, Hampshire; Whitcombe, Dorset). 
BC2 is typical in having the handle of the sword at the head 
of the grave but in BC1 the handle is at the bottom of the 
grave, an unusual but not unparalleled arrangement (eg, 
Kirkburn, East Riding of Yorkshire; Stead 1991, 74, 224). This 
must explain the position of the buttoned ring, which would 
normally be found in the vicinity of the two suspension rings. 
It seems that the buttoned ring was part of the harness on the 
warrior’s chest and the paired rings were on a detached strap.

Type iv swords and this suspension system were introduced 
to southern England in the 2nd century BC and remained in 
use until the Roman Conquest, with the Brisley Farm grave 
groups providing the latest dating for them (Stead 2006, 53–4).

The exact form of the suspension ring and strap 
arrangement which would have attached the sword to the 
body is unknown (Ian Stead, pers comm) Rapin has suggested 
double belt arrangements that require four suspension rings 
and a single belt system for three suspension rings, as were 
found with the Brisley Farm burials (1987, 537). Haffner offers 
a further, although similar reconstruction (1989, 200).

Iron spearheads comparable in length to those from 
Brisley Farm have been found in other La Tène III contexts 
in southern England. One from a grave at Kelvedon, Essex, 
was over 529mm long in two lengths that did not join 
(Sealey 2007, 8–9) and another from hoard C at Essendon, 
Hertfordshire, was still 550mm long though lacking most of 
the socket (for the site see Stead 2006, 51).
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The circular iron shield boss is essentially a Roman rather 
than an Iron Age type in Britain, though few have been found 
in dated contexts (Buckland 1978, 263–4), but an example in a 
pre-Roman grave at Snailwell, Cambridgeshire, dating from the 
first half of the 1st century AD, resembles the Brisley Farm boss 
in having a peak (more pronounced, more conical, than the 
Brisley Farm one) and five nail holes in the flange (Lethbridge 
1953, 32; for identification of the nail holes see Stead 1985, 39 
and fig 15 no 1). Roman bosses are usually hemispherical and 
attached by four nails (Buckland 1978, 264).

The brooch (RF E<28>) in BC1 is a Colchester brooch but 
diagnostic features such as the perforation of the catch-plate 
and the decoration on the bow and wings are either missing or 
obscure. Its length allows it to be classified as type 90 in Hull’s 
typology; at Richborough type 90 brooches were in bronze 
and the later and shorter type 91 versions in brass (Bayley & 
Butcher 2004, 61, 148–50). In the King Harry Lane typology 
the Brisley Farm brooch could be type Ca, Cb or Cc depending 
on the decoration (Stead & Rigby 1989, 89–91). It dates from 
the first half or middle of the 1st century AD.

ARTEFACTUAL MEANINGS
In the process of burial there is both theatre and ritual action; 
artefacts buried with the body would have had a broadly 
understood set of meanings. Bradley suggests that many of 
the rituals that took place in prehistory used items familiar 
in daily life, albeit with more elaborate forms or specialised 
usage (2005, 194). The original connotations of the items 
found with the two bodies would have been immediately 
apparent: artefacts such as the ceramic vessels, the pig’s head 
and the weaponry would have had an implied set of meanings. 
This is not to deny the effect of agency in deposition and the 
individual context of the burials (which may be particularly 
evident in the differential treatment of BC1), but it is probable 
that the study of the ‘warrior’ in Iron Age societies is the study 
of a projection of a desired image designed to influence or 
appeal to the contemporary audience (Hunter 2005, 43).

The imported vessels found in the two graves were 
probably associated with drinking and feasting. Generally, 
throughout the discussion of the archaeology of Brisley Farm, 
the term ‘feasting’ has been used with caution (generally 
replaced with the term ‘ritual consumption’, which makes 
fewer assumptions about the nature of the activity). It is used 
more freely in the discussion of the two warrior burials because 
of the presence of the imported drinking vessels in the graves 
(Pitts 2005, 154) and the obvious funerary context. This is a 

trend that has often been identified in Iron Age burials and, 
as evidence from Brisley Farm has shown, from other types of 
contexts, particularly enclosure ditches. Mortuary evidence 
suggests that feasting and drinking were one of the key aspects 
of the ‘Iron Age’ afterlife (Arnold 2001, 214). None of the 
vessels had surviving evidence of food residue, though they 
may have been symbolic deposits (Parker Pearson 2003, 10). 
Whether the vessels were deliberately placed at the head end of 
the burials to be near the mouth is unknown.

There is good evidence, particularly from the first burial 
(BC2), that drinking and feasting were actually part of the 
burial rites as well as being symbolically represented by the 
grave goods: there are fresh sherds, burnt animal bone and 
charcoal within the grave fills. The discovery of fresh sherds of 
the eyebrow pot in both the container and grave fill of BC2 
suggests the deliberate incorporation of the active, above-
ground ‘feasting’ paraphernalia into the burial context. The 
suggested breaking of this and other vessels and the bending 
of metal artefacts ties in with the observation that the physical 
boundary between the two worlds (living and afterlife) at 
times required the ritual ‘killing’ of artefacts in order for it 
to be maintained or broken down (Arnold 2001, 214). The 
transitional period of death and burial would almost certainly 
have been one of the most important of these times.

The partial pig skull found in BC1 was probably also an 
offering and part of the ‘feasting’ rites. This may have been 
the portion saved for the deceased, with the rest of the carcass 
being consumed by the mourners. The choice of pig is probably 
significant. The majority of animal bone (albeit burnt owing to 
the poor survival of unburnt bone) discovered at Brisley Farm 
was sheep. Even in the contexts associated with the sequence of 
sacred enclosures, the majority of identifiable bone was sheep 
or cattle and it was only in the area of the circular space OA64 
that pig bone was found in any concentration, specifically 
deposited in pits (Chapter 5). Hill has demonstrated that pig 
has a different deposition pattern in the Early and Middle Iron 
Age of Wessex (Hill 1995, 105) and there are suggestions that 
in the Late Iron Age the animal may have been associated with 
special occasions or elite individuals. Certainly this seems to be 
true of the cemeteries of Wetwang Slack and Garton Slack in 
Yorkshire, where there is a correlation between perceived high-
status burials (those containing a range of grave goods, elite 
items and cart burials) and pig remains. Similarly, those burials 
with few or no grave goods seem to contain sheep remains, 
suggesting a ranking or symbolism equating status with animal 
type (Parker Pearson 1999, 54–6). Nationally, pig accounts 
for the majority of the animal remains in warrior burials, with 
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a particular concentration at the Rudston cemetery, Yorkshire 
(Hunter 2005, 64–6). BC1 at Brisley Farm is the only such 
inhumation south of the Humber that contains pig remains. 
Hamilton notes that the emphasis on this animal is also to be 
seen in the burials, shrines and sanctuaries of northern France 
(2007, 93). She also points out that in the BECA region, 
animal remains were mostly associated with cremation burials 
and suggests that there was an established repertoire of food 
offerings (ibid, 89).

The weaponry
The spears seem to have been treated differently from the other 
martial equipment. One was outside the burial container and 
thrust into the grave cut, and the other was deliberately bent. 
The combination of a sword and spear in Iron Age burial 
contexts is rare in Britain, but less so on the Continent (Hunter 
2005, 52), though of the four BECA burials with weapons, 
three (Owslebury and the two Brisley Farm examples) have 
spears. In a number of cases, particularly in the Rudston 
cemetery (ibid, 64–6), the body was pierced by many spears. 
It has been suggested that such actions may reflect a symbolic 
regicide, separating the individual from the continuing concept 
of kingship (Metcalf & Huntington 1991, 162–88; Parker 
Pearson 1999, 56). The spearing of the grave cut in BC2 may 
be a refinement or adaptation of this rite. The location of the 
spear outside the ‘coffin’ in this burial suggests that it should be 
seen differently from the other weapon, the sword, which is in 
direct association with the body. There is a direct parallel here 
with the burial at Owslebury, where the spear was also thrust 
into the grave cut (Collis 1968, 25).

The spear found in BC1 is different – laid with the body 
but bent. Was this an expedient act so that it fitted in the grave? 
Possibly so, yet even this functional explanation would suggest 
that the integrity of the object was unimportant. To find bent 
weaponry in Iron Age graves is not rare and is more common 
with spears than with swords. There are other examples south 
of the Humber, at Great Bruckstead and Kelvedon, both in 
Essex, where the sword and spear were bent (Sealey 2007, 5–9).

Generally, the spear is more ubiquitous in the 
archaeological record than the sword, which suggests a greater 
number of spear-bearers and fewer swordsmen (Hunter 2005, 
44). As well as being more common, the spear is an ambiguous 
item, being used for hunting as well as warfare. Although we 
will never know for sure, it may be that the spears found in 
graves BC1 and BC2 were used as part of burial feasting rites 
for ritual killing of the animals, which were then consumed – 
perhaps the pig that was found in BC1.

In contrast to the ambiguity of the spear, the sword is 
more straightforward in its representation. This weapon has a 
clear connotation with the ‘warrior’ from a number of different 
types of Iron Age archaeological contexts. Notable amongst 
these are, of course, the warrior burials, but there is also 
evidence from settlements and hoards and from the 1st-century 
BC/1st-century AD coin imagery (Hunter 2005, 45). The 
coin evidence mostly shows riders on horseback bearing sword, 
javelins and lances. It is partly this evidence that has been 
used by Creighton to suggest the rise of elite warrior bands of 
‘cavalry’ at the transition of the Middle to Late Iron Age (2000, 
16–21), although a stirrupless sword-wielding horseman may 
be easily unseated (Sealey 2007, 35). It is generally agreed that 
the sword was central to the portrayal of the idealised image of 

the warrior, of which the numismatic evidence 
is just a part (Hunter 2005, 43–68).

The decoration on the sword found with 
warrior burial BC2
One aspect of the sword buried with the first 
warrior burial, highlighted by Stead (see above, 
Chapter 6.2), is the distinctive copper-alloy mouth 
guard on what remains of the scabbard. Stead has 
noted similar designs on a number of examples 
from Corfe Castle, Dorset, Cadeby, South 
Yorkshire, Stanwick, North Yorkshire, Brough-
under-Stainmore, Cumbria, and Orton Meadows, 
Cambridgeshire. Of these, only the Orton 
Meadows example is from a grave, the others being 
chance finds, generally from rivers (Fig 6.29).Fig 6.29 Comparative illustrations of mouth guards on La Tène swords (adapted from Stead 2006)
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It has been suggested that elite groups in temperate 
Europe in the final half of the 1st century BC may have had 
an international ‘style’ and ‘set’ of objects that included late La 
Tène long swords (Wells 1998, 275–8). Wells also suggests that 
there is a special subset of these graves, in which the swords 
had ornamentation attached to the top of the scabbard (Wells 
2007, 473). This decoration is elaborate, labour-intensive and 
serves no utilitarian purpose apart from distinguishing the 
sword-bearer from everyone else. Although the actual design – 
openwork of bronze lattice – is very different from that found 
on the BC2 sword, it is possible that something similar was 
happening in Britain at the end of the Iron Age. This idea 
is also discussed by Frey and Fitzpatrick who, with specific 
reference to Early La Tene dragon motifs on weaponry, have 
suggested that such designs were the symbols of a warrior elite 
(Frey 2000, 121; Fitzpatrick 2007, 352).

MacDonald (2007, 334–5) as questioned why some Iron 
Age designs are repeated on artefacts found across Britain, 
highlighting in particular mirror handles from Holcombe, 
Devon and Whitchurch, Shropshire. It is worth of note that 
the design found on these mirrors is essentially the same as 

that found on the Brisley Farm sword and is also paralleled 
in a female burial found at Birdlip, Gloucestershire, and 
on a further Late Iron Age mirror found at Old Warden, 
Bedfordshire (J Joy pers comm; Jope 2000, pls 244 and 248). 
A similar design found on a 2nd-century AD burial from 
Nijmegen, Holland, provides an example from the Continent. 
It may be of note that this design is orientated the same way on 
the mirrors and swords as they are held upwards.

There are a number of possibilities for the similarity of 
design. It may signify a regional group or territory, perhaps 
centred on the east/north-east, although the distribution 
does not show a particularly convincing bias (Fig 6.30), or 
the decoration may be an indicator of class, status or rank: a 
recognised mark of the elite. Like the Continental examples, the 
scabbard decoration may have been the recognised symbol of a 
subset of warrior elites. The gear and dress of this group would 
have been easily recognised amongst the populace, but perhaps 
the scabbard decoration was a specific badge designed to convey 
messages amongst the elite or the ‘warriors’ themselves. This and 
the fairly widespread distribution could suggest a highly mobile 
class separate from territorial ‘political’ leaders.

WARFARE: THE USE OF WEAPONS
The martial evidence from the two graves suggests that warfare 
and the image of the warrior was integral to Late Iron Age/
Romano-British society. The importance of warfare in the Iron 
Age is beginning to be reassessed after being largely ignored 
since the end of the last war. For example, it has been suggested 
that armed conflict was a major factor in the emergence of 
polities in the south-east; that they were not only created 
by warfare, but for warfare; and that the Roman invasion of 
Britain was fiercely contested by a ‘nation at arms’ (Sealey 
2007, 33–4). Although the documentary evidence used for 
such arguments is convincing (eg, Tacitus, Caesar), it should 
be treated with a degree of caution (Haselgrove 2004, 13). 
Creighton also suggests (2000, 16–21) that martial groups 
may have precipitated the settlement of some lowland areas, 
but highlights the complex interplay between the elites of the 
south-east and Rome, which developed after the Caesarean 
invasion. There were almost certainly a number of trends that 
resulted in the larger-scale settlement evidence that suggests 
political entities (Creighton 2000; 2006).

Although the evidence from the two burials is compelling 
and adds weight to these suggestions, the wider site data 
provide a different perspective. Chapter 5 has suggested the 
probable segregation of the land around south Ashford into 

Fig 6.30 Distribution map of decorated swords and mirrors
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a number of different ‘functional zones’ in the Late Iron Age, 
which would have required wide-scale cooperation. Although 
martial endeavour could be a common linking factor amongst 
dispersed groups, the complexity of this landscape may belie 
a pan-societal obsession with warfare. The extent to which the 
general populace was actively involved in war as an ‘everyday’ 
activity rather than called as a war host to repel intermittent 
invaders remains unproven.

Documentary evidence suggests that Caesar encountered 
a large army in his invasion of 54 BC (cf Sealey 2007, 33–4). 
This army was presumably mostly made up of the general 
population, so to an extent everyone knew how to fight. It has 
been observed by some, notably Roymans (1990, 251–4) but 
also Parker Pearson (1999, 56–7) and Hunter (2005, 53–4), 
that the ‘warrior’ term is too general and that the diversity of 
weapons and grave goods suggests a ranking within such an 
army or within smaller, specialised, martial bands. The sword 
burials often also contain a wider array of grave goods, which is 
true of the Brisley Farm burials, although they are not especially 
rich in comparison to, for example, the Yorkshire ‘cart’ burials 
or the grave found at Folly Lane, Verulamium. On the basis of 
the relative ubiquity of the spear in the archaeological record 
it could be suggested that there may have been sword-wielding 

elite captains or leaders with a rank and file of spear-carrying 
troops. As suggested above, the pendent moulded design on the 
sword accompanying BC2 may have been an easily recognisable 
indication of rank, class or perhaps previous martial victories, 
within these groups. This mark and its association with the 
sword may be a direct and powerful symbol of the warrior and 
authority. The coin and burial evidence from across England 
suggest the sword was the most potent of a range of symbols: 
the image of the sword-bearing warrior was paramount.

PARALLELS FROM THE BRITISH EASTERN 
CHANNEL AREA (BECA)
Within the BECA region identified by Hamilton (2007, 82) 
there are three other burials with weapons: at Mill Hill, Kent, 
Owslebury, Hampshire and, discovered recently, at North 
Bersted, West Sussex.

Mill Hill, Deal, Kent
Mill Hill, Deal, is located on a chalk ridge overlooking the 
coast, some 50km east-north-east of Brisley Farm. Here, during 
rescue excavations in the 1980s, a cemetery of 42 extended 
Iron Age inhumations was discovered. These were part of a 

Fig 6.31 The Mill Hill and Owslebury burials (© The Trustees of the British Museum. This image shared under a Creative Commons 4.0 Attribution-
NonCommercial-ShareAlike International licence (CC BY-NC-SA 4.0) and Collis 1968 ©The Society of Antiquaries of London)
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spread of earlier and later remains, which included a Bronze 
Age barrow and 90 Anglo-Saxon burials. As well as the Iron Age 
inhumations, there were five pre-Roman cremations and a horse 
burial. Given the rarity of the inhumation rite in south-east 
England, Mill Hill is an exceptional site (Hamilton 2007, 88).

Some of the Iron Age burials seem to respect the Bronze 
Age barrow at the centre of the site (Parfitt 1995, 55). 
Although there is an early (c 8th- to 4th-century BC) crouched 
inhumation, the main phase of the cemetery begins in the 2nd 
century BC with an extended inhumation burial with weapons 
(Fig 6.31). This burial is one of the earliest of the type south 
of the Humber, in contrast to the two Brisley Farm examples, 
which are the latest in the country. This grave, isolated from 
the rest of the cemetery, was aligned north-west–south-east 
with the head at the southern end (Parfitt 1995, 18–20). This 
is similar to the later BC1, aligned north–south. Possibly 
the grave was deliberately aligned towards the earlier barrow. 
Interred was an extended, supine, slight-statured 30–35-year-
old male, laid out in a similar way to BC1. Unlike BC1 there 
was no coffin or burial container. The grave goods associated 
with the burials are in some respects similar to those found at 
Brisley Farm. There was a sword, laid face down after the body 
went in, with the hilt at the left shoulder and the remains of 
a shield covering the left side; a brooch was also present. In 
addition – and most famously – there was a bronze headband, 
interpreted as a crown or headdress (Stead 1995, 85–7).

On the basis of the form of the headband, Hamilton 
suggests that the Mill Hill burial could have had a ‘cult’ 
status (2007, 90). The closest parallel for this artefact is 
from Hockwold, Norfolk (Stead 1995, 75), recovered from 
a site that may have been a Roman ritual storehouse. Such 
headdresses have been interpreted as priestly regalia (Hamilton 
2007, 90). Although there is the risk of over-interpretation on 
the basis of one item, this idea may be relevant to the Brisley 
Farm burials. It is possible that the two burials here were placed 
in an existing sacred enclosure but were later the subject of 
‘cult’ veneration into the Roman period – expressed through 
the construction of the trapezoidal enclosure OA77 in front of 
the barrow monuments and the subsequent placement of ritual 
consumption or votive deposits in its defining ditches (see 
Chapter 7).

The Mill Hill burial differs from the Brisley Farm examples 
in that it had no spear and no ceramic vessels accompanying 
the remains and, looking more widely, it was very much part 
of a funerary landscape. The burials with weapons at Brisley 
Farm, however, were integrated into a far more complex pattern 
of enclosures, spaces and buildings, together with some more 

traditional settlement evidence. One similarity between the 
two sites is the mixing of burial rites: both show evidence of 
inhumations and cremations from the Late Iron Age–Romano 
British period.

Owslebury, Hampshire
Another warrior burial was found at Owslebury, Hampshire, 
dated to approximately the mid 1st century BC (Collis 1977, 
27). This inhumation contained the supine extended remains 
of a male with sword, spear and bronze shield boss; no ceramic 
vessels were present (Fig 6.31). Of specific interest is the spear, 
which, similar to BC2 remains, was thrust into the side of the 
grave cut and was also broken in order to fit into the grave.

North Bersted, West Sussex
In the summer of 2008, a further high-status Late Iron Age 
inhumation was found during excavations at North Bersted, 
West Sussex. There are few details available at the time of 
writing but it is thought that the burial is dated to around 50 
BC and contained an ornate bronzework lattice, presumed to 
be a shield covering, and an iron knife. The body was covered 
by a ‘bed’, represented by iron hoops. Unlike the Brisley Farm 
examples, the Bersted burial does not appear to have been part 
of a wider system of Iron Age settlement.

RELATED IRON AGE MORTUARY TRADITIONS
Apart from the warrior burials the Brisley Farm burials seem 
to share aspects with two further groupings of Late Iron Age 
mortuary practice.

Aylesford–Swarling-style cremations
One of the most striking aspects of the Brisley Farm burials 
has been highlighted by Rigby (above) in the discussion of the 
pottery: only one other such burial has any pottery vessels as 
grave goods and none have imported vessels such as the butt-
beaker and platter. As Rigby points out, these imported vessels 
are usually found either in settlement contexts or cremation 
burials. Such cremations with accompanying urns, pottery and 
other artefacts have become known as Aylesford–Swarling, or 
Aylesford- type, after the cemeteries in Kent where they were 
first identified. The Aylesford terminology is also used in a 
wider context as a general cultural description characterised by 
distinctive wheelmade and imported pottery and the cremation 
rite, and broadly encompassing the Kent, Essex, Hertfordshire, 
Bedfordshire and London area (Cunliffe 2005, 151–2; 
Hamilton 2007, 83). These burials are at times elaborate 
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and contain exotic, high-status goods, such as those found at 
Verulamium, Aylesford and Baldock (Cunliffe 2005, 154).

It is significant that at Westhawk Farm, some 900m to the 
south-east of Brisley Farm, an Aylesford-type cremation was 
found, dating to the first half of the 1st century AD. This Late 
Iron Age/Romano-British burial consisted of the remains of a 
wooden box and bucket, a terra nigra dish, a bronze strainer 
bowl and a decorated jug, fragmentary copper-alloy objects, the 
cremated remains of bird, sheep and pig and uncremated lamb 
remains (Booth et al 2008, 27). Some of the grave goods are 
similar to those found with the Brisley Farm warrior burials, 
notably the terra nigra platter and the pig remains.

The striking difference in tradition between these similarly 
dated burials has been noted (Booth et al 2008, 385). Yet the 
overriding general similarity should also be stressed – both 
the Brisley Farm warrior burials and the Westhawk Farm 
Aylesford–Swarling-type cremation almost certainly represent 
elite individuals, the cremation being among the most richly 
furnished of the Aylesford–Swarling tradition (Booth et al 
2008, 34). Furthermore, just as the two warrior burials do not 
strictly conform to what is thought of as the typical tradition, 
there were difficulties accommodating the Westhawk Farm 
cremation precisely within the Aylesford type (ibid, 385). 
Perhaps this is evidence of an individualistic or non-conformist 
approach to burial tradition with the region.

Arras culture, square-ditched enclosures and 
Continental parallels
Of the southern burials with weapons, only the Brisley Farm 
examples were enclosed in square-ditched enclosures. These 

distinctive square enclosures are more typical of those in East 
Yorkshire. Perhaps the most famous site containing such burials 
is Garton and Wetwang Slacks in the Yorkshire Wolds (Dent 
1982, 437). Here, more than two hundred graves were enclosed 
(out of a total of 446 burials), dating from c 500 BC to the 
Roman Conquest of the area in AD 71 (Fig 6.32). Of these 
burials, only three contained weapons (Dent 1985, 86–92). 
Two also contained carts and were part of a tradition of vehicle 
burials in the area.

These burials are part of a tradition often referred to as 
the ‘Arras culture’. Three practices are usually represented 
within this tradition: the grouping together of small barrows in 
cemeteries; occasional vehicle burials; and surrounding barrows 
with square- or rectangular-ditched enclosures (Cunliffe 2005, 
246). Bradley has recently pointed out, however, that in some 
respects the burials are surprisingly diverse (2007, 264). There 
are close similarities with burial practices in northern France 
(Champagne, particularly the Marne and the Ardennes) and 
the Middle Rhine, although of Early La Tène date (Early to 
Middle Iron Age) (Bradley 2007, 263; Johnson 2003a, 14). 
Initially, these similarities were used to argue for a migration 
of peoples from Europe to northern Britain (Stead 1965; 
Cunliffe 2005, 85). More recently, the subtle diversities in the 
burials and the presence of artefacts that are British versions 
of European prototypes (Stead 1991; Bradley 2007, 264) have 
suggested that the Arras culture was a local development. In 
this argument, it is thought that the local elites expressed status 
by the adoption of foreign rites (Higham 1987).

Recent work along the Channel Tunnel Rail Link suggests 
that the square-ditched enclosures associated with burial 
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Fig 6.32 Wetwang/Garton Slack cemetery (from Dent 1982 © The Prehistoric Society)
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practices may be more common than was previously thought. 
At Saltwood, near Folkestone, a square-ditched enclosure of 
similar dimensions has recently been excavated. Although there 
was no central burial, cremation deposits were found in the 
upper fills of the ditch and eight probable inhumations were 
found in the vicinity. The excavators have interpreted these 
square ditches as representing a mortuary enclosure or square 
barrow (Riddler and Trevarthen 2006, 19). At Westhawk Farm 
there was also a square-ditched enclosure, tentatively dated to 
the 2nd century AD, which had the appearance of a funerary 
monument, although there was no conclusive evidence and it 
is possible that it had a domestic function. This example was 
larger than the two warrior burial square-ditched enclosures, 
measuring 12 × 12m; it had an opening on the north-west side 
(Booth et al 2008, 372).

CONCLUSIONS
The most striking aspect of the two inhumations at Brisley is 
the variety of different traditions they seem to encapsulate: 
square-ditched enclosures, extended body position, 
accompanying British-style weapons and, uniquely, imported 
pottery. This range of cultural choices is reflected also at a wider 
site level, where both the inhumations and the more usual 
Late Iron Age cremation burials are represented. It is unclear 
whether the cremation burials took place before or after the 
inhumations and probable that both rites occurred at broadly 
the same time. There is a suggestion of a similar overlap at Mill 
Hill (Parfitt 1995, 157) although, unlike Mill Hill, inhumation 
was not the most common burial rite at Brisley Farm and 
applied only to the two warrior burials, reserved perhaps for 
special individuals.

This uniqueness is emphasised by the location of the 
burials, separated from the main part of the cremation 
cemetery in the vicinity of circular space OA64 and excavation 
Area 2a. It is likely that this is a reflection of a social division 
that existed when the two were alive. No matter what the 
precise role of these individuals may have been, and there 
are several possibilities, in death they were equipped as 
warriors, and not just foot soldiers but elite, sword-bearing, 
captains or leaders. This image would have been critical to 
the legitimisation of power. Hunter (2005, 52) expresses this 
sentiment succinctly:

[T]his separation [of warrior burials] suggests that 
people buried as warriors were viewed as exceptional, perhaps 
marginal, figures. Indeed, the warrior is often viewed with 
ambivalence by society, at once defender and aggressor.

Closely integrated with this idea is the development of 
a ‘warrior class’ and suggestion that warfare was endemic in 
British society from the Middle/Late Iron Age into the late pre-
Roman Iron Age (Creighton 2000, 16–21; Hunter 2005, 62). 
Though endemic, it may have been socially constrained to an 
elite group (Sharples 1991, 79–89). This has led to suggestions 
that warrior burials, and particularly the Brisley Farm pair, 
may represent a heroic class, a precursor to the knights of the 
Middle Ages (Johnson 2003a, 17).

The evidence from the BECA region, however, and 
particularly from the excavations at Brisley Farm around the 
warrior burials, suggests that warfare alone may not have 
been the main driving force in Late Iron Age society. Cult or 
religious specialists may have had a strong influence in the 
power polities of the area (Hamilton 2007, 89–96).

The marginal nature of the warrior (or image thereof ) is 
also linked to the ideas of liminality, the ‘magical’ processes 
of smithing and the symbolism of the sword. This liminal 
position is a powerful one and could be seen as commanding or 
influencing different worlds. Power was not purely martial but 
may also have had a cult basis, ritual action as potent, perhaps, 
as the edge of the sword or the point of the spear. This idea has 
much to credit it: there are clear signs of later veneration of the 
two burials, shown by the shrine-like structure of enclosure 
OA77 and the deposits of bone and pottery accumulated in 
its ditches. These two ‘warriors’ (especially the earlier BC2) or, 
probably more accurately, what they represented were respected 
long after their deaths and well into the Roman period.

Complicating this scenario are the ideas of clientage. The 
relationship between the native polities and Rome was key in 
the 1st centuries BC/AD with political leaders perhaps being 
educated in Rome (Creighton 2000; 2006). The extent to 
which individuals represented in warrior burials were political 
leaders is uncertain. Would the heroic figure of the warrior as 
presented really be the same as that educated as an obsides in 
Rome? Yet there does not appear any real reason to treat these 
as peripheral figures.

The second burial from Brisley Farm (BC1), which is 
the latest example from Britain and the Continent, presents a 
complex picture. The grave contained imported Roman goods 
with links to Camulodunum, a British spear and sword and a 
Roman-style shield. In a way this complexity is a microcosm of 
the archaeological landscape of Brisley Farm. If, as Creighton 
suggests, the Late Iron Age dynasties were fostered by Rome 
from, say 50 BC, and perhaps grew out of a horse-riding 
elite, then the mix of burial traditions and artefacts is not so 
surprising. It could be argued that the inconsistencies in this 



179

CHAPTER 6  THE WARRIOR BURIALS

burial (compared with the first), the range of artefacts and the 
later focus of veneration mainly centred on the earlier burial 
BC2 suggest that the BC1 individual had a different social 
status or was part of a different ‘group’ to the individual in the 
earlier burial. Perhaps there was an element of recognition or 
justification by association by the contemporaries of the BC1 
person: was he not really of a ‘martial elite’ but a political leader 
given the trappings of a warrior? It is not suggested here that 
the two Brisley Farm burials are ‘kings’, as has been postulated 
for example for the Folly Lane burial, Verulamium, but a noble 
status of some sort does seem likely.

Perhaps, as suggested by Creighton, we should see such 
elite burials not as harkening back to the earlier ‘Celtic’ past 
but growing from this, looking forward and being part of the 
Roman province. Warriors, heroes or knights they may have 
been, but their relationship to and interaction with Rome was 
probably complex. Even if, as has been suggested, they were 
migrants, brought in to fight the Roman army (Whimster 
1981; Stead 2003, 29), which may be too straightforward a 
reading of the evidence, then their tombs were venerated as the 
new Roman settlement of Westhawk Farm grew to the south-
east. Indeed, ‘[the]… rejection of the past is not what we see 
in Britain. Here many “Roman towns” developed on top of 
preceding ceremonial centres and in the shadows of what might 
be the burials of kings’ (Creighton 2006, 155).

Perhaps we should view the two burials in terms 
of interrelations or connections: connections to the old 
landscape, validating the new warrior burial monuments and 
their image; interrelation between these monuments and the 
developing Late Iron Age landscape – they were viewed, used 
and venerated; connections with Westhawk Farm, the new 
Roman settlement perhaps validated by association with Park 
Farm East, Brisley Farm and the two burials and relationships 
with places further afield, shown by the imported pottery, 
distributed through Camulodunum; and, lastly, connections 
between Rome and Britain, demonstrated by this pottery but 
also by the British-style weapons and possible Roman shield. 
The burials are a symbol of the range of cultural choices 
available in the BECA region, which, this evidence suggests, 
was a highly individualistic and dynamic society (Hamilton 
2007, 94). By the late 1st century AD the veneration of the 
earlier of the two burials, at least, must have accorded the 
occupant a cult or heroic status. The power of the image 
in death and memory of the ‘warrior’, no matter whether 
or not he ever bore arms in life, influenced the landscape 
development for years afterwards at Brisley Farm. Even if other 
evidence is put aside, this alone signifies the importance of 
these two burials.
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CHAPTER 7  ROMAN (PERIOD 5, PHASES 1–3; AD 50–200)

7.1  INTRODUCTION

From around AD 50 and into the 2nd century AD the density of 
human occupation on the land around Brisley Farm decreased. 
The type of activity also changed, with no sign that people were 
living in the vicinity day to day. However, the evidence reveals 
a continuation and intensification of some of the processes that 
began earlier in the century: cult worship, veneration, cremation 
burial and enclosure (Figs 7.1 and 7.2). The relationship of 
Brisley Farm to the emerging Roman town at Westhawk Farm 
was a key factor influencing how these processes developed.

CHRONOLOGY
Stratigraphically, the archaeological landscape after c AD 50 
at Brisley Farm can be divided into three phases. The arrival 
of Upchurch finewares provides key dating evidence for these 

phases. It appeared around AD 60, suggesting that many of the 
period 5 features were likely to have been infilling after this date.

There appears to have been little hiatus in activity after the 
second warrior burial (BC1), dated around AD 50. The pottery 
assemblages from many of the features are composed of mixed fabric 
types. In particular, there are frequent examples of grog-tempered 
wares in association with Romanised styles. There may be a degree 
of residuality, particularly in some of the ditch contexts, and it is 
probable that successive, seasonal, cleaning of these boundaries 
created some mixed groups. A number of discrete features, 
however, dug and infilled within short periods, also contained such 
assemblages, perhaps most notably pit G261 (see below). It seems, 
then, that the typical Late Iron Age grog-tempered ware continued 
well into the Roman period and may have been used until the 2nd 
century or later. This pattern has also been identified at a number 
of other sites in the vicinity, including Westhawk Farm and Eureka 
Park in Ashford and Bramble Lane, Wye (see Chapter 10.5).

CHAPTER 7  ROMAN (PERIOD 5, PHASES 1–3; AD 50–200)

Fig 7.1 Plan of period 5 features



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

182

7.2  PERIOD 5, PHASE 1 (c AD 50–80)

SQUARE ENCLOSURE OA77: SACRED SPACE 
AND VENERATION
Probably shortly after the Burial Complex 1 (BC1) was 
constructed, a subsquare enclosure OA77, was dug (Fig 7.2). 
This enclosure was located immediately to the south of the two 

burials and measured 22 × 19m. There was a possible entrance 
at the south-east corner that may have developed from or 
respected the earlier linear space or entrance Track/Droveway 8 
(TD8). The northern ditch of this enclosure (G434) linked the 
two burial complexes, incorporating the southernmost barrow 
enclosure ditch of each. It is significant that this enclosure 
centred on the earlier and more monumental burial BC2, 

Fig 7.2 Plan of period 5, phase 1 features (Areas 3–4)
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whilst the more recent (possibly constructed just a few years 
previously) burial BC1 seems almost tagged on to the north-
east corner.

The enclosure ditches
The interpretation of the south-east corner of enclosure OA77 
is problematic. This area of the site’s stratigraphy caused the 
most uncertainty during excavation and analysis (as shown 
in the discussion of TD8 – see Chapter 5.9). What is clear is 
that the eastern boundary ditch (G265) stopped short of the 
earlier period 4, phase 2c ditch G249, possibly suggesting that 
a boundary demarcation of sorts still existed here (fig 7.3). The 
mixture of finds from ditch G249 (see Chapter 5) suggests that 
it was open and receiving material into this period.

Ditch G265
This eastern boundary was a narrow, almost V-shaped ditch 
(0.30m wide and 0.30m deep) that led south from the corner 
of burial BC1, cutting the barrow ditch and also cutting earlier 
ditch G223 (Fig 7.4, section C). The pottery assemblage from 
this feature is fairly mixed, with some earlier prehistoric flint 
and sand-tempered sherds – most notably a footring base – 
but it is dominated by grog-tempered sherds, mostly from 
bead-rim or everted-rim jars, some with Belgic-style bulges on 
the shoulder (Thompson form B3–1). Fairly fresh pieces of 
Baetican Dressel 20 amphora suggest the feature was infilling in 
the Roman period. Many cattle teeth and mandible fragments 
and unidentifiable burnt animal bone were also recovered.

Ditches G280 and G281
The western and southern boundary ditches (G281 and G280) 
were more defined, and G280 clearly cut into the upper fills 
of period 4, phase 2c ditch G229 (Fig 7.3, sections A and 
B). The gullies had a similar profile and size (0.30m wide by 
0.40m deep) and a single fill, which contained over 3kg of 
almost exclusively grog-tempered sherds. These include sherds 
from a jar with a slightly everted rim and bands of horizontal 
rilling on the exterior, as well as the base and lower wall of 
a grog-tempered jar with messy, shallow, vertical furrows on 
the exterior. Of some note is a bead-rim jar with a perforated 
base. Sherds from an early product of the Upchurch kilns 
(Monaghan 1987, form 4J1 bowl) suggest some later 1st-
century AD activity too, concentrated in the southern enclosure 
ditch. Also recovered were five fragments of Roman glass from 
two vessels of probable 1st-century AD date and tap slag.

Most surprising, given its relative scarcity across the rest of 
the excavations, was the quantity of animal bone. Over 1000 

fragments of bone, primarily teeth, were recovered from ditch 
G281; of these 550 were completely unidentifiable and 357 
were cattle-size. Fragments of cattle and a few pieces of sheep 
cranium were also identified.

In places in this southern ditch of enclosure OA77 there 
was evidence of possible recutting into the fill of G280, but this 
may have been an intermittent infilling rather than a deliberate 
cutting and filling. Despite this uncertainty, it is of interest that 
intermittently on this side of the enclosure the final infilling 
event seems to have been a sporadic deposit of natural clay. It is 
possible that this was derived from the cutting of the adjacent 
trackway defining ditch G282 in period 5, phase 2.

Ditch G434
The ditch that linked the two square barrows was one of the 
most important elements in the development of the ‘sacred 
space’ associated with the burials. However, it was difficult 
to ascertain the stratigraphic relationship between it and the 
barrow ditch G207, which enclosed burial BC2. Some of the 
field sections suggest that the barrow ditch may have been later 
than the linking ditch, although there was little real distinction 
in the fills and the evidence taken as a whole suggests that this 
is unlikely (see below).

The cut for the linking ditch G434 was dug more deeply 
than the adjoining square enclosure ditches and on a slightly 
different alignment, suggesting they were not contemporary, 
but it fits well spatially with the other three ditches forming 
enclosure OA77.

It is worth looking at the depositional sequence within 
this ditch in some detail (Fig 7.5, section). There was evidence 
of initial silting, E[3179], followed by episodes of slumping 
from the south side, E[3197]–[3198] (the interior of the 
enclosure), perhaps indicating that a bank ran along this edge. 
This artefact-free silting suggests that the ditch acted as a sump 
for a time, probably draining the partially infilled/silted barrow 
ditches, before more active infilling processes took place.

The main deposition event was a silty clay layer rich in 
charcoal, burnt clay and pebbles, E[3156]. There were deposits 
of pottery, mainly from grog-tempered handmade vessels, and 
a sherd of Upchurch/Thameside greyware, dating from the 1st 
to 3rd century AD. This context contained one of the largest 
assemblages of animal bone from the site, consisting of more 
than 1300 fragments, primarily teeth (188 of these fragments 
are cattle and cattle-size; 18 are sheep and sheep-size). Over a 
third of the assemblage is unidentifiable and mostly calcified. 
Among the identifiable fragments, cattle, sheep and pig are 
represented primarily by the skeletal extremities such as 
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Fig 7.3 Detailed plan and sections of enclosure OA77 (Area 4)

39.73mOD 39.37mOD
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Fig 7.4 Sections of ditches G265/G223 and G268

Fig 7.5 Plan and section of linking ditch G434 showing in situ pottery and bone deposits

39.45mOD 39.47mOD

39.79mOD
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phalanges and mandible fragments. The teeth fragments are 
loose and so do not provide any useful age data. However, these 
teeth do suggest the deposition of a number of skulls or jaws 
(mostly entirely degraded by the acidic soil though in some 
cases a stain indicated their presence), although differential 
preservation of body parts may also have been a factor.

The evidence was not clear enough to suggest whether this 
matrix and artefacts were deposited in a single act or were the 
result of a sequence of individual events. There was likely to 
have been a strong element of ceremonial or sacred activity, 
given the concentration of skulls/jaws and pottery and their 
placement into a ditch closely associated with the two barrows.

The main fill of the square enclosure ditch G207 and the 
upper fills of the linking ditch G434 were fairly similar, both 
grey-brown silty clays containing a high proportion of broken 
pottery, burnt bone and charcoal. Although not certain, the 
favoured interpretation is that the linking ditch G434 cut 
the square enclosure ditch, as shown (Fig 7.5, section). The 
grog-tempered pottery recovered is too homogeneous to show 
any typological differences but it is thought more likely that 
similar deposition processes (perhaps deposits resulting from 
ritual consumption or veneration) occurred some decades 
apart (Figs 7.6 and 7.7). The presence of an admittedly fairly 
minimal amount of Romanised finewares in ditch G434 and 
none in barrow ditch G207 also supports this, suggesting that 
ditch G207 was infilling at an earlier date. Perhaps the most 
compelling evidence that the linking ditch is later in origin 
is the probable 30–40 years difference in the dates of the two 
warrior burials: the linking ditch is clearly associated with both.

Above E[3156] was a concave, possible recut (G493) 
0.20m wide by 0.60m deep and approximately 10m in 
length. The infilling of this cut, E[3052] was a fairly uniform 
yellow grey clay. This was almost certainly deliberately 
deposited, perhaps as a symbolic ‘capping’ associated with 
the closing down of the monument, and is paralleled by a 
similar intermittent deposit found in the southern enclosure 
ditch G280. It is interesting that the clay fill E[3052] broadly 
corresponds in location to the deposits of pottery and animal 
bone found in E[3156]. There was a final, intermittent 
deposit of silty clay above E[3052], which probably resulted 
from the natural silting of the upper extent of the ditch.

The enclosure interior
Within enclosure OA77 there was an unusual 8m-length 
of ditch (G268), which had clear terminal ends (Fig 7.3). 
Atypically, this ditch had vertical sides and a flat base (c 0.68m 
in width and 0.30m deep), suggesting that it served as a 

foundation trench for a fence or screen (Fig 7.4, section D). 
The location of this feature is significant; it was aligned east–
west and ran parallel to, and 1.50m away from, the southern 
boundary ditch (G280). The eastern terminal seemed to respect 
(just stop short of ) the earlier and possibly still extant southern 
entrance to the enclosure and clearly cut the period 4, phase 2b 
ditch G138/G139 (part of the cellular enclosure system). The 
0.4kg of pottery from this ditch is entirely grog-tempered, and 
rims suggest that they are from bead-rim and necked jars. This 
ditch is not easily explained as a purely functional boundary, 
and may have been a symbolic internal division giving some 
indication to how this space was used.

OPEN SPACES OA76, OA156, OA79 AND OA78
The northern part of Area 4 did not reveal any evidence of 
period 5, phase 1 occupation and is likely to have been open 
fields in this earliest Roman phase (Fig 7.2). It is also assumed 

Fig 7.6 Photograph of in situ pottery and bone deposits in ditch G434

Fig 7.7 Photograph of pottery deposits in ditch G434, E[3156]
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that the open spaces OA78–OA79 and OA156 were not 
enclosed at this time and that the large funerary enclosure 
OA152 (period 4, phase 2) had been infilled. There is, however, 
the probability that elements of a boundary (hedges, low 
banks or fences) remained along the southern side of enclosure 
OA152, defining a linear space OA79 (a continuation of a 
similar period 4 space, OA50). This seems likely, given the 
subsequent formalisation of this space by flanking ditches in 
period 5, phases 2–3. Space OA79 was also formed by the 
boundaries of enclosures OA80–OA82.

CURVILINEAR ENCLOSURES OA81, OA80, 
OA82, ST30
Enclosure OA81
Enclosure OA81 was part of a sequence (OA80–OA82) that 
utilised the spinal ditch G172 as a western boundary (Fig 7.8). 
These enclosures developed from the period 4, phase 2b–c 
enclosures OA50–OA51 and OA153 and shared the same 
curvilinear form. Enclosure OA81 was an estimated 29m long 
(beyond the edge of excavation) and 19m wide. It was formed 
by two recut ditches (G267 and G277), which created the 
eastern and southern boundaries. The western boundary was 

formed by the still extant (in some form) ditch G172, cut and 
infilled in the previous period.

Ditch G267 clearly cut the earlier boundary ditch G168 
and was cut by the period 5, phases 2–3 ditch G279 (part of 
the later trackway flanking ditches). A scatter of grog-tempered 
sherds was recovered from this ditch.

There was no clear entrance to the enclosure, though this 
may have existed beyond the limit of excavation to the north-
east. Ditch G267 was 0.30–0.50m deep and 0.40–0.75m wide, 
with a V-shaped profile.

The southern ditch G277 was on average 0.75m wide and 
0.35m deep and also V-shaped in profile. There was evidence 
of several infilling events in this ditch including initial silting, 
possible slumped bank material from the north-west (the 
interior of the enclosure) and a deliberately deposited mixed 
upper fill containing pottery and animal bone. Although 
dominated by grog-tempered body sherds, all the ditches 
contained a small quantity of Romanised sherds, including 
some possible 1st- or 2nd-century AD Canterbury greyware. 
Continuing a pattern recognised in earlier periods, ditch G277 
cut through earlier ring-gully ST14, bisecting its entrance 
(period 4, phase 2b).

Immediately to the south of OA81 was enclosure OA80 
and space OA82 (Fig 7.2). Area OA82 was irregular in shape 

and formed by the spinal ditch boundary 
(G172) and the north and south boundary 
ditches of enclosure OA80–OA81. This area 
may not have been an enclosure as such, rather 
a space between the others. There was no sign 
of Roman activity.

Enclosure OA80
Enclosure OA80 was curvilinear, broadly 
following the form of the previous period 4, 
phase 2b enclosure OA52. One of its boundary 
ditches clearly cut the earlier ditches.

Three newly cut ditches formed this 
enclosure: G158, G275 and G435. The 
southern ditch was 0.70m wide and 0.45m 
deep, V-shaped in profile with a single clay fill 
with charcoal flecking. The curvilinear northern 
and eastern boundary was larger, 0.91m wide 
and 0.30m deep, with evidence of an initial 
silting followed by a mixed clay fill, possibly 
deliberate infilling. The final ditch, forming 
the western boundary was smaller, 0.30m wide 
and 0.10m deep, and had a single silt clay fill. Fig 7.8 Detailed plan of OA81, also showing location of period 4, phase 2b ring-gully ST14



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

188

There was a wide entrance, measuring 15m across and aligned 
to the west, formed of the terminals of ditches G275 and G435. 
Several fragments of cattle teeth and unidentifiable calcined 
bone were recovered from these ditches. The evidence from 
within this enclosure provided more clues as to its original use 
than the adjacent examples.

Feature G361
Feature G361 consisted of a pit with an associated linear 
feature. The oval-shaped pit was c 1.0m long and 0.75m 
wide with a depth of 0.50m (Figs 7.9 and 7.10). Tap slag 
was recovered from it and it also produced one of the largest 
Romano-British pottery assemblages from Brisley Farm.

The pit was initially cut then filled, lined or allowed to fill 
with a clay slit matrix (E[2782]; Fig 7.9, section). This was then 
infilled (or possibly recut then infilled) with a series of layers, 
several of which consisted almost entirely of large, unabraded 
pottery sherds (E[2777] and E[2681]). The major deposits of 

pottery alternated with two deposits containing charcoal and 
fragments of burnt and unburnt bone (E[2778] and E[2776]). 
This bone included 128 fragments, 22 of which were cattle, 21 
sheep and 85 unidentifiable. Cattle and sheep were represented 
by teeth, cranium and scapulae. Sheep were also represented by 
ribs and long-bone fragments.

A final layer, containing the significant parts of three vessels, 
extended to the east and also sealed a further feature. This 
second feature was an elongated ‘pit’, which led from the first, 
0.80m long, 0.25m wide and 0.10m deep. The morphology of 
this feature is indicative of a flue-type arrangement, though the 
amount of charcoal/burnt material recovered was minimal and 
there was little or no suggestion of in situ burning.

In the field and during the assessment stage it was 
suggested that, because of the associated linear ‘flue’-type 
feature and the large amount of pottery present, this feature 
was a kiln. This pottery totalled 39.9kg and the 7119 sherds 
are almost entirely grog-tempered. Only a scatter of bead-

Fig 7.9 Plans and section of feature G361

39.51mOD
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rim sherds are present; most of the rims are plain everted-
rim necked jars (Fig 7.11, no 49) with the typically Kentish 
tendency towards upright rims (Thompson 1982, 89), large 
storage jars and everted-rim jars with rippled shoulders 
(Thompson form B2–1), and round-shouldered jars with an 
inset below a slightly everted rim. At least 20 estimated vessel 
equivalents (EVEs) are present. While the prominent forms 
in this assemblage have a broad 1st-century BC to 1st-century 
AD date, the round-shouldered necked jars with everted rim, a 
form common in east Kent, are noted as having ‘a strong post-
Conquest bias’ (Thompson 1982, 239). The pit also contained 
0.3kg of Romanised material, mostly shattered finewares, 
which further points to a post-Conquest date, although it is 
unclear if the Romanised material is strictly contemporary with 
the grog-tempered vessels.

Pottery production
Charlotte Thompson

The low-lying location of Brisley Farm on the Weald Clay beds, 
where there were sources of wood nearby and where water was 
fairly easily accessible from the deeper pits and ditches in the 
summer and probably from all open features in the winter, 
would make it a good setting for pottery production. The 
initial interpretation of feature G361 as a kiln raises a number 
of questions, however.

In the assessment a lack of wasters (vessels that for a variety 
of reasons do not survive the firing) was noted and seen as 
evidence against the feature being a kiln. As temperatures up 

to 1050°C can be reached in updraft flue kilns such as early 
Roman samian kilns (Roberts 1997, 191), a common feature 
of Roman and post-Roman pottery production sites is the 
presence of warped rims or of vessels that had melted and fused 
together since these were usually discarded nearby. However, 
pre-Roman pottery was almost certainly fired in bonfire or 
clamp kilns (a bonfire with turf on top), which leave little if 
any trace on the archaeological record. Ethnographic evidence 
shows that bonfire/clamp firings reach temperatures of 300–
900°C (Kingery 1997, 15, fig 3), which is not high enough for 
the silica to melt and warp vessels (the temperature required for 
this is estimated to be c 1000°C). It is probable that as grog was 
the primary temper, wasters would simply have been recycled as 
temper for new vessels.

Certainly the pottery in pit G361 is not noticeably 
different from other groups from the excavation – there is a 
mix of reduced and oxidised sherds, and some vessels are a mix 
of both, indicative of patchy firing. Some sherds are highly 
abraded, which may be due to soil conditions, or may be 
indicative of underfiring. A number of sherds had carbonised 
residue on the interior and on the shoulder, a pattern suggestive 
of use prior to deposition rather than being related to firing.

Moreover, the feature was itself not convincing as a kiln. 
It was c 0.50m deep with a shallow channel on one side (Fig 
7.9). Certainly there are some examples of possible Late Iron 
Age kiln structures, as opposed to bonfire/clamp firing (see 
Thompson 1982, 23–5), but the more convincing examples 
have been found with fire bars to prop up the vessels (Jones 
& Rodwell 1973). Even if the Brisley Farm structure was a 
surprisingly deep kiln, it is hard to see how the vessels would 
be fired with no platform towards the bottom to allow the heat 
to be carried, especially as the ‘flue’ was a shallow scoop on 
the surface (see Swan 1984, fig III and Seeley & Drummond-
Murray 2005, 12–21 for Roman examples).

The quantities of handmade grog-tempered vessels at the 
site suggest that the source for the production of these was 
probably not that far away, but on balance, it is unlikely that 
this was a kiln producing such material.

RECTANGULAR FIELD SYSTEM OA83, OA84, 
OA86 AND OA88
In the early Roman period, a series of ditches was imposed 
across Area 3 (Fig 7.12). Pivotal to this ditch system was the 
cutting and recutting of an extension to the ‘spinal ditch’, 
elements of which originated in period 4, phase 2.

Fig 7.10 Photograph of feature G361

Fig 7.11 Pottery vessel no 49 from feature G361
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Spinal ditch G148/G149
North–south-aligned ‘spinal’ ditch G148/G149 was the 
largest excavated during the work at Brisley Farm. It was a 
continuation of ditch G172, which was cut in the previous 
period (and almost certainly still served as a boundary into this 
one), and seems to have replaced ditch G235, which formally 
partially formed a north–south boundary.

Typically the feature was 1.0m wide and 0.80m deep but 
in places it was as much as 1.90m wide and 1.40m deep (Fig 
7.13). When allowance is made for the degree of truncation it 
can be seen that this would have been a substantial boundary. 
The multiple fills generally indicated natural silting and there 
was some, albeit inconclusive, evidence of slumping from the 
north-west side, which may indicate the location of the bank.

The most plausible interpretation sees the cutting of this 
ditch as joining up the earlier period 4, phase 2 ditches G172 
and G263. These ditches probably still existed in some form as 
a boundary, although mostly infilled by this period.

A large assemblage weighing nearly 5kg was recovered 
from this ditch. It is dominated by grog- and sand-tempered 
sherds, mostly from bead-rim jars and everted-rim storage 
jars (Fig 7.15). The sand-tempered sherds, along with the 

occasional flint-tempered sherd, suggest Late Iron Age activity, 
and it is possible that the ditch may have earlier origins than 
is suggested here. However, the moderate amount of oxidised 
sherds in a Romanised fabric indicates that the boundary 
was infilling in period 5, phases 2–3. This mix of fabrics is 
not surprising and has been noted during the Brisley Farm 
and other excavations in the Ashford area (see Chapter 10.5). 
A few emmer/spelt grains and chaff fragments, along with 
unidentifiable cereal grains, were recovered from the sample. 
This material is likely to have represented general burnt 
domestic waste.

Enclosure OA83
From this spinal ditch (G148/G149) four further ditches 
were dug at right angles, extending eastwards. These features 
formed three rectangular enclosures, OA83, OA84 and OA86 
(Fig 7.12).

Enclosure OA83 measured 42 × 35m and encompassed the 
northern half of the earlier circular space OA64 (see below). 
The eastern ditch of this enclosure G156, measuring 0.55m in 
depth, produced a few pieces of grog-tempered pottery, several 
unidentifiable fragments of animal bone and one cattle-size 

Fig 7.12 Plan of rectangular field 
system OA83, OA84, OA86 and OA88
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pelvis fragment. This ditch, which was only partially exposed, 
may have extended towards the south/south-east and formed a 
closing boundary to the system.

Several internal features were present: G364 and G363 (Fig 
7.16). One feature in pit group G364 contained just under 1kg 
of pottery. Although dominated by grog-tempered sherds, two 
highly fractured wheelmade Roman vessels were found in the 
top fill of the feature. One is made from a very fine micaceous 
fabric with a buff exterior and grey core, the other is a fine sandy 
fabric. Both the vessels have walls that are less than 2mm thick, 
which in part accounts for them shattering. Because of the 
state of the vessels it is hard to be sure of the form, but it seems 
likely that they were beakers. Parts of a possible flagon were 
also recovered from the fill along with 24 fragments of calcified 
animal bone, 22 of them unidentifiable. Identifiable fragments 
were the distal end of a left pig scapula and a sheep-size rib.

Desecration and reverence? The continued use of 
circular space OA64
Of particular significance was the boundary ditch between 
enclosures OA83 and OA84 (Fig 7.16). This ditch (G438) 
was large, up to 1.70m wide and 0.70m deep in places. It had 

a single fill, which produced just under 1kg of mostly grog-
tempered sherds. Forms present include Late Iron Age-style 
necked jars and vessels with grooves on the shoulder. However, 
a small quantity of La Graufesenque samian and pieces from a 
Canterbury greyware lid suggest that there was also some activity 
and infilling of the ditch in the late 1st–2nd century AD.

This ditch bisected the period 4, phase 2b circular 
space OA64. It also appeared to stop just before the possible 
central feature G600, before restarting shortly afterwards. 

Fig 7.13 Section of ditch G148/G149

Fig 7.14 Photograph of ditch G148/G149

Fig 7.15 Photograph of in situ pottery in ditch G148/G149 and storage jar 
no 50 from G149
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Further east, the ditch terminated, resuming after 6.0m 
(G273) and thus creating an entrance. A large amount (1.3kg) 
of pottery was recovered from ditch G273. The assemblage 
includes handmade grog-tempered jars, but also present are 
pieces of a wheelmade necked jar, possibly from the Upchurch/
Thameside kilns, and a bowl, also from the same kilns 
(Monaghan 1987, form 4F2–3) and located in the terminal 
segment. All the material is in a poor condition. This perhaps 
suggests a deliberate slighting or desecration of the circular 
space whilst still respecting the central feature.

If this interpretation is correct it reveals interesting aspects 
of the interplay between the old traditions and the landscape 
in the Roman period. It is impossible to tell whether the 

postulated tree (G600; period 4, phase 2), which may have 
created the central feature, was still standing when the bisecting 
ditch was dug or whether it had been removed and its former 
position still regarded with some reverence.

Two groups of features, G364 (OA83) and G614 (OA84), 
which were infilled in this period, seemed to have been placed 
on the previously proscribed arc of circular space OA64. None 
of them were obviously funerary-related although they did 
contain deposits of Romanised pottery. Pit G614 was a square 
pit in enclosure OA84 that contained part of a grog-tempered 
bead-rim jar, along with just under 100g of oxidised sherds 
from a wheelmade flagon.

Fig 7.16 Plan showing location of ditch G438, circular space OA64 and central feature G600
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Enclosures OA84, OA86 and OA88
These further, roughly rectangular enclosures measured 38 × 
44m (OA83), 29 × 38m (OA86) and 13 × 20m (OA88) as 
exposed (Fig 7.17).

The most interesting aspect of these enclosures is again the 
imposition of the Roman system on the earlier Iron Age land 
use. East–west-aligned ditch G264 was substantial, typically 
1.90m wide and 0.90m deep. The fills were mostly indicative of 
natural silting with some evidence of slumping from the north, 
perhaps suggesting a bank on this side. Most of the pottery 
from the ditch is grog-tempered, but the assemblage includes 
the base of a wheelmade vessel. It is made from a fine grey 
micaceous fabric (possibly an Upchurch/Thameside product) 
and is likely to be a beaker of post-Conquest date.

This ditch extended from the spinal ditch and defined 
two enclosures, OA84 and OA86 (Fig 7.17). It was located 
between ST17 and ST18 (period 4, phase 2), which may 
suggest the continuation of a division that existed in the earlier 
period but was not formalised or archaeologically visible, 

or perhaps the separation of a formerly single complex. The 
extent to which these Late Iron Age complexes existed into 
the Roman period is unclear, although the lack of Romanised 
pottery suggests that the cut features associated with them had 
been infilled by this time.

The southern boundary of enclosure OA86 was formed 
by single-filled ditch G262. Again, this ditch was fairly 
substantial, measuring 1.87m in width and 0.40–0.85m in 
depth. Most of the pottery recovered from it is grog-tempered, 
but the assemblage also includes the base of a wheelmade 
vessel. Made from a fine grey micaceous fabric this may be an 
Upchurch/Thameside product and is likely to be a beaker.

Enclosure OA87
This space was formed by the ditches G150 and G238, 
which were recuts of ditch G263 (period 4, phase 2c), part of 
trackway TD10 (Fig 7.12). Although there is some uncertainty 
about the sequence of the development of this series of ditches, 
the interpretation given here is the best spatial fit.

Ditch G150 was V-shaped and typically 
1.50m wide and 0.70m deep. Ditch G238 was 
similar in size and profile. It had three clay silt 
fills and contained a cattle mandibular hinge and 
several unidentifiable fragments of animal bone. 
This ditch clearly cut ditch G263 (period 4, phase 
2c). The space created was broadly the same shape 
as the earlier sequence of enclosures but did not 
show any evidence of continuing occupation in 
what was formerly the major domestic focus in the 
Late Iron Age.

There is circumstantial evidence for the 
continuation of the rectangular field system to the 
south-east. The evaluation of Area 9 picked up a 
sequence of ditches that seemed to be on the same 
alignment as this pattern.

AREA 1
Nine irregular features were excavated in Area 1 
(Fig 7.18). These features (G336, G337, G338, 
G339 and G340) included two fairly definite 
postholes (G338), an irregular group of pits or 
spread (G337), which contained burnt material 
and some evidence of in situ burning, and two 
further small pit groups (G339 and G340). They 
produced a scatter of pottery dating to the 1st 
century AD, including Romanised forms. Beyond Fig 7.17 Detailed plan of OA84, OA86 and OA88, showing ditch G264
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the recognition that there is activity in Area 1 in this period, 
there is little that they add to the overall understanding of the 
early Roman land use.

Also excavated was an unusual pit (for the site at least) 
(G621, Fig 7.19). This feature was subcircular (with a maximum 
length of 1.20m). It was 0.28m deep and contained three fills 
all with large quantities of burnt flint, burnt clay and charcoal. 
There was some evidence of in situ burning. Its phasing is 
problematic – there was no dating evidence other than burnt 
flint and it is just as likely that it is of prehistoric as of Roman 

origin. It has been phased to this period purely because there is a 
cluster of period 5, phase 1 features in the vicinity.

SCHOOL SITE: A DITCHED TRACKWAY, FIELDS 
AND CREMATION BURIAL
Several features dating to the early Roman period were found 
at the School site excavations (Fig 7.20). These represent the 
remnant of a field system, probably a continuation of that 
found in the excavations further east in Areas 3–4, a cremation 
burial and, most significantly for the wider understanding of 
the Roman landscape, a ditched trackway.

Track/Droveway 20
Track/Droveway 20 (TD20) was formed by a series of 
interrupted elongated linear features, orientated north-west to 
south-east, situated in two parallel alignments (Fig 7.20). These 
features measured 1.0–2.0m in width by 0.50–0.18m in depth. 
The interrupted ditches perhaps suggest openings from TD20 
out into contemporary field systems. The trackway appears to 
be aligned with the axial space OA79 in Areas 3–4.

The ceramic dating evidence from the ditches was generally 
sparse and ranged from 50 BC to AD 120 in date, but two 

Fig 7.18 Plan of period 5, phase 1 features (Area 1)

Fig 7.19 Photograph of feature G621
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vessels, probably deliberately placed and found on the base of 
two of the ditches, are more closely dated. One of them, from 
ditch G663, is a grog-tempered handled jug or flagon and it 
seems unlikely that this vessel dates much beyond AD 60–70. 
The other, part of a beaker dated AD 40–100, was recovered 
from ditch G661. If these vessels are treated as a contemporary 
group, a deposition date of c AD 40–60/70 seems most 
probable. It is impossible to be sure whether these vessels were 
placed as part of a closing ritual (therefore suggesting that 
elements of these ditches were going out of use towards the end 
of the 1st century) or not. It is likely that trackway existed in 
some form into the 2nd century AD as it appears to be directly 
associated with track TD14 (period 5, phase 2), discussed 
below. For example, even if the ditches were not themselves 
maintained it may have remained as a hedged space.

Field system OA175, OA176 and OA177
TD20 was part of a system of ditches defining Open Areas 
175–177 (Fig 7.20), associated with the wider pattern of fields 
exposed in Areas 3 and 4.

Ditch G648, the main element of this system, was fairly 
substantial, measuring up to 1.10m wide and 0.39m deep. 
Dating evidence recovered from its single fill was poor, but 
some small pieces of pottery with a date range of 50 BC – AD 
120 were present. A further ditch (G668) was of a similar 
size and also contained several pieces of pottery of a similar 
date. This feature appeared to respect the line of the ditched 
trackway, TD20. Some short, probably truncated, gully 
sections (G654, G669 and G673) possibly represent the 
remnants of field subdivisions but it is difficult to be sure.

Other than the cremation burial described below, only a 
single feature was found within these fields. This feature, pit 
G674, produced just two sherds of pottery, which were dated 
between 50 BC and AD 120. Its function is unknown.

Cremation burial and related features, G671
Three small pits (G671) may all have been cremation burials or 
memorials (Fig 7.20).

The most convincing element in this group was a small 
circular pit (L[545]), 0.30m in diameter and 0.10m deep. It 
was filled by dark greyish-black silty clay, which contained 
frequent charcoal fragments and small fragments of burnt bone. 
A small group of grog-tempered pottery sherds was recovered, 
probably derived from a single vessel, dated 50 BC – AD 120, 
although the pottery is thought unlikely to have come from 
the earliest part of this range. Most of the cremated bone was 
unidentifiable, but probable fragments of human cranium were 

present. The wood charcoal recovered consisted predominantly 
of heavily concreted fragments although distorted and vitrified 
fragments were also common. Preservation was particularly 
poor but several pieces of oak (Quercus sp) were identified. 
Three possible peas/beans (Pisum sativum/Vicia sp) were the 
only macrobotanical remains recorded and these were also 
poorly preserved. This feature is thought to represent the 
remains of a cremation burial. The sparse quantity of bone 
and the incomplete nature of the vessel may indicate that the 
burial constituted a redeposited token quantity of pyre debris, 
following the main cremation rite.

Two nearby pits (L[554] and L[558]) both contained 
charcoal but no datable artefacts were obtained from either 
of these features. However, given their proximity to the 
cremation burial and the charcoal within their fills, it is 
possible that they are related to the cremation process, perhaps 
representing token memorials from which the cremated bone 
has degraded entirely.

7.3  PERIOD 5, PHASE 2  
(AD 80–120/150)

FORMALISATION OF THE AXIAL TRACKWAY
The second phase of activity in the Roman period saw the 
formalisation of the linear space OA79 (Fig 7.2), which had 
been developing since period 4, phase 2 (see above, Chapter 
7.2). Two parallel ditches were cut, 4.70m apart, forming an 
east–west-aligned track (TD14, Fig 7.21). It is unclear where 
the banks would have lain. The northern ditch (G282/G272) 
turned and terminated just short of the earlier period 5, phase 1 
ditch (G265) that formed part of the square enclosure OA77 in 
front of the two barrows. This suggests that the southern ditch 
of this enclosure (G280) may have been infilled and out of use 
by this time, replaced by the trackway flanking ditch (G282/
G272). This, the northernmost of the formalised trackway 
ditches, was fairly insubstantial (0.70m wide and 0.27m 
deep) and irregular, with a V-shaped profile. Grog-tempered 
sherds were recovered along with a piece of wheelmade black-
burnished ware 2, dated c AD 120–250, and a burnt and 
completely reduced Roman brick. Ditch G282 cut the period 
5, phase 2 ditch G249.

Pit G399 was located at the corner of ditch G272, in 
the space between it and the period 4, phase 2 ditch G249. 
Possibly this was a deliberate placement between the new and 
old boundaries, suggesting that the location of the previous 
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ditch was visible or known. A very small group of sherds 
came from this pit, including a small piece of oxidised Roman 
pottery, possibly dated to the 1st or 2nd century AD.

The southern flanking ditch (G276/G278) was of similar 
dimensions to the northern (c 1.0m wide and 0.40m deep). It 
had a V-shaped profile and fills suggestive of natural silting. A 

fairly large group of pottery, weighing 1.7kg, was recovered. 
Mixed in with the grog-tempered sherds are small pieces of La 
Graufesenque and central Gaulish samian, as well as sherds 
of Upchurch/Thameside reduced and oxidised vessels, which 
suggest a date into the early 2nd century.

Fig 7.21 Plan of period 5, phase 2 features (Areas 3–4)
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LAND USE TO THE SOUTH OF THE TRACKWAY
It is probable that the rectangular enclosures formalised in 
period 5, phase 1 were still visible and possibly in use into 
this period though there is no clear dating evidence. There 
is evidence, however, of the continued sacred context of the 
vicinity of the former circular space OA64 in the form of a pit 
containing Romanised pottery (G370). There was also some 
limited evidence of cremated/calcined bone, which might 
suggest that this was a funerary feature.

Enclosure OA90: cremation burials
Two pits were cut along the western boundary of the fields at 
this time, G612 (Figs 7.21 and 7.22). The northernmost of 
these features (E[3135]) was extremely shallow but did produce 
some interesting artefacts, including coarse, handmade, grog-
tempered sherds alongside a piece of moulded fineware, so 
abraded that no surface treatment remains. However, the 
palmette motif is similar to examples on mould-decorated 
central Gaulish glazed ware (Greene 1978, fig 3.7 no 2) and 
the fabric is not dissimilar. In addition, the pit contained 
sherds from a central Gaulish samian Dragendorff form 33 
cup, again in very poor condition with surfaces missing, and a 
grog-tempered neck sherd with corrugated/rippled decoration. 
Also recovered was 893g of cremated human bone, which has 
been identified as belonging to a female aged 30–35 years with 
evidence of osteoarthritis.

Just to the south of this feature was a small pit (E[2628]). 
The cremated remains (33.4g) of an adult female were 

identified and a few fragments of cattle teeth. A Romanised 
vessel was also present, likely to be a product of the Upchurch/
Thameside kilns, along with part of a probable grog-tempered 
platter. Interestingly, there was no charcoal in the fill, 
suggesting that the bone had been carefully picked from the 
funerary pyre and placed along with the pottery in this pit.

About 35m to the south of this feature was a further pit 
(G613, Fig 7.21), which contained 1.3g of cremated human 
bone and a fragment of unburnt bone from an adult. The 
cremated and unburnt bone may derive from two different 
sources, which suggests a mix of burial strategies during this 
period, although they could represent a single individual whose 
body was only partially cremated (see Chapter 10.16). The 
large assemblage of pottery, weighing nearly 3kg, recovered 
from this pit contains a mixture of grog-tempered pottery 
and Romanised sherds. Nearly three-quarters of the pottery 
is from grog-tempered vessels such as bead-rim and everted-
rim jars. The Romanised fabrics include a small quantity 
of imported material such as La Graufesenque samian and 
Baetican amphora sherds, along with regional products such as 
Upchurch/Thameside reduced ware, dating to the 1st and 2nd 
century AD.

THE CREMATION CEMETERY
In excavation Area 2b, 175m to the south-east, was a further 
spread of cremation burials (G448, Fig 7.23). These burials 
have been assigned to period 5, phase 2 on the basis a C14 
radiocarbon date on cremated bone from one of the features. 
Pottery from urned cremation C[1016] could be of 1st- or 
2nd-century date. It could be, however, that some was of 
earlier, Late Iron Age date.

Eight pits contained cremated human bone. These small, 
subcircular pits were typically 0.30 × 0.40m in plan with 
maximum depths of about 0.10m and had charcoal-rich fills. 
Several had an upper silty fill, suggesting an initial placement 
of pyre material then infilling with soil. All these cremation 
burials were un-urned apart from one (C[1016]). This feature 
contained a fragmentary but mostly complete vessel (Fig 7.24). 
It is a handmade, grog-tempered vessel and is most likely to 
be Thompson (1982) form B2–3, a tall jar with an everted 
rim and a rippled neck. The body of the vessel is decorated 
with horizontal grooves. It is in a very poor condition and was 
probably burnt since the clay is very dark grey and cracking. 
Where the exterior surface has not worn away a thin layer of 
very oxidised clay remains, suggesting that it may have been 
placed on the funerary pyre before being redeposited in the Fig 7.22 Detailed plan showing cremation burials G612 (Area 4)
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burial pit. Thompson notes that this form is fairly standard for 
early burials without Gallo-Belgic influence (1982, 127).

Cremated bone from C[1011] was submitted for 
radiocarbon dating, which returned a measurement of 1795±35 
BP (SUERC-27558, cal AD 120–340).

The cremated bone recovered from these features ranged in 
weight from 0.1g to 78.7g. The bone from four of the features 
was identified as being from adults/subadults, one possibly female. 
Several of the cremation burials were associated with charcoal-rich 
deposits. Pit C[1012] contained the remains of wide roundwood 
or poles of oak (Quercus sp), probably in excess of 140mm in 
diameter, from moderate to fast-grown trees, as did pit C[1010] 
although twiggy oak was also present. A higher proportion of 
narrow roundwood was present in cremation burial C[1035] 
and included some fairly fast-grown wood such as alder (Alnus 
glutinosa). The large volume of charcoal from the fill of cremation 
burial C[1039], although very degraded, appeared to consist 
entirely of oak (Quercus sp) largewood. Wide, fast-grown oak 

(Quercus sp) roundwood was also dominant in the urned cremation 
burial C[1016], although small amounts of hazel (Corylus avellana) 
and the hawthorn/Sorbus group (Pomoideae) were also present.

Fig 7.23 Plan of cremation cemetery G448 (Area 2b)

Fig 7.24 Photograph of urned cremation C[1016]
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Five of the cremation burial pits contained iron nails: 
C[1003] (4 nails), C[1013] (15 nails), C[1035] (4 nails), 
C[1011] (6 nails) and C[1017] (10 nails). All the nails 
appeared to be Manning type 1 (Manning 1972). Some of the 
nails from pits C[1017] and C[1011] had adherent carbonised 
material, including bone. It is probable that these nails derived 

from structural timber reused in the pyre, something that has 
been identified in other Romano-British cremation cemeteries, 
for example Westhampnett (Montague 1997, 106–7).

It is possible that this cremation cemetery represents 
natural expansion of the burial ground associated with the 
circular space OA64. It is potentially a roadside burial ground, 

Fig 7.25 Plan of the period 5, phase 3 features (Areas 3–4)
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if the projected line of the Roman road from Westhawk Farm 
to Brisley Farm is correct (see Fig 7.30).

There were several further pits that showed evidence of 
in situ burning and a consistent morphology. It was suspected 
that these may have represented pyre bases, but radiocarbon 
dating on charcoal from one of the examples returned a date of 
950±40BP (Beta-171102, cal AD 1010–1180) and it is likely 
that they were part of a spread of similar Saxo-Norman features 
scattered across the Brisley Farm landscape.

7.4  PERIOD 5, PHASE 3 (UNDATED): 
RECUTTING AND FORMALISATION 
OF THE AXIAL TRACKWAY

Although there are no closely datable artefacts from this last 
Roman phase, the archaeological remains are stratigraphically 
the latest. Having said this, the small amount of pottery 
recovered is dominated by grog-tempered wares, which suggests 
that phase 3 followed on in quick succession from phase 2 and 
there is very little evidence for activity dated later than AD 150 
(see Chapter 10.6).

In this phase, the main east–west trackway TD14 was 
redefined by some recutting of the flanking ditches towards the 
east to create TD15 (Fig 7.25). These narrow (c 0.35m) and 
fairly shallow (c 0.20m) gullies (G271 and G283) contained just 
over 0.5kg of grog-tempered sherds from bead-rim and everted-
rim jars. Gully G283 cut ditch G278 (period 5, phase 2).

The land to the north and west of BC1 and BC2 was 
subdivided by two ditches (G355/G356 and G357, Fig 7.25), 
presumably into fields OA91–OA93. Ditch G355 was 0.60m 
wide and up to 0.35m deep with a broad U-shaped profile. 
Ditch G357 was slightly smaller, 0.30m wide and 0.20m deep, 
with a steep, V-shaped profile. Despite these differences, it 
appears that they were part of the same ditch system. Ditch 
G355 was aligned north–south and respected the western ditch 
of former enclosure OA77. Following this fairly minimal period 
of activity, the site was abandoned, or activities took place that 
left no archaeological trace. It was not until the Saxon and early 
medieval period that it was occupied once again.

AREA 1
There was some evidence of activity in Area 1, mainly from a 
moderate quantity of Romanised pottery recovered from the 
subsoil/interface to the natural during trowelling of the site.

Probably associated with this was G424, a linear spread 
of fill. Excavation suggested that this was probably an infilled 
natural depression rather than a cut feature. This area of the site 
was very waterlogged and it is possible that this linear feature 
was caused by water run-off in the Roman period. The fill did, 
however, contain a small amount of animal bone. Cattle and 
sheep were represented by teeth and long-bone fragments and 
cattle also by fragments of phalanges and calcaneous.

Several other amorphous but possibly deliberately cut 
features (G333 and G342) were present in this vicinity and 
contained a small amount of sherds dating to the 2nd century 
AD. Their function is unclear, but it is not thought that they 
represent a major focus of activity.

7.5  ARTEFACT DISTRIBUTION PLOTS

Distribution plots were completed for the following artefact 
classes: pottery, burnt clay, human bone and animal bone.

POTTERY DISTRIBUTION
The pottery distribution is shown by weight (Fig 7.26). The 
distribution of all pottery across the site shows three clear 
concentrations: in front of burial BC2; the intersection of 
ditches between enclosures OA85 and OA87; and pit G361. 
The distribution of finewares only is revealing (Fig 7.26), 
even though relatively small quantities were recovered. The 
concentration of these wares appears to be centred on the 
entrances to enclosures (notably OA80–OA81 and OA77) with 
a fairly sparse scatter across the rest of the site. It is probably no 
coincidence that these enclosures bordered the main east–west 
trackway (OA79 in period 5, phase 1; TD 14 in period 5, 
phase 2; TD15 in period 5, phase 3).

ANIMAL BONE
The animal bone distribution is shown by number of fragments 
in 50-piece intervals (Fig 7.26). The distribution of animal bone 
appears closely related to the distribution of burnt clay (Fig 
7.27). There was a noticeable concentration in front of the two 
warrior burials (ditch G434). Cattle dominated the identifiable 
material and was especially marked in front of warrior burial 
BC2. There was nevertheless a substantial quantity of sheep 
remains from this ditch and an instance of pig. It has been noted 
previously that it is rare to find the three animal groups together.

CHAPTER 7  ROMAN (PERIOD 5, PHASES 1–3; AD 50–200)
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HUMAN BONE
In contrast to the previous period, there was very little human 
bone (unburnt or cremated) recovered from Areas 3–4. There 
were only two instances, both cremation burials and both 
found in enclosure OA90 (Fig 7.27).

BURNT CLAY
The distribution plots show a marked concentration of burnt 
clay in the enclosure ditches, particularly the linking ditch 
G434 in front of the two warrior burials. This burnt clay was 
also found in association with pottery and burnt animal bone. 
There was another notable density in the western ditch forming 
enclosure OA77, although it was not, in this case, associated 

Fig 7.26 Distribution plots of pottery and animal bone, period 5, phases 1–3 (Areas 3–4)
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with pottery and animal bone. Other than these examples, 
there was an even but sparse distribution of burnt clay across 
the site, with a slight concentration around the entrances to 
enclosures OA80 and OA81. There were no identifiable clay 
objects present.

7.6  DISCUSSION

Archaeological activity in the Roman period was concentrated 
in Areas 3–4. There is no evidence for Roman occupation from 
the other excavation areas near the base of Colemans’ Kitchens 
Wood, although it is possible that some boundaries were still 
functioning. There is some minimal evidence from Area 1, but 
this is not indicative of anything other than intermittent and 
low-level activity.

It is probably not coincidental that the Roman focus of 
occupation was centred largely where the densest pattern of 
Late Iron Age remains were found, with a clear interrelation 
between earlier and later land use. There was, though, a change 
of emphasis. Whereas the remains from 150/100 BC – AD 
50 suggest a landscape of sacred and funerary areas closely 
integrated with settlement, the Roman evidence reveals that 
the area was visited occasionally but not permanently occupied. 

This is reflected in the very small quantities of well-stratified 
Roman ceramic building material recovered, suggesting that 
there was little or no structural or industrial activity (see 
Chapter 10.9). There are four fairly well-defined aspects of this 
land use. The first is probably the most interesting: the creation 
of a formal space that became the focus of veneration or hero 
worship of the two warrior burials. Second, the area was visited 
on a couple of occasions, perhaps more, to inter cremation 
burials, and there is further evidence of features placed in the 
vicinity of the circular space. The third element is the division 
of the land into formal enclosures or paddocks that at once 
respected and slighted that which went before. Last is the 
definition of the east–west-aligned space, which had developed 
since the earlier Late Iron Age and which may have been an 
annexe to the wider formalisation of the Roman road junction 
revealed at Westhawk Farm.

ARTEFACT DISTRIBUTION
The artefact distribution across the site demonstrates a fairly 
sparse occupation, particularly in comparison to the Late 
Iron Age (period 4, phase 2) remains. This general scarcity of 
material emphasises the concentration of finds in the ditches 
of enclosure OA77, particularly in front of burial BC2 and the 
entrance to enclosures OA80–OA81.

Fig 7.27 Distribution plots of burnt clay and human bone, period 5, phases 1–3 (Areas 3–4)
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METALWORKING
One difference between Iron Age and Roman activity is the 
increase in metalworking evidence. Although no features 
associated with metal production were identified, there was 
good evidence that iron smelting took place, with 2kg of tap 
slag recovered (see Chapter 10.14). The composition of this 
slag is consistent with examples recovered from the excavations 
at Westhawk Farm and Hawkinge. There was also a small 
amount of smithing waste recovered, suggesting metalworking 
took place, at least to a limited degree.

SACRAL FOCUS
The construction of enclosure OA77 at the end of the Iron 
Age–early Roman period is at once revealing and enigmatic. It 
shows that the sacred/funerary landscape continued to be used 
and was formalised with respect to the two barrows, and gives 

an indication as to how the landscape functioned and some of 
the social processes that underpinned it.

The enclosure was dug, it is assumed, as a single entity 
(apart from ditch G259, which was probably already extant and 
infilling in this period). It was therefore deliberately laid out so 
as to cut through the southern barrow ditches of the two burials. 
This sets the barrow mounds and the inhumations outside the 
new enclosed space OA77, suggesting that the nature of this 
space and the meaning applied to it had changed.

Previously, Burial Complex 2 (BC2) lay well within 
defined enclosed space OA152. The barrow ditch of Burial 
Complex 1 (BC1) was later placed into the entrance of this 
space whilst the inhumation itself lay within the enclosure. 
This revealed possible concerns with liminality and with the 
process of change from living to dead, to burial. It was also 
suggested that certain buildings (structures ST12 and ST13) 
may have been connected with the burial process, perhaps as 

shrines to the deceased or the 
relevant deity but more likely 
as mortuary buildings.

The focus of enclosure 
OA77 was on the earlier 
BC2 with the later (and 
potentially contemporary 
with OA77) BC1 relegated 
to the corner position (Fig 
7.28). This appears strange 
and asymmetric to us, though 
the relevance of such concerns 
to the population involved 
cannot be known. Perhaps, 
though, this unusual layout 
could be seen in terms of 
validating the more recent 
burial and the group that 
buried him by association with 
the earlier. Possibly, the linking 
ditch G434 is a physical 
expression of this intention.

Within OA77, the 
internal ditch G268, which 
could have bedded a screen or 
façade, may have deliberately 
subdivided the enclosure. 
Interestingly, though perhaps 
coincidentally, it was on a 
similar axis and alignment Fig 7.28 Interpretative plan showing how enclosure OA77 may have been used

ditch location 
focuses back on 
BC2, but allows 
marginal inclusion of 
BC1

OA77

G268
plank screen

BC2

BC1

entrance

ritual casting of objects 
as entering/leaving 
entrance

votive depositions

sacral/votive focus

social separation?

liminal/transitional area

long-established
sacred/‘dead’ area

0 5m



205

to the post screen from period 4, phase 2c and may have 
had a similar function. For example, such a divide may have 
separated the protagonists from the viewers during ceremonies 
that produced the ‘ritual consumption’ deposits in ditch G434. 
Perhaps this equates to bereaved and ‘casual’ mourners or 
the ‘public’ and the religious specialists who carried out such 
mortuary or venerative rites.

If it is assumed that the barrows would have been located 
in a ‘dead’ or sacred/funerary zone and that this meaning 
continues into the Romano-British period then the new 
enclosure OA77 seems different. It may be that it represented 
a transitional space between the living and the dead, 

suggested by the inclusion of the two barrow ditches in its 
boundary. Certainly, there were no further burials (cremations 
or inhumations) placed in this space yet it was clearly still 
actively used in other ways.

Depositional trends associated with enclosure OA77
Two aspects to this use can be inferred from the surviving 
remains. The composition of the series of deposits in ditch 
G434 and, to a lesser extent, the other enclosure ditches show 
a degree of repeated patterning: sheep jaws, burnt clay and 
pottery (Fig 7.29).

Fig 7.29 Distribution plots of pottery, burnt clay and animal bone in relation to enclosure OA77

CHAPTER 7  ROMAN (PERIOD 5, PHASES 1–3; AD 50–200)



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

206

There was a clear concentration of pottery in the terminal 
of ditch G249, including finewares. It is likely that such 
deposits were also made in the previous period when the ditch 
was originally cut and probably sporadically cleaned out, 
which would account for the mix of fabric types. There may 
be a difference in intention in the deposition of artefacts in the 
entrance ditch and the ones made in the ‘linking’ enclosure 
ditch. Perhaps the ones made near the entrance were the 
product of people gathering outside the entrance to the sacred 
space, casting sherds into the ditch terminal as they entered 
or exited. This is paralleled in the present day where, in many 
religions, the doorway or threshold is extremely significant and 
marks the transition from secular to sacred space (Gilliat-Ray 
2005, 364–5). As such, there may be associated rituals – for 
example, the removal of shoes or the covering of hair – that 
take place at the entrance.

The deposits made in the linking ditch were different, with 
a bias towards animal bone, in particular skulls and jaws. They 
were mainly concentrated in the upper fill of the ditch within 
a matrix rich in charcoal and burnt clay. It is highly probable 
that these artefacts were deliberately placed (thrown is probably 
more accurate) into this ditch and that they represent an 
element of ritual consumption.

The key question is whether the ceremonies of which 
these structured deposits formed a part were a veneration rite 
associated directly with the past and with the warrior burials or 
whether they were part of a different set of beliefs that utilised 
aspects of the past landscape as markers or for validation. 
Hamilton has recently suggested that the enigmatic veneration 
of the burials at Brisley Farm suggests that the ‘warriors’ may 
have had, or accrued, a cult status (2007, 90).

Sacred square enclosures
It was mentioned in the previous chapter that the square 
barrow ditches associated with the two burials may have been 
representations of the square form used for the majority of Iron 
Age shrines (Hamilton 2007, 90–91) – for example, Danebury, 
Hampshire (Cunliffe 2005, 563–5), Heathrow, Middlesex 
(Grimes and Close-Brooks 1993) and Lancing Down, Sussex 
(Bedwin 1981, 37–64). Many places identified as shrines, such 
as Hayling Island, Hampshire (Downey et al 1980, 209–301) 
and Little Paxton Quarry, Cambridgeshire (Jones 2001, 7–9), 
were also bounded by large square-ditched enclosures.

The extensive Iron Age cremation cemetery excavated at 
King Harry Lane, St Albans (Stead & Rigby 1989, 80–86), 
provides a further interesting parallel. One of its main features 
was the use of square-ditched enclosures to surround groups of 

burials (ibid, 80 and plan, 85). These groups often comprised a 
central prominent burial with apparently less important graves 
located around it within the square enclosure. This cemetery 
appears to have had its main use from around AD 1 to AD 60 
and it is notable that the two warrior burials from Brisley Farm 
fall within this date range (ibid, 84). Although there are clearly 
differences between the King Harry Lane and Brisley Farm 
examples there does appear to be the same broad association 
between square-ditched enclosures and significant burials in the 
1st century AD.

More directly relevant is the shrine discovered at Westhawk 
Farm, dated to AD 70–150 (Booth et al 2008, fig 3.46) and 
consisting of a square-ditched enclosure, 27 × 30m, with an 
entrance facing south-east. Within this enclosure was a central 
pit surrounded by a nine-sided post-built structure (ibid, 
94–101). Interestingly, this central pit contained a fragment of 
cone from stone pine (Pinus pinea), a species often associated 
with sacred sites. This echoes the possible tree throw at the 
centre of the circular space OA64 (Chapter 5). Like the Brisley 
Farm square enclosure, the Westhawk Farm shrine may have 
been approached via an axial route from the south-east (Booth 
et al 2008, 370).

The square enclosure OA77 was almost certainly part of 
this tradition and further supports the idea that the warrior 
burial complexes became the focus of venerative rites.

THE REUSE OF PREHISTORIC MONUMENTS
Williams’s paper ‘The ancient monument in Romano-British 
ritual practices’ (1998) pulled together these themes and 
highlighted the reuse of prehistoric monuments for ritual 
practice during the Roman period (1998). He notes that the 
type of reuse carried out at a monuments in southern and 
eastern England adheres to three broad categories: temples, 
artefact deposits and burials (ibid, 71). The formal construction 
of the square enclosure at Brisley Farm (a low-key construction 
in the open air, perhaps a simple type of shrine) and the 
subsequent artefact deposition seem to relate broadly to the 
first two of these. Taking the wider Brisley Farm context, 
the third is then also present at the site in the form of the 
cremation cemetery adjacent to the possible route to Westhawk 
Farm and the cremation burials placed in the enclosure to the 
south of the warrior burial area (OA90). The Brisley Farm 
evidence also holds up well with the ideas put forward of 
cultic practice and ritual events taking place in the open air. 
Williams notes that these ancient monuments (in this case 
the warrior burial barrow complexes) could be regarded as the 
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dwelling places of deities or heroic ancestors, and the placing 
of the ‘temple’ (in the case of Brisley Farm, the low-key, square 
‘shrine’ enclosure) could create or sustain a cult of a particular 
ancestor or deity (ibid, 72).

Roman reuse of existing monuments seems to have been 
particularly concentrated on barrows, though generally these 
are of earlier date than those covering the two warrior burials 
– for example, Walkington Wold, East Yorkshire, Money 
Mound, West Sussex, and Giant’s Grave long barrow, Wiltshire 
(Williams 1998, 73). It is of particular interest that broken 
cooking jars were deposited at some of these barrows, which is 
comparable with the Brisley Farm evidence. In fact, Williams 
lists many examples of the reuse of barrow mounds in the 
Roman period, one of the most pertinent terms of comparison 
being the Wayland’s Smithy long barrow, Oxfordshire (ibid, 
73–5). Here a ditch was cut across the front of the barrow and 
later filled with stone and human bone fragments, which may 
in some respects be analogous to the ‘linking’ ditch (G434) cut 
across the front of the two warrior burials.

In one important respect, the Brisley Farm evidence 
differs from the broad pattern identified. In many examples, 
ancient monuments were abandoned for a considerable time 
before being reused in the Roman period (Williams 1998, 
73). At Brisley Farm, by contrast, there appears to have been 
an almost continuous use of the barrow complex area. At the 
time of writing, Williams stated that there did not appear to 
be particular interest in Iron Age structures during the first 
century of Roman rule (ibid, 77). The Brisley Farm evidence 
runs counter to this and it will be interesting, as further such 
sites are discovered, to look closely at whether this is a Kentish 
or perhaps a southern British phenomenon (although perhaps 
Ferry Fryston, West Yorkshire, discussed below, is further, 
though far from certain, evidence of this).

One of the best examples of the reuse of a square-ditched 
Iron Age barrow in the Roman period is the Ferry Fryston 
chariot burial found during excavations in West Yorkshire 
associated with the upgrading of the A1 trunk road (Brown 
et al 2007, 121–35). The remains of at least 162 cattle were 
excavated from the barrow ditch and radiocarbon-dated to the 
2nd–4th centuries AD, several hundred years after the chariot 
burial itself (dated to the 4th–2nd centuries BC). It is worth 
noting that the majority of body parts recovered came from the 
head and front forelegs, with a bias towards the right-hand side 
(Orton 2007, 6). It was suggested that sacrifice of the cattle and 
possible feasting took place and that the remains of the cattle 
may potentially have been brought to the site with the direct 
intention of deposition in the ditch (Brown et al 2007, 159). 

This idea is explored further by Orton, who suggests that there 
may have been long-term curation of some of the (possibly 
sacrificed) animal remains and then a change in process to one 
of deposition at the barrow site (2007, 13).

Because cattle bone of the same date as the inhumation 
was found in the lower fill of the Ferry Fryston barrow ditch 
and because the date of the start of the large-scale cattle-bone 
deposition events is not known, Orton puts forward the 
tentative idea that there could have been a degree of continuity 
in the deposition (2007, 15). Admittedly, this is just an idea 
but it is different from the model of abandonment then 
later use as proposed by Williams and is in keeping with the 
broadly continuous use of the barrow monuments that appears 
to have been the case at Brisley Farm. However, at Brisley 
Farm there were not several hundred years of deposition but 
several decades.

There are many alternative interpretations as to what 
motivated such monument reuse in general and functional, 
rather than ritualistic, explanations have been put forward, 
such as casual loss of artefacts and the ploughing into ditches of 
nearby midden material (Williams 1998, 76). Given the form 
and nature of the Roman deposits found in association with 
the warrior burials, accidental deposition seems very unlikely; 
there were no such deposits, for example, found in the wider 
sequence of field ditches of a similar date.

The use of the two barrows can therefore be seen in several 
ways. Perhaps they were primarily a focus of cultic activity but 
potentially influenced by the Roman local elite, or at least by 
local (indigenous) attitudes to them. The reuse of monuments 
could have symbolised Roman dominance over the landscape 
or its inhabitants, or conversely, been seen as ritual resistance 
to such dominance, although these ideas are to an extent 
outdated (Williams 1998, 76). It may not be coincidental 
that at broadly the same time the wider landscape across 
Brisley Farm was being reorganised, with the imposition of 
the regular square fields across Area 3 and 4. Perhaps the cult 
practice at this old monument may have ‘constructed relations 
between the living and the land, so consequently the use of old 
structures could have been related to changing patterns of land 
ownership’ (ibid, 77).

The creation of the new field system may have been a 
direct consequence of such a change of ownership, validated by 
the concurrent use of the old barrow.

Regional and wider context
The ideas outlined above relate to the everyday use of the 
monument as a sacred space and perhaps also to its intermittent 
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use in mortuary rituals. In some ways, the evidence shows 
the increasing formalisation and monumentalisation of the 
sacred/funerary landscape and it could be argued that this 
process began in earnest with the creation of the first barrow 
monument (BC2) and the subsequent enclosures.

Chapter 3 suggested the idea of a rising elite and increasing 
political and territorial control as the Iron Age progressed, 
reflected in a marked change in coinage (Creighton 2000, 55–
74). This increasing atmosphere of control was caused in part 
by contact with Rome from the time of the Caesarean invasion 
and the development of clientage (Creighton 2000; 2006) and 
in part by such indigenous processes, discussed in Chapter 
3, as the settlement of ‘marginal’ land and the emergence 
of a horse-controlling elite. One interpretation of the two 
individuals interred as warrior burials is that they were part of 
the developing elite.

It has been argued that the main nature of the land use 
at Brisley Farm throughout the Late Iron Age was sacred and 
funerary. This sacredness was almost certainly embedded 
within the natural features of the land and the past (Cunliffe 
2005, 566). It has also been suggested that some of the ring-
gullies mark the location of buildings that may have been 
used for funerary or religious rites and were perhaps occupied 
by an incumbent religious elite. An element of the underlying 
social and political processes, mentioned above, may have 
been the increased control of the traditional religious 
specialists and of rural sacred sites by the emerging polities 
(Creighton 1995, 297).

It could be suggested that the formalisation of the Iron 
Age sacred enclosures at the start of the Roman period through 
the cutting of enclosure OA77 and its conceptual change to a 
shrine-like monument were part of this trend. It may be more 
appropriate to see this square enclosure as a culmination of this 
process. Creighton puts it succinctly: ‘Were the high kings of 
the south-east beginning to usurp a religious function, through 
the monumentalisation and thereby easier control of religious 
practice, taking it away from the rivers, open spaces, or 
woodland glades which were less easy to manage?’ (1995, 300).

Perhaps the focus of the Roman ‘hero worship’ (the 
individual interred in BC2) was the predecessor of a new elite 
group who used the monument to control traditional religious 
activity and, as suggested above, to validate land claims whose 
physical manifestation may have been the new ditch systems.

CREMATION BURIAL
The possible sacred enclosure OA51 (period 4, phase 2), which 
by the Roman period had developed into enclosure OA90, was 
still the focus of ‘ritual’ practices, and several Roman cremation 
burials located in this area showed a degree of continuity in the 
land use. The location of the burials next to a boundary may 
be a further development, as this was not usual for the Iron 
Age cremations, but is paralleled at Westhawk Farm during this 
period (Booth et al 2008, 370). It is possible that the cremation 
cemetery in Area 2b was a roadside burial ground (Fig 7.30), 
perhaps used by the population of Westhawk Farm.

Of the burials found in this small cemetery one was 
urned (B[1016]). It contained a cremation urn of handmade 
grog-tempered pottery that could have been made at any time 
during the 1st century AD to very early 2nd century AD (see 
Chapter 10.5).

The pyre sites were probably in the close vicinity, to judge 
from the common occurrence of pyre debris in the cremation 
burials, including iron nails from burnt structural timber in 
five of the cremation pits. One possible site (G596, see Chapter 
5.6, ‘Circular space OA64’) has been identified.

Limited evidence of bone distribution within each burial 
suggests fairly mixed deposits with no strict ordering. McKinley 
(see Chapter 10.16) notes a wide variation in the cremated 
bone weights recovered from the burials, ranging from 10.9g 
to 893g with a 169.7g average, which is low for the period. 
These different weights might perhaps be accounted for by 
the differential status enjoyed by each individual. McKinley 
also notes that the bone fragment size in the small cremation 
burial group in Area 2b (G448) was low, whereas the urned 
cremations from Area 3 had a larger fragment size. This may 
be because of the protection offered by the urns against the 
acidic soil or possibly from a variation in pyre tending or mode 
of bone recovery. Differential bone collection may also be 
reflected in the varying amounts of tooth fragments present.

RECTANGULAR FIELDS
The evidence demonstrates that the southern part of the site 
was also restructured at broadly the same time. The series of 
square enclosures OA83, OA84, OA86 and OA88 (Fig 7.2) 
were formed by some of the largest ditches of any period and, 
like the square enclosure OA77, represent a systematic and 
determined reorganisation of the land. It is notable that the 
enclosures are broadly aligned in sequence off the axial space 
OA79, formalised in period 5, phase 2 as trackway TD14. This 
area (Area 3) previously showed some of the strongest evidence 



209

for ‘domestic’ occupation (roundhouse ST20 and possible 
associated buildings ST17 and ST18). It also encompassed 
the funerary area and circular space OA64. It is likely, given 
the ground conditions, that this space was turned over to a 
mainly pastoral regime, although there is the possibility that 
cereal production was becoming more important. The pollen 
evidence, derived from the main spinal ditch and one of the 
ditches in enclosure OA80, shows a continuation of regional 
oak and hazel woodland with some evidence for occasional and 
probably local growth of ash and beech. The latter, compared 
with the former, are less well represented in pollen assemblages 
and even small numbers may be attributed to at least some 
local occurrences. In other aspects, the profiles also show the 
importance of grassland, probably pasture. However, cereal 
pollen is more abundant than in earlier contexts. Percentages to 
10% are present in ditch group G149. This can be interpreted 
as an expansion of arable activity during this period/phase, 
but it should also be considered that this may be pollen (and 
associated arable weeds) derived from secondary sources 
such as crop processing (threshing and winnowing) or from 
dumped waste debris containing crop-processing debris, waste, 
farinaceous, food or faecal debris. It is further noted that at 
Westhawk Farm there was evidence of cereal production in this 
period and it is possible that arable agriculture was beginning 
to be practised in the Brisley Farm vicinity (Booth et al 2008, 
381). It is possible that elements of the Late Iron Age fields 
identified in Areas 6–8, around the base of Colemans’ Kitchen 
Wood, were also used.

Significantly, ditch G438, excavated through circular space 
OA64 (Fig 7.16), must have been located there deliberately. 
The enigmatic respect for the central feature G600 (the 
ditch probably stopped then restarted) can be interpreted 
in a number of ways. It may just, for example, have been 
accidental – the central tree (if present) was perhaps too big to 
move – or possibly the archaeological remains are misleading. 
The favoured interpretation here, though, is that this was a 
calculated act, which at once disrupted and desecrated the 
space whilst still respecting the powerful central symbol. 
Johnson (2003b) has suggested that this may be the result of 
local ditch-digging parties, compelled to lay out these fields 
but unwilling totally to desecrate the central symbol. If this is 
a parochial explanation of the evidence, perhaps it was driven 
by the process highlighted by Creighton (1995) and mentioned 
above – the removal of power from the religious elites.

The involvement of the local population may also be 
reflected by the location of ditch G264 (Fig 7.17). This feature 
passed between the period 4, phase 2b structures ST17 and 

ST18 and perhaps, in this case, divided two Iron Age units into 
two Roman fields. Possibly each was then farmed by a social 
group who had previous links with ST17 and ST18. There is 
no good evidence to show these structures were upstanding 
into the Roman period, again suggesting that land was being 
turned over to pastoralism or arable agriculture.

It is difficult to avoid the inference that this restructuring 
was connected to changes in ownership after the Roman 
invasion and was in some way linked to the ritual activity that 
was occurring at the same time and was focused on the warrior 
burial barrows. Ideas of associating the new with the old for 
the validation of the new, and perhaps even for the placation of 
the local population (who, as touched on above, perhaps dug 
the ditches), by encouraging or sponsoring such ritual activity, 
seem appropriate.

THE ROMAN LANDSCAPE OF SOUTH 
ASHFORD AND BEYOND
So far, Roman land use has been discussed in terms of the 
specific evidence from Brisley Farm and how this may relate 
to some of the sociopolitical forces at work in the south-east 
(Creighton 1995; 2000; 2006; Hamilton 2007). Equally 
important is the development of the Romanised landscape of 
the south Ashford area and of obvious significance here is the 
Roman roadside settlement at Westhawk Farm, to the south-
east of Brisley Farm. The settlement there developed early in 
the post-Conquest period (Westhawk Farm’s period 2, phase 2, 
dated AD 43–70; Booth et al 2008, 13–16) at around the time 
of the restructuring of the land at Brisley Farm.

The reorganisation of the post-Conquest landscape seen 
at Brisley Farm with the imposition of rectangular enclosures, 
at odds with the earlier Iron Age remains, was also evident 
at Park Farm East. The evidence from these sites suggests a 
fairly widespread restructuring of the land at this time. The 
settlement evidence from Westhawk Farm is mostly similarly 
ordered, with a system of rectangular enclosures dividing 
building plots (Booth et al 2008, 14–15, fig 1.7).

This reordering of the land has been noted elsewhere 
in Kent. A similar system of rectangular fields dated to AD 
75–150 was identified at Highstead Quarry on the northern 
coast. These fields also overlay a sequence of Iron Age 
enclosure and realigned the landscape (Bennett et al 2007, 
81–2). Champion suggests that this may have been part of a 
process that affected a wider area of England and was related 
to the more productive use of land and integration of arable 
and pastoral activities (2007b, 292). This could be connected 
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to the higher levels of exaction imposed on rural production 
in the course of the 2nd century AD.

Further east (5km away from Brisley Farm) in the south 
Ashford area there is evidence of some limited activity in the 
early Roman period at Orbital Park in the form of cremation 
burials (Anker and Hughes 2011, 5), but there was nothing 
intensive, and there is similarly limited evidence from Boys 
Hall (Union Railways South 2000, 2). There is little or no 
convincing evidence beyond the 1st century AD from either 
of these sites. At Blind Lane, around 5km to the east of Brisley 
Farm, evidence for a field system laid out in the Late Iron Age 
and continuing in use into the Roman period points to slightly 
more substantial Roman occupation (Union Railways South 
2001, 1). The field system was, however, short-lived and fell 
into disuse during the 2nd century AD (ibid, 8).

It seems logical to regard the decline in occupation at 
Brisley Farm, Park Farm East and the cluster of sites 5km to 
the east (Orbital Park, Blind Lane and Boys Hall) in the later 
1st and early 2nd century AD as linked to Westhawk Farm 
becoming the focal point of settlement and as indicating a 
movement of population to the developing roadside town. 
Certainly, as the occupation at Westhawk Farm progressed into 
its main phases (AD 70–250) the evidence from Brisley Farm 
and Park Farm East declined.

What the nature of the relationship was between the later 
stages of Roman occupation at Brisley Farm and the beginning 
of the Westhawk Farm settlements is a key question. Given the 
large expanse of unexcavated ground between the two sites, 
however, any interpretation must be somewhat broad. Two 

aspects are important – the role of Brisley Farm in the initial 
development of the Westhawk settlement and what use the 
population of Westhawk may have made of the land at Brisley 
in its declining years.

Communication: Westhawk Farm and Brisley Farm
Although there were probably many reasons why the Westhawk 
complex was so sited (Booth et al 2008; Creighton 2000, 
204–13), one influencing factor was perhaps the proximity 
of Brisley Farm. There may have been an attempt to validate 
the creation of a new settlement by associating it with an 
established and probably auspicious place. Certainly the two 
settlements, during their few years of overlapping use, would 
have been connected by sight and it is possible that they were 
also physically connected by trackways. Trackways TD15 (Area 
4) and TD20 (School site) at Brisley Farm are aligned toward 
the Roman settlement, although there is no direct evidence 
from Westhawk Farm for a defined route continuing on this 
alignment. Considering the parallel use of the two sites, at least 
for a time, this is surprising (Fig 7.30). A linking track between 
the two sites during period 5 may be speculated, a track 
that presumably fell into disuse as Brisley Farm became less 
important. A discussion of the potential layout of the Roman 
road in the south Ashford area can be found in the High Speed 
1 rail scheme (CTRL) report (Booth et al 2011, 253).

The continued veneration at the site of the burial mounds 
may have been an attempt to associate with the past. Perhaps 
another direct expression of this is the square shrine/temple 
identified at Westhawk Farm (Booth et al 2008, 94–101). 

There may also be a parallel between the 
postholes that surrounded the northern half 
of circular space OA64 and the post settings 
within the shrine at Westhawk Farm. The 
complex interplay between old and new and 
the attempts by new elite groups to validate 
themselves through these associations were 
possible driving factors underlying some of 
these parallels.

Fig 7.30 Plan showing possible trackway between Westhawk Farm and Brisley Farm
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THE ABANDONMENT OF BRISLEY FARM: 
DATES AND POSSIBLE UNDERLYING REASONS
The dating evidence
Anna Doherty

Dating the end of activity at Brisley Farm is problematic 
because of the long-lived nature of grog-tempered pottery, 
which makes up the majority of the dating evidence. However, 
taking the pottery assemblage as a whole, quite a clear picture 
emerges of very low levels of Roman fabrics in comparison 
to even the earliest phases of Roman activity at neighbouring 
Westhawk Farm. In Westhawk Farm’s period 2, phase 2 
(dated to AD 43–70) these accounted for nearly 15% of the 
assemblage, rising to over 20% in period 2, phase 3 (AD 70–
150; Lyne 2008, table 6.1).

By contrast, the square enclosure OA77, which represents 
a reorganisation of the space around the warrior burial barrows 
in the post-Conquest period, contained an assemblage of over 
1400 sherds but very few, less than 2%, were in diagnostically 
post-Conquest fabrics, and these consisted entirely of North 
Kent finewares and Baetican amphorae. This strongly suggests 
that the feature had filled up and gone out of use after a 
relatively short period (probably by c AD 70). Although some 
features, such as the pit D[2680], contained slightly larger 
quantities of Roman wares, these almost never exceeded 10% of 
the sherds in any stratified group.

There are small numbers of diagnostic pottery sherds, 
indicating that many features were still being filled in during 
the late 1st to early/mid 2nd century, but they were present 
in extremely low quantities. It is also apparent that some very 
common types of this period, such as poppy-head beakers 
(dated c AD 70–160) were entirely absent. This tends to suggest 
that period 5, phase 1 was the time of most intensive settlement 
activity, when pottery was being used in quantity, whereas 
phases 2 and 3 may represent a gradual period of abandonment 
when the population started to shift to the adjacent settlement 
at Westhawk Farm and features were silting up.

Perhaps the latest land-use feature to produce substantial 
quantities of pottery was the period 5, phase 2 trackway TD14. 
Single sherds of central Gaulish samian and black-burnished 
ware 2 provide the only indication that the filling of this feature 
post-dated AD 120 although, in general, levels of Roman 
fabrics are higher here at c 15% than in any other group. The 
extremely small quantities of these two fabric types from the 
site as a whole probably provides the most compelling evidence 
that activity at Brisley Farm did not extend very far into the 
2nd century. Only two sherds of black-burnished ware 2 and 
fewer than 20 examples of central Gaulish samian ware were 

recovered in this assemblage of over 30,000 sherds. The vast 
majority of these were concentrated in a single outlying feature, 
G342 in Area 1.

Having said this, a few features, assigned to period 5, phase 
3, were stratigraphically later than those from period 5, phase 
2. This activity included trackway TD15, a reorganisation of 
TD14. Although this phase must presumably date to at least 
the mid 2nd century, these features yielded small assemblages 
of pottery that were again dominated by grog-tempered wares. 
The most solidly dated feature of 2nd-century or later date is 
cremation C[1011], which was radiocarbon-dated to 1795±35 
BP (SUERC-27558, cal AD 120–340), but it is perhaps more 
likely that the burial was interred near the beginning of the 
calibrated range, and occurred as Brisley Farm was going out of 
use. The only other potential evidence of mid or later Roman 
activity on site comes from two unstratified coins – a sestertius 
of Lucilla, dated to AD 161–9 and a nummus or minim of 3rd- 
to 4th-century date – but these seem likely to represent casual 
losses post-dating the main period of settlement.

Reasons for abandonment
The abandonment of Brisley Farm ties in directly with the 
growth of Westhawk Farm. It is probable that the Brisley Farm 
complex was initially significant, until the shrine(s) associated 
with Westhawk Farm became established. By the mid 2nd 
century AD, the Westhawk Farm shrine was entering its main 
phase of use and the occupation of Brisley Farm was effectively 
over (Booth et al 2008, 380, fig 10.1).

It has been suggested that the growth and development of 
a nascent town would have a clear effect on the surrounding 
settlements of Ashford (Booth et al 2008, 394). The evidence 
from Brisley Farm supports this: the population was drawn away 
and the former importance of Brisley Farm as a funerary and 
sacral focus was, if not forgotten, by then no longer sufficiently 
significant to be reflected in the archaeological record.

One further idea may help to explain this process. The 
possible use of the old, established site of Brisley Farm as 
a way of validating the new town at Westhawk has been 
discussed above. This may have been quite a calculated process, 
explaining, for example, why the veneration or cult practice 
centred on the two warrior burials was tolerated rather than 
crushed by the new Roman community leaders – the reason 
being that it was useful to them, helping to reassure the 
potentially volatile members of the indigenous populace and at 
the same time strengthening their own position.

CHAPTER 7  ROMAN (PERIOD 5, PHASES 1–3; AD 50–200)
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8.1  INTRODUCTION

The latest evidence for Roman activity on the land around 
Brisley Farm is from the 2nd century AD. Following this, there 
is only limited evidence for Saxon activity and substantive 
remains did not occur again until the 12th century. The focus of 
this medieval occupation was the development and subsequent 
abandonment of two small farmsteads and their surrounding 
fields and enclosures, which, for the purposes of this analysis, are 
known as the Northern Farm and the Southern Farm (Fig 8.1).

The Saxon evidence (period 6) is limited to a single feature 
identified by C14 radiocarbon dating; there is no artefactual 
assemblage from this period. Although there are unclear 
elements, particular in relation to the use and abandonment of 
the Southern Farm, the stratigraphic sequence for the medieval 
evidence (period 7) is generally good. This sequence fits well 
with the ceramic data, which suggest initial occupation around 
the late 12th to early/mid 13th century (see Chapter 10.4).

8.2  SAXON OCCUPATION  
(PERIOD 6; AD 900–1050)

Evidence for Saxon occupation of the Brisley Farm landscape 
is sparse. There were no artefacts of Saxon date recovered 
although this may be owing to poor survival and a lesser 
reliance on ceramics during this period.

There were a number of circular, shallow pits, which 
were charcoal-filled and produced evidence of in situ burning, 
suggesting use as ovens. These were found across the landscape 
with a concentration in Areas 7 and 8 and a few in Areas 3–4 
and 2b. A C14 radiocarbon test on charcoal derived from a 
sample from Area 2b (G430, C[1019]) returned a date of 
950±40BP (Beta-171102, cal AD 1010–1180). Whether all 
these pits were of Saxon origin is not known.

CHAPTER 8  SAXON AND MEDIEVAL 
(PERIODS 6–7; AD 900–1500)

Fig 8.1 Plan showing period 7, phase 1 features and locations of the Northern Farm and the Southern Farm

CHAPTER 8  SAXON AND MEDIEVAL (PERIODS 6–7; AD 900–1500)
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8.3  THE BEGINNING OF THE 
NORTHERN FARM: DIGGING THE 
FIELD DITCHES (PERIOD 7, PHASE 1; 
13th CENTURY)

The initial occupation of the Northern Farm entailed the digging 
of ditches to define fields and enclosures. The main domestic 
settlement was probably set up in period 7, phase 2, although 

there is the suggestion of an early structure in enclosure OA96 
(Fig 8.2). Of considerable interest is the possibility that one of 
the main ditches defining the enclosure system had its origins 
in the Late Iron Age. The well-stratified deposits of both period 
3 and period 7, phase 1 pottery found in this ditch suggest that 
elements at least of this boundary were visible and used into the 
medieval period.

Fig 8.2 Plan of period 7, phase 1 features (Areas 7 and 8)
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TRACKWAY AND FIELDS: TRACK/DROVEWAY 
16, OPEN AREAS 109–111 (AREA 7)
Although ephemeral in places, the remains of a probable field 
system was identified at the base of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood. 
The major element of this system was a trackway aligned north-
east–south-west and formed by ditches G559 (1.50m wide and 

up to 0.50m deep) and G372 (1.0m wide and 0.15m deep). 
Ditch G559 was originally cut in the Late Iron Age and groups 
of grog-tempered pottery were found on its base (see Chapter 
3.2, ‘Spinal ditch G71 (Area 7)’). From the upper levels of its 
fill, however, 18g of well-stratified sherds of both sand- and 
shell-tempered pottery of 12th- to 13th-century date were 
recovered. There is no indication that these sherds were intrusive 
and it is likely that this boundary was recut in the early medieval 
period, as is also suggested by the stepped profile of the ditch. 
This recutting probably did not completely remove the earlier 
fills, leaving the lower elements of the Iron Age deposit intact 
(circumstantially supported by the shallower depth, 0.15m, 
of parallel ditch G372). This must mean that the boundary 
remained visible until the early medieval period, when it was 
redefined. Ditch G559 appears to have been associated with 
ditch G372, 5.0m to the east, either forming a trackway or 
indicating a shift of the boundary to the east. The fill of ditch 
G372 also contained a large amount of 12th- to 13th-century 
pottery as well as a small quantity of medieval peg tile.

Trackway TD16 was aligned at right angles to the existing 
Green Lane to the south. There is a suggestion that this 
boundary was realigned towards the end of this period as a 
further ditch (G374) was dug, clearly cutting ditch G372 (Fig 
8.3). This ditch was up to 1.0m wide and 0.20m deep, with a 
wide, flat, profile.

One small ephemeral ditch (G377, Fig 8.2), 0.40m wide 
and 0.15m deep, that was associated with this phase produced 
a large amount of late 12th- to mid 13th-century pottery. The 

material is unabraded with a 
large average sherd weight. The 
assemblage includes the remains 
of at least four cooking pots and 
one bowl (Fig 8.4, nos 69–71).

Two pits (G378, Fig 8.2) 
also contained a few fragments 
of 11th- to 12th-century 
pottery. These pits were up to 
1.20m in diameter and 0.20m 
in depth, with charcoal-rich 
lower fills and evidence of in 
situ burning (Fig 8.5). They 
were similar in form to the ones 
ascribed a Saxon date and were 
almost certainly cooking pits.

Fig 8.3 Detailed plan of ditch G374 overlying G372 (Area 7)

Fig 8.4 Pottery vessels nos 69–71 from ditch G377 (Area 7)
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FIELDS AND ENCLOSURES: OPEN AREAS 95–99 
(AREA 8)
To the east of TD16 was a large open space or field, which 
encompassed much of Area 8 (Fig 8.2). This space was 
bounded to the east by a north-east–south-west ditch (G384) 
that ran from the boundary with Green Lane. This ditch was 
up to 3.0m wide, although it was fairly shallow at 0.40m 
deep. To the north it thinned noticeably and there was some 

indication that it may have been recut. Small quantities of peg 
tile were recovered. This feature was cut by the period 7, phase 
2 ditch G402 and skirted around pond G560, which may have 
originated in this period.

To the east of this ditch was an enclosed area comprising 
OA95 and OA97. Green Lane may have formed a southern 
boundary in the medieval period and Chart Road perhaps 
delimited its eastern extent (Fig 8.2).

Ditch G386 defined this area to the north and also formed 
a 6.50m-wide entrance with ditch G384. Ditch G386 was 
fairly narrow, averaging 0.80m in width and 0.25m deep. It 
was clearly cut by the later period 7, phase 2 ditch G405 and 
for this and spatial reasons it is likely that it was dug in period 
7, phase 1. The considerable pottery assemblage recovered 
suggests that it was infilling at the end of this phase and into 
the early part of period 7, phase 2. A small amount of later 
(period 7, phase 3) pottery was also present (4.3% of the 
total assemblage recovered from ditch G386; fabric 3b (for 
post-Roman fabric descriptions see Table 10.7)), although 
given the stratigraphic evidence and the date of the rest of the 

group this may be intrusive within the context. 
This assemblage, which comprises nearly 100 large 
unabraded sherds, suggests a mid/late 13th- to 
early 14th-century deposition date. It includes the 
remains of at least six cooking pots and one bowl 
(Fig 8.6, nos 75–77). The dominant fabric by sherd 
count (43.6%) is fabric 1d though only two cooking 
pots, both with squared club rims, are represented 
(eg, no 76). Fabric 1c is still well represented in this 
group (24.2%) and consists of a further two cooking 
pots with squared club rims (no 75). Fabric 2c is also 
well represented (27.7%) with a further two cooking 
pots. The bowl is in fabric 3b (no 77) and has heavy 
sooting on its exterior. This fabric is deceptively late 
and an early 14th-century date is quite probable for 
it. The presence of fabric 2c in coarseware forms, 
together with the shift to squared rims, marks a 
chronological progression that probably started in 
the later part of the 13th century. A fragment of late 
12th- to 13th-century glazed ridge tile also came 
from ditch G386, the only glazed roof tile recorded.

The area was further subdivided by ditch 
G385 (0.50m wide and 0.13m deep) and by a 
very short length of ditch (G409, 1.20m wide and 
0.35m deep) that contained a sheep-size long-bone 
fragment. These ditches formed a small rectangular 
space (OA96) in the corner of the site. In this 

Fig 8.5 Photograph of cooking pit G378 under excavation

Fig 8.6 Pottery vessels from pit G441 nos 72–74 and ditch G386 nos 75–77
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vicinity, there were two postholes (G395), both 0.25m in 
diameter and 0.05m deep, although probably truncated, and 
it is possible that there was a precursor to the period 7, phase 
2 ST21 here. This would also explain the seemingly truncated 
length of ditch G409, which may have drained from such a 
structure. This suggestion is based on the negative evidence 
of the small, enclosed space where a building may have been 
located. Although some early medieval roof tile was present in 
several Area 8 features, quantities were too small to confirm the 
presence of tile-roofed structures.

Discrete features
There were several discrete features, pits or shallow scoops, at 
the north/north-eastern extent of the site. One of these, G441, 
cut I[8703], was a shallow (0.05m), oval feature with a single 
fill that contained a substantial dump of pottery. This pottery 
suggests a mid to later 13th-century date for deposition. 
The material is unabraded but sherd size is notably small, 
suggesting at least that some reworking may have occurred. The 
assemblage includes the remains of a minimum of four cooking 
pots and four jugs. The dominant fabric (83.6%) is fabric 1c), 
which accounts for a minimum of three cooking pots with 
sooted exteriors (Fig 8.6, nos 72–74). The presence of at least 
one cooking pot in fabric 1d and sparsely glazed body sherds 
from two fabric 2c and two fabric 2e jugs (10.1% combined) 
demonstrates that sand tempering was initially used mainly for 
tablewares, while the cooking vessels continued to be made in 
the shell-tempered wares. Presumably this material represents 
secondary deposition into a pit, probably to dispose of rubbish. 
It is unclear whether this deposition indicates a further centre 
of activity beyond the excavation limit or derives from the 
occupation to the south-east.

FIELDS AND ENCLOSURES:  
OPEN AREAS 178–182 (SCHOOL SITE)
To the south, on the School site, the system of fields and small 
enclosures almost certainly continued. Although only a small 
element of this was exposed at the southern part of the School 
site excavations (OA178–OA182), it can be safely assumed 
that land divisions ran northwards, beyond the edge of the 
excavation area.

The system consisted of a rectangular enclosure (OA179), 
20m wide and at least 60m long, formed by ditches G651 and 
G645. Ditch G651 was around 1.45m in width and 0.50m 
deep, with a single fill from which two sherds of medieval 
pottery, but no other finds, were recovered. Ditch G645 was 

generally 1.0m wide and 0.35m deep and indistinct in places 
because of damage by later ploughing. No finds were recovered.

Ditches G649, G650 and G646 subdivided this 
rectangular enclosure and formed a 10 × 40m space (OA180), 
possibly an animal pen with a 2.0m-wide entrance. These 
ditches were 0.80m wide and 0.20m deep with a single fill 
containing pottery that dated from the 12th to 13th centuries, 
including a cooking pot with rope-twist decoration on the 
rim, which was recovered from ditch G650, and a further 
cooking pot found in ditch G649. Ditch G649 cut the edge 
of underlying Roman ditch G648, but also ran parallel to it 
for a distance of some 30m. Whilst ditch G648 had certainly 
been abandoned and silted up by the medieval period, it is 
possible that a trace may have been visible within the landscape 
(possibly an area of the field that was particularly damp during 
wet weather) and this may have influenced the layout of the 
later medieval field system.

A further small square, pen-like enclosure, OA181, is 
the final element of the exposed system. This measured 20 
× 20m and was formed by ditch G655 and possibly ditch 
G644. Both these ditches were 1.35m wide and 0.55m deep 
and had two fills. A large pottery group of 169 sherds of 
12th- to 13th-century date was recovered from ditch G655 
(although this assemblage appears to derive from just two 
badly fragmented vessels).

Environmental evidence recovered from the field system 
ditches (G645, G651, G644 and G655) produced small 
charcoal flecks and a small but fairly diverse macrobotanical 
assemblage. Peas/beans (Pisum sativum/Vicia sp), wheat 
(Triticum sp) caryopses, including one bread-type wheat (T 
aestivum), barley (Hordeum sp), possible oat (Avena sp) and 
wild grass (Poaceae) seeds were evident, suggesting that a wide 
variety of crops was being used and perhaps cultivated during 
this period.

All the elements of the field system must, at one time, have 
been open together because as a whole it makes a coherent 
pattern and the pottery recovered from the ditches was 
consistent in date (12th to 13th century). However, some clear 
stratigraphic relationships were identified, indicating that some 
ditches were infilled before others. This must be a reflection of 
maintenance and adaptation: some boundaries were expediently 
abandoned as needs changed, while others were redug and 
cleaned out. Ditch G645 is the best example of this. 

CHAPTER 8  SAXON AND MEDIEVAL (PERIODS 6–7; AD 900–1500)
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Fig 8.7 Plan of period 7, phase 1 features (School site)
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8.4  THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE 
NORTHERN FARM: A BUILDING, 
YARD SURFACES AND ENCLOSURES 
(PERIOD 7, PHASE 2; 13th–14th 
CENTURIES)

During the late 13th–mid 14th century, the occupation around 
the Northern Farm intensified whilst a new farmstead was 
created 550m to the south-east (Fig 8.8). From this phase 
comes the first good evidence for buildings and yards, and the 
wider landscape became more formally planned and enclosed. 
The intersection between Chart Road and Green Lane 
remained the focus for this occupation although the excavation 
area did not extend right up to the junction. There is no direct 
evidence of the continued use of the boundaries identified 
towards the base of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood although it 
would seem likely that they were maintained to some degree. 
Period 7, phase 2 is divided into two sequential, stratigraphic 
subphases: phase 2a and phase 2b.

ENCLOSURE OA105 (PERIOD 7, PHASE 2A)
Enclosure OA105 was rectangular in plan and measured 
58m from east to west (Fig 8.9). It ran beyond the limit of 
excavation to the north so the boundary here was not revealed. 
It seems likely, however, it that it extended from Chart Road, 
which would give a north–south measurement of c 65m. It 
is also likely that enclosure OA105 was accessed from this 
lane, as there was no other obvious entrance. The ditch that 
formed it (G397) was 1.0–1.50m in width and 0.30m deep. 
Two cattle-size long-bone fragments and two unidentifiable 
fragments were recovered. There were several deposits of 
charcoal along the southern boundary but no diagnostic 
pottery was recovered. There was no evidence of any bank 
material. Although dating evidence was not forthcoming, this 
enclosure fits stratigraphically and spatially as part of the initial 
laying out of the land at the start of period 7, phase 2. OA105 
was larger than the more common, small, pen-like spaces 
and was probably used for grazing, although its use for arable 
production, especially for fodder crops, cannot be discounted.

Fig 8.8 Plan of period 7, phase 2 features (all excavation areas)
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ENCLOSURE OA106 (PERIOD 7, PHASE 2B)
Enclosure OA105 was bisected by ditch G443, which clearly 
cut its southern boundary and ran into pond G560. This ditch 
was up to 2.0m in width and 0.30m deep with a single silt clay 
fill. Pottery recovered from it includes vessels in fabrics 1a, 1d 
(a small quantity) and 2b (for fabric descriptions, see Table 
10.7). This suggests a deposition date in the 13th century, 
which is supported by the presence of small fragments of 13th- 
to 14th-century roof tile.

It is unclear whether enclosure OA105 remained in use as 
OA106 (Fig 8.9), perhaps bounded by hedges around the partially 
infilled ditches, or whether a wider open area was created.

ENCLOSURES OA103 AND OA104  
(PERIOD 7, PHASE 2B)
Enclosures OA103 and OA104 were bounded by ditch G402 
to the west and, perhaps, by Chart Road to the east (Fig 8.10). 
Ditch G402 was fairly substantial, 1.10m wide and 0.55m 
deep with a V-shaped profile. It ran north-east–south-west and 
replaced the adjacent and similarly aligned period 7, phase 1 
boundary ditch G384. The later ditch also ran downslope from 
feature G560 (see below), and probably acted as an overflow.

Within space OA104 was the large pond-like feature 
G560, which was irregular in shape and partly formed 
by intersecting ditches (Fig 8.9). It is likely, however, that 
there was also a degree of deliberate cutting as it was fairly 

substantial and steep-sided. It measured 6.40 × 7.30m in plan 
and was up to 1.0m deep; it had a number of fills, mostly clays 
and silt clays, and there was evidence of silting at the lower 
levels. It probably served as a pond/waterhole for livestock.

Dividing enclosures OA103 and OA104 was a 
shallow gully (G405) that contained unidentifiable 
fragments of animal bone, several of which were 
charred. This gully fed into large enclosure ditch G398 and 
may have also drained pond G560.

Within space OA103 was a short length of a shallow, 
curvilinear gully (G404). Although the feature petered out, it 
is probable that it also drained into the large enclosure ditch 
(G398). It contained an interesting assemblage of pottery. 
Over 100 sherds were collected and they suggest a mid to later 
13th-century date for deposition. The material is unabraded 
but sherd size is notably small, suggesting that at least some 
reworking may have occurred. The assemblage includes the 
remains of a minimum of eight cooking pots and three jugs. 
Fabric 1c is dominant (62.3%), acocunting for seven club-
rimmed cooking pots (eg, Fig 8.11, nos 78–80) and a crude 
unglazed jug (no 81). The presence of at least one fabric 1d 
suggests the assemblage is no earlier than the middle of the 
13th century. It is quite probable that more than one fabric 
1d cooking pot is present since the 48 sherds are virtually 
all small body sherds, constituting 28.7% of the assemblage. 
The remaining 15 sherds are from two sparsely glazed jugs 
with thumbed bases in fabric 3a. The absence of purely sand-

Fig 8.9 Plan of OA105 and OA106 (Area 8)
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tempered ware (fabric 2b/c) is notable. Four unidentifiable 
fragments of animal bone were also recovered.

SMALL SQUARE ENCLOSURES OA101 AND 
OA102 (PERIOD 7, PHASE 2B)
These two small square enclosures measured 9.60 × 7.20m 
and 9.30 × 6.30m respectively (Fig 8.10). They were bounded 
by ditch G402 to the west and the substantial enclosure ditch 
G400 to the east (see below). Two smaller and shallower 
east–west-aligned gullies (G403 and G561) drained into the 
larger ditches. Enclosure OA102 was accessed by a 2.50m-wide 
entrance at the north. The form of these enclosures is 
reminiscent of small animal pens.

PRIMARY OCCUPATION AREA OA100  
(PERIOD 7, PHASE 2B)
Enclosure OA100 was a roughly square space (as exposed) 
formed by the two most substantial ditches excavated (G400 
and G398, Fig 8.10). This area was the focus of occupation 
of the Northern Farm in this period. The space, which was 
probably also defined by Chart Road and Green Lane, enclosed 
metalled surface ST22 and buildings ST21 and ST41.

Enclosure ditch G400 was fairly large, up to 2.70m in 
width and 0.40m deep with a wide, U-shaped profile. It was 
related to ditch G398, and the gap between them formed a 
1.40m-wide entrance into enclosure OA100. It had two fills, 
the upper of which produced most of the finds, deposited 
as the settlement declined and the ditches were no longer 
maintained. Of interest is a dump of ragstone in this upper 

Fig 8.10 Detailed plan of the Northern Farm, period 7, phase 2b (Area 8)
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fill, which may have formed a causeway across the boggy, 
partly infilled, feature. These stones possibly derived from 
the yard surface ST22. A similar causeway was found at 
the Southern Farm. The ditch produced a relatively large 
assemblage of pottery (205 sherds weighing just over 1.5kg) 
though the average sherd weight of 7.4g suggests some 
reworking of the assemblage has occurred. Indeed, there is 
quite a wide chronological range represented by the pottery 
and precise dating is difficult owing to uncertainty over the 
degree of residuality. Although 22 sherds of fabrics 1b/1c/1d 
are certainly residual, the bulk of the assemblage is composed 
of vessels in fabric 2b (two cooking pots: 2.9%) and fabric 
2c (three cooking pots, one bowl (Fig 8.11, no 94) and three 
jugs: 7.2%). Although fabric 3a accounts for 69.3% of this 

assemblage, only one cooking pot and two sparsely glazed 
jugs are represented. Later pottery is also present, most of it 
probably from the later 14th to 15th centuries (12 sherds in 
total; average sherd weight 9.4g). This later material includes 
a lid-seated cooking pot in fabric 4c (Fig 8.11, no 95), a 
cooking pot and jug in fabric 4b and a sherd of fabric 4d. Six 
sherds from a lobed cup (Fig 8.11, no 96) in fabric 4h perhaps 
represent the latest vessel, likely to be of mid 15th- to mid 
16th-century date. Thus the context can be seen to date either 
to the first half of the 14th century, with some intrusive later 
material, or, less likely, to the 15th century, with the majority 
of the pottery being residual. Sixteen fragments of cattle, 
sheep and pig bone were recovered. The assemblage consists 
primarily of long-bone fragments though there is a single pig 
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Fig 8.11 Pottery vessels nos 78–81 from gully G404, nos 82–93 from ditch G398 and nos 94–96 from ditch G400
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canine. There was also some 13th- to 14th-century peg tile, 
some of which was burnt, and an iron woodworking tool (RF 
I<1026>).

Ditch G398 was more substantial than ditch G400, up 
to 2.80m in width and 0.80m deep. Towards the east only a 
single silty clay fill was detectable. The terminal at the western 
end, however, showed four episodes of silt clay infilling. This 
feature produced several significant pottery assemblages, 
the contexts associated with the terminal segment being the 
most productive. A quantity of sherds was recovered from 
the basal fill at the end of the ditch terminal with an average 
sherd weight of 13.2g. The fabric 1c sherds (32.2%) represent 
two cooking pots with late rims (eg, Fig 8.11, no 86) but are 
equally matched by the fabric 1d sherds (47.5%), which also 
come from a minimum of two cooking pots. The fabric 2c 
sherds are from two jugs, one with a stabbed strap handle but 
no glaze (no 87). The remaining two sherds come from a jug 
in fabric 2e and a cooking pot in fabric 3a. A mid/late 13th- 
to early 14th-century date is probable for this group. Also 
recovered from the primary infilling were 40 sherds of pottery 
that suggest a later 13th- to early 14th-century deposition date. 
On the whole they are not heavily abraded, with an average 
sherd weight of 16.2g. Two sherds from a cooking pot in fabric 
1b are almost certainly residual, but four cooking pots in 
fabric 1c (42.5%) and one in fabric 1d (12.5%) are probably 
older vessels contemporary with deposition. The fabric 2c 
wares are well represented (37.5%) with a triangular-rimmed 
cooking pot (Fig 8.10, no 88) and two jugs, one of which has 
a raspberry stamp imitating Rye products under a thin patchy 
glaze (no 89). A sparsely glazed jug with horizontal rilling on 
the neck (no 90) was represented by a single sherd of fabric 3a.

The later infilling of the ditch also produced interesting 
assemblages. One context (I[8229]) contained 48 unabraded 
sherds of pottery, with an average sherd weight of 18.7g, 
representing a minimum of 11 cooking pots, one bowl and 
four jugs (Fig 8.11). Fabric 1c accounts for four cooking pots 
(35.4%) though these show quite late rim forms (Fig 8.11). 
A cooking pot and an unglazed jug are in fabric 1d (10.4%), 
while fabric 2c accounts for three cooking pots (eg, Fig 8.11, 
no 83) (33.3%). Fabric 3a wares (16.7%) account for two 
cooking pots, one with a down-turned rim and internal 
splashes of glaze (no 84), and a jug with strap handle with spots 
of glaze (no 85). Two uniform cooking pot sherds in fabric 4b 
are probably later 14th-century intrusive material.

The final infilling (I[8885]) was prolific in terms of pottery 
recovered and produced 132 sherds, with an average sherd 
weight of only 8.3g, representing a minimum of six cooking 

pots, four bowls and six jugs. The group contains residual 
material in the form of a sherd from a fabric 1a bowl, two 
sherds from a cooking pot in fabric 1b and 15 sherds from 
a fabric 1c cooking pot. The fabric 1d (14.4%) cooking pot 
may be contemporary with the deposition of the assemblage. 
Fabric 2c dominates the group (35.6%) and accounts for two 
cooking pots (eg, Fig 8.11, no 91), three bowls and a jug, while 
a further jug is in fabric 2e. Fabric 3a accounts for 15.9% of 
the assemblage, including a cooking pot and two jugs, one of 
which has a bevelled rim and spots of light green/brown glaze 
(Fig 8.11, no 92). This context also produced 10 sherds from 
a glazed fabric 3d jug. The mid 14th- to 15th-century jug in 
fabric 4c (no 93) may be intrusive or may be the latest vessel in 
the group. A single sherd of late 15th- to 16th-century fabric 
4gi is intrusive in this deposit, which probably dates to the first 
half of the 14th century. Ditch G398 contained 36 fragments 
of animal bone, of which 27 were identifiable. Cattle and sheep 
were represented primarily through phalanges, ribs and long-
bone fragments.

Although the two ditches were spatially associated 
and generally had similar pottery assemblages, ditch G400 
produced some later forms. Although intrusiveness is probably 
a factor, this may suggest that the ditch continued to infill to a 
slightly later date than ditch G398.

YARD SURFACE ST22 (PERIOD 7, PHASE 2B)
At the corner of the site was a metalled ragstone surface 
measuring some 10 × 8.0m (Fig 8.12). The cobbles making 
up this surface ranged from placed flags of about 0.50m in 
size to small fragments of <0.10m. Although dating is difficult 
with such structures, the pottery assemblage indicated a date 
in the 14th century with some residual 13th-century material 
and some intrusive later pottery. The majority of the tile from Fjg 8.11

Fig 8.12 Photograph of yard surface ST22 (Area 8)
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the Northern Farm complex derived from this feature and 
was mostly 13th- to 14th-century roofing tile. There was also 
a concentration of 32 general purpose nail fragments and a 
copper-alloy strap guide. Of the 71 animal bone fragments 
recovered, 36 were identifiable. Cattle, sheep and pig were 
represented primarily through teeth fragments. Period 8 ditch 
G410 clearly cut through the middle of this surface (Fig 8.10).

Removal of the stone surface did not reveal any evidence of 
underlying features. This fairly rough surface is likely to represent 
a yard, or working area, the stone metalling protecting the claggy 
ground. This area was the lowest lying of the site and flooded 
several times during excavation, although we did not have the 
benefit of the large, open enclosure ditches, which would have 
provided good drainage in the medieval period.

BUILDINGS
One of the difficulties in identifying possible medieval farm 
buildings is that they were very ephemeral, often leaving little 
trace. An absence of evidence in a regular space amongst a 
cluster of features may be the only indication of a building 
footprint with or without associated features such as beam slots 
and postholes (David Martin, pers comm). It is probable that 
the yard surface ST22 abutted one or more structures and there 
are two possible locations. The first possible building (ST41) 
may have been located in the space adjacent to the west of the 
yard surface, suggested by the very straight edge to the stone 
surface, although there is no other evidence. This roughly 
rectangular space measures about 6.0 × 4.0m.

There is better evidence for possible building ST21. A 
timber beam may have rested on a line of stones (G406), with a 
supporting post at the western end (G407, I[8354]) (Fig 8.13). 
A further post may have been located to the north-east (G407, 
I[8356]). This structure would also have lain adjacent to the 
yard surface and would have had dimensions of about 3.0 × 
4.50m as exposed.

ENCLOSURES OA183 AND OA184; FIELDS 
OA185 AND OA186 (SCHOOL SITE)
Activity associated with the Northern Farm continued on the 
other side of Green Lane, where excavation at the School site 
revealed enclosures and a ditch system, in use during the 13th 
and 14th centuries (Fig 8.14).

Enclosure OA183
Ditches G664 and G665 defined a rectangular space (OA183), 
measuring 13.50 × 6.70m size. A small entrance was located 
on the north-western side of the feature. The ditches measured 
between 1.18m to 0.70m in width by 0.16m to 0.10m in 
depth. They were filled with mid greyish-brown sandy silty clay, 
from which moderate quantities of mid 13th- to 14th-century 
pottery, fired clay and several irregular blocks of sandstone 
were recovered. The northern edge of the enclosure was defined 
by an irregular deposit of mid greyish-brown sandy silty clay 
(G665). This deposit had irregular undulating edges and 
may represent a trace of a hedgerow line, or the very base of 
a shallow stretch of ditch. One very shallow posthole (G675) 
was identified within the enclosure. No further postholes or 
evidence for internal structures were observed.

It is not entirely clear what this enclosure may have been 
used for. One explanation is a small animal enclosure (the 
posthole may be a tether post). Alternatively, it could have 
enclosed a building that left no other archaeological footprint.

Enclosure OA184
Animal pen or building OA183 was enclosed within a wider 
ditched space (OA184). Two features were identified in this 
area: a pit (G676) of unclear function but containing fragments 
of mid 13th- to 14th-century pottery; and a deposit (G677) 
probably formed by repeated trample in a boggy area, which 
produced similarly dated pottery.

Fields OA185 and OA186
Beyond enclosure OA184 the edge of the wider field system 
(OA185 and OA186) was just picked up, defined by ditches 
G666, G683 and G658.

Ditch G666 measured 1.10m in width by 0.29m in depth. 
It was filled by a mixed silty clay, which contained a substantial 
assemblage of mid 13th to 14th-century pottery, perhaps 
derived from the possible building in OA183. Ditch G683 
was mostly removed by later post-medieval boundary G657, 
with only a thin slither remaining. Presumably this later ditch 
followed the same course as G683 (Fig 8.14). Nonetheless, 
pottery recovered from a small section of its fill dated to the 

Fjg 8.12

Fig 8.13 Photograph of possible stone sill G406 (Area 8)
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13th to 14th centuries. A further ditch (G658) was very 
ephemeral and produced no finds.

ABANDONMENT
No evidence from the Northern Farm is dated later than the 
14th century. The artefacts recovered suggest that many of the 
features, especially the main enclosure ditches, were infilling 

and abandoned by the middle or the later half of this century. 
It seems that after a brief, perhaps generational, burst of activity 
in the late 13th and early 14th centuries, when new, large 
enclosure ditches, pens and buildings were established, the 
farmstead was run down and abandoned. This may be evidence 
of the region-wide depopulation known to have occurred 
during this period (Brandon and Short 1990, 93).

Fig 8.14 Plan of period 7, phase 2b features (School site)
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8.5  THE SOUTHERN FARM (PERIOD 
7, PHASES 2A AND 2B; 13th–14th 
CENTURIES)

The machine stripping of Area 2a was a difficult process. 
Removal of the ploughsoil revealed a varied and undulating 
subsoil with areas of stone scatters and clean natural substrate 
separated by silts and soil deposits clearly containing 
archaeological (medieval and post-medieval) artefacts. Several 
stages of careful machining interspaced with hand excavation 
then took place in order to detect any possible ephemeral 
structures that had survived ploughing.

During broadly the same period that the Northern Farm 
developed and declined, another farmstead was established to 
the south, adjacent to Long Length. The Southern Farm was 
located 550m to the south-east of the Northern Farm, and 
was more densely occupied, although the excavation area was 
tightly defined around the archaeological activity and little of 
the broader landscape was revealed (Fig 8.15). Nevertheless, 
there was evidence of four probable buildings, yard surfaces and 
boundary ditches. Willowbed Farm, a post-medieval farmstead, 
was located immediately to the south and the Southern Farm 
may have been its predecessor.

ENCLOSURE OA125 AND BUILDING ST24 
(PERIOD 7, PHASE 2A)
The northern extent of the Southern Farm was defined (as 
far as the limited excavation area allows interpretation) by a 
rectangular space (OA125, Fig 8.16). This space measured 18 
× 9.50m and was bounded by ditches and gullies G455 and 
G566 to the north and west and by a yard surface G459 to 
the south (Fig 8.16). Ditch G455 was fairly wide but shallow 
and irregular, and different in form from many of the more 
substantial ditches. It was immediately adjacent to suspected 
building ST24 (described below) and may have resulted 
from water run-off rather than being deliberately cut. The 
western extent of enclosure OA125 was defined by a thin 
gully (G566) that was located about 3.0m from the possible 
western side of building ST24. This was more defined than 
G455 and was probably deliberately cut as a drainage feature. 
Gully G566 contained a large assemblage of pottery, possibly 
derived from activities associated with ST24. Much of the 
pottery assemblage is quite fragmentary although at least 
17 cooking pots, one bowl and seven jugs are represented. 
Fabric 3b is the most common (44.5%), representing at least 
five cooking pots and one bowl (eg, Fig 8.17, no 97). The 
other major fabric is 2c (38.4%), which represents at least 
seven cooking pots (eg, nos 98–99) and three sparsely green-

Fig 8.15 Plan of the Southern Farm (Area 2a)
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glazed jugs. Fabric 2e, although making up only 4.3% of the 
assemblage, is represented by a cooking pot and three jugs, 
one of the latter with incised wavy line decoration below the 
glaze. A fabric 3b bowl with external sooting is also present 
(no 100). Given the proportions of the different fabrics and 
the rim forms present a deposition date of the later 13th to 
early 14th centuries is probable.

Located within rectangular space OA125, building ST24 
was defined by a clear area of natural clay. Surrounding this 
area were possible structural elements represented by thin, well-

defined beam slots (G460, Fig 8.16). Nine fragments of bone, 
including a horse incisor and a sheep pelvis displaying signs of 
butchery, were recovered. On the basis of these features, the 
structure would have been about 13m by 6m. The only beam 
slot context to produce pottery was B[2057]/B[2058]. This 
contained three sherds (40g) fabric 2b/c of the later 13th- to 
mid 14th-century as well as two sherds (18g) fabric 4d of the 
later 14th to 15th centuries. It also contained peg tile and two 
chunks of post-medieval brick, dated to not earlier than the late 
15th century. It is likely that the later pottery and tile reflect later 

repairs or relate to the demolition of the structure. ST24 
was the largest of the possible buildings identified and is 
reminiscent of a moderate-sized barn.

There are two anomalies. The first is gully G477, 
which was located across the western end of building 
ST24 and contained domestic debris of charcoal, pottery 
and animal bone. Clearly this gully, which may have 
drained the central yard surface ST25/ST26, cannot 
have existed at the same time as the building as shown. It 
may be, therefore, that it defined an initial phase of the 
building to the east and went out of use (was filled in) 
when the building was extended to the west.

The second anomaly is the small, curvilinear 
gully G473. This has been phased on stratigraphic 
grounds to the post-medieval period (period 8); 
however, the pottery assemblage recovered is of 
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Fig 8.16 Detailed plan of OA125 and ST24 (Area 2a)

Fig 8.17 Pottery vessels nos 97–100 from gully G566
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13th- to 14th-century date. This may be residual material 
incorporated into the ditch fills, but there is the possibility 
that this feature should be associated with this earlier period.

A feature in the vicinity of building ST24 (G475) 
produced small quantities of abraded peg tile, some of which 
may be intrusive. A further feature (G454) contained a 
fragment of dark brown-glazed medieval floor tile, possibly 
a waster, and 11 fragments of cattle, sheep and pig bone, 
represented by long-bone fragments and teeth fragments.

YARD SURFACE AND ACTIVITY LAYERS ST25/
ST26 (PERIOD 7, PHASE 2A)
Immediately abutting rectangular space OA125 and building 
ST24 was a roughly cobbled ragstone surface and a complex 
series of layers of accumulated cultural material (G459, Fig 
8.18). The key deposits associated with this group include a 
layer of variable silt (B[2186]), which lay above the natural 
clay and into which the stone surface was set. This silt layer 
contained only pottery dated to the 13th–14th century, 
providing a convincing earliest date for the construction of 
the surface.

The pottery recovered included the most highly decorated 
jug sherd from the whole site, albeit somewhat abraded. The 
piece is a rod handle in fabric 2e with impressed dot/circle 
decoration under a thin patchy brown glaze of later 13th- to 
mid 14th-century date (Fig 8.19, no 101).

Stone surface G459 consisted of large, irregular ragstone 
blocks (typically 0.45 × 0.35m). These blocks were tightly laid 
together to form an area of hard standing measuring about 10 
× 10m in area. The top face of this hard standing was fairly 
rough and uneven, which suggests that this was an external 
surface rather than an internal floor. This face also exhibited 
evidence of plough damage. The metalwork assemblage from 
G459 included two horseshoe fragments, two farrier’s nails, 
one general purpose iron nail and a metalworking file fragment 
(Fig 8.19, RF B <184>). Medieval peg tile was also recovered 
with abraded undated brick. This stone surface is similar to that 
found at the Northern Farm.

BUILDING ST29 (PERIOD 7, PHASE 2A)
To the west of the yard surface ST25 was the location of 

a probable rectangular 
building. This was again 
defined by an area of clean, 
natural clay that marked its 
footprint (Fig 8.20). The 
structure may have been 
bounded to the south by 
ditch G454, although it 
is not clear whether this 
feature had gone out of 
use by this time. Several 
other elements were 
discovered that provided 
good structural evidence. 
These included intermittent 
evidence of narrow, 
0.30m-wide, stone-filled 
sleeper wall trenches (G461) 
to the north, probably 
robbed out in places (Fig 

101 RF B<184>
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Fig 8.18 Detailed plan of the yard surfaces ST25 and ST26 (Area 2a)

Fig 8.19 Finds from cobbled surface G459: pottery vessel no 101 and iron 
file RF B<184>
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8.21). These footing trenches produced peg tile, pieces of 
undated brick and a scale-tang knife fragment RF B<223> 
(Fig 8.22). To the south and east of the rectangular space were 
four potholes (G462) of similar dimensions, which may have 
defined the building in this area. Three of these postholes 
produced ceramic dating. Two contained single sherds in 
fabric 1d and fabric 2b/c cooking pots of later 13th- to mid 
14th-century date. In contrast a further posthole, although 
containing three sherds (12g) of similar wares, also produced 
wares in fabric 4d and fabric 4f earthenwares of 15th- to early 
16th-century date. Two cattle-size long-bone fragments and the 
distal end of a sheep humerus displaying signs of butchery were 
also recovered.

This evidence suggests that the structure was timber-
framed and measured about 8.0 × 4.0m. The entrance was 
probably located to the south facing ST27, or the east 
opening on to the yard surface. It is perhaps notable that this 
was the second smallest of the buildings and may therefore 
have had an ancillary function.

THE CUTTING OF DITCHES G453 AND G452 
(PERIOD 7, PHASES 2A AND 2B)
As detailed below, there were two further buildings associated 
with the farmstead, ST27 and ST28. The associated artefacts 
are generally of a later 14th- to 15th-century date. These finds 
probably give an indication of the use, repair and subsequent 
abandonment of the structures. It is entirely possible and, given 

Fig 8.20 Detailed plan of building ST29 (Area 2a)

Fig 8.21 Photograph of sleeper wall G461 during excavation (Area 2a)

Fig 8.22 Scale-tang knife fragment RF B<223>

0 5cm

RF B<223>

Fig. 8.19

CHAPTER 8  SAXON AND MEDIEVAL (PERIODS 6–7; AD 900–1500)



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

230

the spatial arrangement of the farmstead, probable that they 
had an earlier date of origin in the 13th–14th centuries.

There are a number of features, notably ditches G453 and 
G452, that may have been cut in period 7, phase 2a but which 
were receiving finds (ceasing to be cleaned out and going out of 
use or being deliberately backfilled to expand the central area – 
see below) in period 7, phase 3.

Linear feature G453 was aligned approximately north–
south (Fig 8.23). Despite repeated excavation, it was not 
clear whether this was a spread of trampled material, related 
to activity at the rear of building ST29, or a deliberately cut 
ditch. Certainly to the west there were irregular, amorphous 
deposits that may represent trampled areas (G479 and G480). 
They contained fragments of cattle bone. There was also some 
indication of slightly stepped sides (possible recutting), so it 
may be that a ditch is the more probable interpretation. It 
did not appear to continue past the western end of building 
ST29. There was evidence of rapid infilling with clean clay at 
one location in this feature, perhaps indicating the deliberate 
creation of a causeway. Whatever the case, it probably had its 
origins in period 7, phase 2a, but continued to receive material 
into period 7, phase 3 (see below).

Ditch G452, which formed the southern defining 
boundary of rectangular space OA126, was more definitively 

Fig 8.23 Detailed plan of building ST27, yard surface and causeway (Area 2a)

Fig 8.24 Photograph of ragstone stepping stone across ditch G452 (Area 2a)
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cut than G453. This ditch was east–west-aligned, 1.50m wide 
and 0.55m deep. It served to divide the central yard from the 
southern building ST28 and probably drained both areas. A 
pile of three ragstone blocks formed a likely stepping stone 
across this ditch (Fig 8.24). Circumstantially, this may suggest 
that the ditch was constructed at the same time as the yard 
surface, when stone was readily available.

ENCLOSURES OA126 AND OA127
South of east–west ditch G454, which bisected the central yard 
surface, was a rectangular space defined by ditch G454 to the 
north, ditch G452 to the south and linear feature G453 to the 
west. In this area the stone yard surface ST25 continued and 
adjoined building ST27 (Fig 8.23).

Building ST27 (period 7, phase 2a)
To the east of stone surface ST25 was possible rectangular 
building ST27, some 7.50 × 5.0m in size. This structure was 
defined by an ephemeral, vertical-sided linear feature (G463) to 
the north-east, which was about 0.20m wide and up to 0.10m 
deep. The eastern slot seemed to run under the yard surface 
ST25/ST26, although it was not detectable once these layers 
were removed. It seems likely, however, that the structure and 
the yard surface were in use together for at least some of the 
time and the yard was extended later (period 8). The southern 
beam slot (G213) was more convincing and also contained a 
chip (1g) of fabric 2b/c, indicating a later 13th- to mid 14th-
century date, if the piece is not residual. To the west there 
was a rough stone causeway crossing ditch/feature G453. 

Perhaps this causeway was created to facilitate access and the 
building extended or repaired at this time on the eastern side. 
Alternatively the structure could have been built later (period 
7, phase 3) at the same time as ditch/feature G453 was infilled. 
Again this structure was probably a small barn or animal 
shelter. The only metal find from ST27 is a general purpose 
iron nail; two fragments of peg tile were also recovered.

Building ST28 (period 7, phase 2a)
At the southern extent of the excavation was a rectangular 
structure that measured 10m east–west and 5.0m north–south 
as exposed (Figs 8.15 and 8.25). The structure was defined at 
its northern extent by a regularly cut beam slot (G464). This 
cut was filled with debris, perhaps suggesting that it was not 
for a sill beam. It produced three sherds in fabric 2b/c (21g) 
and a single fabric 3a sherd (9g). Although abraded, they hint 
at a date in the later 13th to mid 14th centuries. Forty-six 
unidentifiable fragments of animal bone, of which 36 were 
calcified, were recovered. The bone assemblage also contained 
10 sheep and cattle fragments, primarily long bones and ribs. 
At the east end of the building was a series of postholes (G465) 
in a linear pattern, which probably formed a wall. This group 
yielded a fair amount of material. Three postholes all produced 
cooking pot fragments in fabrics 1d, 2b/c and 3a, suggesting 
a later 13th- to early/mid 14th-century date. Interestingly, 
a fabric 4b sherd from posthole B[2126] may relate to later 
14th- to early 15th-century repair work. Also in this vicinity 
was an irregular feature that may suggest trample associated 
with an entrance in this vicinity. Although only 13 sherds were 
recovered from this feature, it is dominated by fabric 2c sherds 

Fig 8.25 Detailed plan of ST28 (Area 2a)
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(84.6%), including parts of two cooking pots with squared 
rims (eg, Fig 8.26, no 105) and a sparsely glazed jug with rod 
handle. Only one sherd of fabric 1d is present, suggesting a 
date in the first half of the 14th century. Also recovered were 
56 fragments of animal bone, of which 35 were unidentifiable. 
The remainder represent sheep and pig and included teeth and 
long-bone fragments. A single posthole to the west may be all 
that remained of this side of the structure.

Beam slot G464 produced an unusual environmental 
assemblage containing several straw nodes and stem bases. This 
type of processing waste is rare in medieval samples, as straw 
was of value for thatching, building materials such as wattle and 
daub, fodder and bedding. Straw also rarely survives charring 
in any great quantity as it usually burns completely away or 
becomes fragile. This assemblage may represent thatch, thatch 
base coat, flooring materials or animal bedding that had fallen 
into the beam slot following a fire, thus becoming protected. 
Additional weed taxa present in this sample were corn marigold 
(Chrysanthemum segetum), an introduced arable weed of acidic 
soils that became common only in the medieval period, and two 
herbs less typical of arable assemblages, woundwort (Stachys sp) 
and water-pepper (Polygonum hydropiper). These two taxa may 
have come from hay grown on the marshy alluvial soils to the 
south of the site. Thatch base coat, floor coverings or animal 
bedding could all have contained hay mixed with straw.

DITCH G454 (PERIOD 7, PHASE 2B)
Ditch G454 was up to 0.45m in depth and rapidly infilled, with 
no evidence of silting. The stratigraphic sequence was unclear. It 
is possible that this ditch was earlier than the stone yard surface 
and was infilled when the surface was laid. It may alternatively 

have been extant during the early period of use of the stone 
surface, acting as a drain. However, the preferred interpretation 
is that, initially at least, the yard surface was continuous and 
that the ditch then cut through it, once the need for substantial 
drainage became clear (Fig 8.27). Whatever the case, at some 
point a stone causeway was laid over the feature.

The ceramic evidence recovered from the ditch, which 
is of a similar date to that recovered from within the surface 
matrix, suggests that the ditch was open and the yard in use 
at least partly concurrently. The group of 68 sherds recovered 
from G454 is dominated (70.6%) by fabric 1d (48 sherds), 
representing at least four cooking pots and a bowl (Fig 8.26, 
nos 102–104). Although the sherds are small they do not 
exhibit signs of abrasion. Fabric 2c is also well represented 
(23.5%), including sherds from a cooking pot and two 
sparsely green-glazed jugs with thumbed bases. Three sherds 
in fabric 4c, from at least one jug and one cooking pot, may 
be intrusive later 14th-century pieces as the remainder of 
the group is of later 13th- to early 14th-century date. It is 
likely that the ditch became infilled during the life of the 
farmstead and was no longer cleaned out and maintained as 
the settlement was run down.

A series of midden deposits (G458) overlay ditch G454, 
associated with the main use phase of the yard surface and 
adjacent structure ST24; these layers partly infilled hollows 
within the surface. Recovered from G458 was an assemblage of 
metal artefacts, including a lead fishnet sinker (RF B<160>), an 
iron whittle-tang knife fragment (RF B<211>) and a complete 
copper-alloy needle (RF B<217>, Fig 8.26). These deposits also 
produced tile of mixed dates – mainly 13th- to 14th-century 
peg tile but also probable Romano-British imbrex and post-
medieval pantile (B[2076]). This group also contained the 
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Fig 8.26 Pottery vessels no 105 from irregular feature G465 and nos 102–104 from ditch G454; metal objects RF B<217> and RF B<246> from midden G458
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largest assemblage of oyster shells from a 
single context.

The largest metalwork assemblage was 
recovered from a subsoil deposit partly 
sealing the stone surface. It contained 40 
iron nail fragments, a number of strip 
and sheeting fragments and a hinge pivot 
with tapered fixing (RF B<246>, Fig 
8.26). Although it came from the vicinity 
of possible structures and was probably 
associated with their destruction, there was 
no notable spatial distribution pattern for 
this metalwork.

8.6  POSSIBLE BUILDING 
ST30 (AREA 1) (PERIOD 
7, PHASE 2; 13th–14th 
CENTURIES)

Some 200m north-north-west of the 
Southern Farm, adjacent to Chart Road, 
was another small excavation area (Area 
1), which revealed some fairly limited 
remains assigned to period 7, phase 2 (Fig 
8.28). Although not well defined, these 
remains consisted of an approximately 
north–south-aligned shallow (0.20m) gully 
(G345). This feature contained a moderate 
amount of earlier medieval peg tile and 
animal bone, including 38 identifiable 
fragments, none of which were calcified. 
Both cattle and sheep were represented by 
mandible and teeth fragments. The group 
also contained fragments of cattle pelvis 
and sheep-size long bone and rib. The gully 
seemed to lead to/from an irregular spread 
of fill and stones (G347).

G347 was 2.50m wide and 6.40m 
long and formed of a single ‘course’ of 
ragstone rubble and fill, which appeared 
to be the remains of a surface. Sealing 
this layer of ragstone was a humic 

Fig 8.27 Interpretative sequence of yard surface 
ST25 and ditch G454
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midden or abandonment deposit containing a moderate 
amount of medieval pottery, tile and shell. Also present were 
49 fragments of animal bone and teeth. Sheep and cattle 
were represented by teeth, vertebrae and cranial fragments. 
Pig fragments included teeth, scapulae and ulna; dog was 
represented by a single canine. Spread G347 was located in 
an area of intersecting late post-medieval–modern stone-filled 
land drains. There was also a possible posthole at the north 
end (Fig 8.29).

At the north of G347 and sealed by it was linear feature 
G348 (Fig 8.28). This feature was 9.0m long and 1.20–1.60m 
wide and was steep-sided. Although too wide for a beam 

Fig 8.28 Plan of period 7, phase 2 features (Area 1) and detail of G348 and 
G347

Fig 8.29 Photograph of stone surface G347 and posthole (Area 1)

Fig 8.30 Pottery vessels nos 106–107 from G347 and G348, no 108 from 
ditch G453, no 109 from spread G466 and no 110 from ditch G452
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slot, it is possible that it was a structural element, perhaps, 
for example, forming a terrace or lower area. It was partially 
infilled with stone and did not continue further east or west. 
Possibly, then, this area marked the location of a building, 
which perhaps extended north beyond the excavation area and 
was adjacent to surface G347. Although the cut features and 
deposits are inconclusive, the artefactual evidence supports this 
hypothesis. These two groups, G347 and G348, produced the 
best assemblages of earlier medieval peg tile from Brisley Farm 
and it is likely that this demolition debris derived from a roofed 
building of 13th- 14th-century date in the immediate vicinity. 
G348 also produced a very mixed and abraded assemblage of 
pottery of late 13th- to mid 14th-century date. Few feature 
sherds are present though cooking pots in fabric 1d and fabric 
2c predominate (Fig 8.30, nos 106–107). The group also 
contained 14 fragments of cattle and sheep bone, including 
teeth, mandible and sheep scapulae.

8.7  DEVELOPMENT AT THE 
SOUTHERN FARM (PERIOD 7,  
PHASE 3; 14th–15th CENTURIES)

INFILLING OF THE DITCHES AND EXPANSION 
OF THE CENTRAL YARD (ST25/ST26)
Although it is likely that the construction of most of the 
Southern Farm originated in period 7, phase 2, much of the 
infilling of features and many of the deposits are broadly dated 
to period 7, phase 3 and period 8 (Chapter 9). Much of this 
debris probably related to general rubbish disposal, spread on 
middens. It is notable that the degree and context of the debris 
found suggests a somewhat messy or unordered farmyard. 
Although many of these deposits may have related to general 
use and activity, the impression given is that the farm was 
running down or that it experienced a dip of activity in the 
late 14th and 15th centuries. That said, there were still repairs 
being carried out to some of the buildings, shown by the dating 
evidence from associated postholes or beam slots (for example 
building ST29).

In period 7, phase 3 ditches G452–G454 were deliberately 
backfilled, possibly to open up the central area of the complex 

Fig 8.31 Interpretative plan of period 7, phase 3 remains in the Southern Farm showing repaired buildings and infilled ditches (Area 2a)
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(Fig 8.31). Amongst the pottery recovered from ditch G453 
was a mid 14th- to mid 15th-century pitcher rim with stabbed 
strap handle and patches of white slip under a patchy green 
glaze in fabric 4c (Fig 8.30, no 108). Peg tile, of probable 
14th- or 15th-century date, and undated brick were also 
recovered. Ditch G452 also produced a mid 14th- to early/
mid 15th-century lid-seated jar in fabric 4a with patches of 
clear glaze on its interior (Fig 8.30, no 110). This vessel was 
probably residual, given that many sherds in this deposit 
appear to be of later 15th- to early 16th-century date.

Immediately to the south of the central yard, ST25/ST26 
was a series of interrelated layers and lenses of material forming 
an amorphous spread G466. These deposits may represent the 
general accumulation of midden material swept off the main 
yard, or, alternatively, the location of a structure such as an 
animal shed or pen given the mixed, disturbed deposits. This 
group overlay the natural clay and the edge of the yard surface. 
Also in this vicinity was an area of clean natural clay that 
may have marked the location of a structure and have been 
associated with these deposits.

Spread G466 produced a range of artefacts, giving some 
idea as to deposition dates. One context of note produced 57 
sherds of pottery that were fairly evenly divided between fabric 
1d and fabric 2c, suggesting a late 13th- to early 14th-century 
date. The presence, however, of nine small (average 5.6g) 
sherds of fabric 4d, of later 14th- to early 15th-century date, 
means the date of this deposit is unclear. A mid 14th- to early 
15th-century lid-seated jar in fabric 4a from another context is 
a useful addition to the small assemblage of period 7, phase 3 
ceramics from the site (Fig 8.30, no 109).

This group contained one of the largest single assemblages 
of animal bone from any of the excavations, consisting of 438 
fragments. Cattle, sheep and pig were represented, with cattle 
being dominant.

Interestingly, most of the tile found on site comes from 
enclosure OA126. A large amount of peg tile came from 
midden/layer G475. Ditch G452 and spread G466 also 
contained peg tile and abraded undated brick fragments, some 
of which may be post-medieval. Most of the peg tile is from 
a deposit in group G466 and the large size of some of the 
fragments suggests primary deposition, probably late medieval. 
This indicates that at least one of the buildings in the vicinity 
(ST27, ST30 or ST28) was probably tiled.

8.8  DISCUSSION

The post-Roman occupation of the Brisley Farm area is 
markedly different from the prehistoric and Romano-British 
periods, although potential themes linking the settlements 
through time can be traced.

EARLY EVIDENCE
Although there is some evidence of Saxon occupation, it 
is confined to cooking pits. How many of the Late Iron 
Age/Roman-British boundaries and fields were still used is 
unknown, and it is probable, given that the evidence suggests 
some domestic (cooking) activities, that there was settlement 
nearby (unless the ovens mark the location of temporary camps 
set up as people passed through the area). It may be that such 
occupation left little or no archaeological trace.

One aspect of interest is that the barrows associated with 
the warrior burials did not become a focus of Saxon activity. 
There are many examples of Saxon burials or monuments being 
attracted to and respecting ancient landscape features, barrows 
in particular – for example, at Saltwood, Kent, 21 miles east 
of Ashford (Riddler and Trevarthen 2006, 26). This did not 
happen at Brisley Farm, where there still probably was a visible 
and impressive prehistoric monumental landscape. As there is 
some, albeit slight, evidence for Anglo-Saxon occupation, the 
question of why Saxon remains did not cluster around two Iron 
Age barrows is significant. This is particularly important given 
the evidence for continuity and awareness of previous land use 
that this wide-ranging landscape study has demonstrated for 
the prehistoric through to the Roman and medieval (see below) 
periods. The obvious explanation is that there was insufficient 
Anglo-Saxon population to generate such evidence. Another, 
more interesting, factor may be the propensity for Saxon 
burials and cemeteries to be placed near roads and boundaries 
(Reynolds 2002, 171–94; S. Harrington, pers comm). Perhaps 
the barrow monuments were no longer part of an axial route at 
this time, and thus not a favoured location for such activity. It 
is also possible that the barrows had been ploughed out.

THE DOCUMENTARY AND CARTOGRAPHIC 
EVIDENCE
A full analysis of the cartographic and documentary evidence 
is included in Chapter 10. In summary, this evidence 
indicates that in the 13th, 14th and 15th centuries the land 
encompassing Brisley Farm was divided in very small parcels. 
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Although there is some ambiguity, Brisley Farm seems likely to 
have been part of East Kinsgnorth Manor, which was centred 
on Court Lodge Farm, a moated site, 200m to the south-east 
of Brisley. A picture emerges from this early documentation 
of a mixed subsistence regime, though focused on pasture 
rather than arable production. A document of 1387 highlights 
this: transferred land consisted of ‘47 acres of arable, good 
pasture, 2½ acres of meadow, 50 acres of sheep and 10 acres of 
underwood’ (Cal Fine R 1383–91).

THE EARLY MEDIEVAL LANDSCAPE: THE 
PIONEERING PHASE  
(PERIOD 7, PHASE 1; 13th CENTURY)
The ceramic sequence leaves little doubt that occupation in 
the early medieval period first occurred at the Northern Farm 
from the late 12th to the early 13th century (see Chapter 10.7). 
This involved the establishment of fields and enclosures, almost 
certainly including the clearance of trees and shrubland, possibly 
for the first time since the end of the Romano-British period.

It is notable that these ditched boundaries (ditches G348, 
G385, G386, G388 and G409 in Areas 7 and 8 and G644, 
G645, G646, G649, G650 and G651 at the School site) 
appear to have been a first phase before the more intensive 

development in the following century, apparent only at the 
Northern Farm. However, this area (Areas 7 and 8) was subject 
to an extensive excavation, whilst the excavation around the 
Southern Farm was smaller, so that none of the wider evidence 
relating to initial clearance/setting up of the landscape in the 
early medieval period would have been uncovered.

A similar pattern of initial ditch digging has been noted 
at Lydd Quarry, 22km away from the site, on the dynamic 
environment of the Romney Marsh during one of the most 
extensive investigations of a medieval landscape undertaken in 
recent years (Fig 8.32; Barber & Priestly-Bell 2008). Here this 
initial reclamation, which took place up to the 13th century, 
was called the pioneering phase, a term that conjures up an 
evocative image, perhaps also applicable to the (re)settlement of 
the Brisley Farm area in the 12th century.

Although the Lydd excavations provide a valuable 
resource, they are used as a parallel with a degree of caution 
and also as a counter to the medieval landscape around 
Brisley Farm, given their marshland environment. However 
the Wealden woodland around south Ashford is close to the 
borders of the marsh and similar techniques and concerns are 
likely to have been apparent.

This initial clearance in the Northern Farm vicinity formed 
the bounded spaces OA95 and OA98, probably leading from 
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Chart Road and Green Lane, and track TD16 and space 
OA110, perhaps also associated with Green Lane. The function 
of these spaces is not certain although the faunal evidence 
suggests an increased reliance on sheep and it may be that these 
were fields for controlled grazing. The charred plant evidence 
was poor, but far better than for the prehistoric periods. Some 
grains of indeterminate cereal (caryopsis) and oats (Avena sp 
and Avena/Bromus sp) were recovered from ditch G386; the 
amount of charred plant increased in the following periods. 
The evidence suggests a mixed farming regime at this point.

THE ‘SETTLED PHASE’: THE NORTHERN 
AND SOUTHERN FARMS IN THE 13th AND 
14th CENTURY (PERIOD 7, PHASE 2; 13th–14th 
CENTURIES)
Following the initial clearance of the land in the pioneering 
phase of the late 12th to early 13th centuries the evidence 
rapidly increased as both the Northern and Southern Farm 
become more established. The ceramic evidence suggests that 
the first domestic settlement was set up at the Northern Farm 
by the mid 13th century. The second domestic settlement at 
the Southern Farm was probably established in the last quarter 
of the 13th century. The relationship of these two farms to each 
other is unclear. One possibility is that the Southern Farm may 
have been occupied by the son of the Northern Farm’s owner. 
During this period, the 13th and early/mid 14th century, both 
farmsteads were characterised by central rough stone yards 
surrounded by probable buildings and small enclosures.

The buildings
The evidence suggests two possible buildings (ST21 and ST41) 
surrounding the yard surface of the Northern Farm and four 
around the yard surface of the Southern Farm (ST24, ST27, 
ST28 and ST29).

Most of these structures were recognised in the field by 
an absence of evidence – a gap in the surrounding spread of 
features and deposits. This is particularly true in the case of 
the Southern Farm and was apparent to a degree for the two 
structures postulated at the Northern Farm.

A parallel for this can be found at Lydd Quarry, where a 
rectangular building measuring 10 × by 5.0m was proposed, 
essentially on negative evidence, suggesting a sill-beam 
construction (Fig 8.33; Barber & Priestly-Bell 2008). It is 
worth noting that this building at Lydd Quarry was set in a 
ditched enclosure, similar to examples from the Southern Farm 

and the more tenuous example from the School site (OA183) 
(Figs 8.20 and 8.14).

Generally, across the two farms, the sizes of the buildings 
were on the small side. The two structures at the Northern 
Farm were 3.0 × 4.50m (ST21) and 6.0 × 4.0m (ST41). 
The largest structure at the Southern Farm, ST24, was about 
13 × 6.0m, and the smallest, ST27, measured 7.40 × 5.0m. 
The potential size of these structures clearly has a bearing on 
function. At Lydd Quarry, the single building suggested as 
being domestic was 10 × 5.0m (Barber & Priestly-Bell 2008). 
Similarly, excavations at Northfleet, Kent, revealed a 10 × 4.0m 
structure, with an internal hearth, interpreted as a domestic 
building (Hardy & Bell 2001, 18). On the basis of size alone 
the largest structure at the Southern Farm could therefore be 
domestic in nature.

Internal features
Apart from the drainage gully leading from building ST24, 
there were few internal features associated with the buildings. 
There was one spread of material (G486) in ST24, probably 
caused by trample, and a series of amorphous, undated deposits 
of unclear origin in the eastern edge of ST28.

Tiles
On many rural farmsteads in Kent, there is fairly limited 
ceramic building material evidence, suggesting that buildings 
were not built of brick and were perhaps roofed with thatch 
or wooden slates, for example, the structure identified at 
Northfleet (Hardy & Bell 2001, 18). At the Northern and 
Southern Farms, however, the ceramic building material 
evidence was better, indicating that at least some of the 
buildings were tiled. The best assemblage was from Area 1, 
probably associated with building ST41, which contained tiles 
typical of the later 12th/13th and 14th centuries (see Chapter 
10.9). The peg and ridge tile suggest that this represents 
destruction debris from at least one tiled roof. The Southern 
Farm complex also produced early tile, though most is from 
the 14th or 15th century; the degree of contamination makes 
it difficult to identify early contexts. Again, quantities are 
sufficient to point to the presence of at least one tiled building. 
Pringle suggests that the structures represented by the roof tile 
assemblage were probably cottages or other farm buildings with 
simple pitched roofs tiled with peg (plain) and ridge tiles (see 
Chapter 10.9). The tiles were probably unglazed, as only one 
fragment of glazed ridge tile was found (Area 8, G386).

Whether the entire tile assemblage from the Northern and 
Southern Farms derives from what is thought to be otherwise 
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somewhat humble animal shelters or barns is debatable. The 
main farmhouses almost certainly lay somewhere in close 
vicinity and some of the tile may have derived from these.

BUILDING CONSTRUCTION AND THE  
WIDER CONTEXT
Maggie Henderson

The Northern Farm buildings
The remains of probable building ST21 were situated close 
to the northern extent of the late 13th- to mid 14th-century 
yard surface ST22. The building is represented by a linear 
arrangement of packed stone (maximum length at c 4.0m) 
providing a base course upon which a timber sill beam could 
have been placed to support a timber-framed structure. The 
group of features suggestive of a structure also included two 
postholes, one situated at the western end of the stone footing 
and the other c 3.25m to the north. This type of construction, 
combining earth-fast posts and stone founds for timber sills, 
is known in Kent from the latter half of the 13th century into 
the late 14th century. In this type of transitional construction, 
components of both earth-fast and box-frame building 
techniques were employed. Horizontal members were tenoned 
into the main structural posts, which then passed through the 
stone footings to postholes or stone pads. Examples of this type 
of construction occurred at Moat Farm, Leigh and Pivington, 
Pluckley, both in Kent, and at Park Farm, Salehurst in Sussex. 
An example dating to c 1380 is Lower Newlands, Teynham, 
Kent, where the interrupted sills occured in the hall range 
and northern cross-wing (Pearson 1994, 48). This type of 
construction was widespread throughout England until the end 
of the 14th century.

The ephemeral remains of ST41 were indicated by the 
abrupt end to the stone yard surface rather than by specific 
remains. The yard surface was clearly built to respect some form 
of construction in this location. The absence of any structural 
remains may indicate that the building had been of box-frame 
construction with sill beams of timber and no associated stone 
footings or postholes. This absence may indicate a later date 
of construction for the potential building than that indicated 
by the transitional techniques utilised for associated ST21. 
It is possible, however, that the building may have been of a 
temporary nature leaving little in the way of evidence to suggest 
its presence other than the construction of the yard surface.

The Southern Farm buildings
The presence of four visible structures within the exposed 
and excavated part of the farmstead indicates that the farm 
may have been in excess of 20ha. For farmsteads up to the 
mid 16th century, and into the first half of the 18th century 
in the neighbouring Sussex Weald (Martin & Martin 2006, 
31), the typical number of buildings was generally one or 
two subsidiary structures in addition to the farmhouse. Three 
additional buildings are considered to be rare on farms ranging 
from 6 to 12ha.

The structural remains at the Southern Farm are more 
clearly defined than those described for the Northern Farm 
although the construction method employed was also 
transitional in the combined use of earth-fast and box-frame 
techniques. The type of buildings constructed as part of a 
farmstead fall into three categories to include the farmhouse, 
some type of animal housing or shelter and a structure for crop 
storage, usually a barn (Martin & Martin 2006). The layout of 
the farmstead in the medieval period was informal and as such 
the subsidiary structures were often found in close proximity 
to the farmhouse. This precludes assigning domestic status to a 
building situated apart from the main group when evidence for 
the individual use of the buildings is not forthcoming (ibid).

At the Southern Farm building ST24, situated adjacent 
to the northern boundary, is the largest of the four structures 
at a minimum of 13.0m east–west by 6.0m north–south, 
dimensions that are in line with standard medieval domestic 
buildings. The building appears to be set within its own 
enclosure, bounded by feature G475 to the west and the yard 
surface to the south. The western boundary may have protected 
the structure from the passage of stock from the farmstead 
to the fields beyond. The construction comprised shallow 
linear depressions with packed stone to provide a footing for 
a timber box-frame structure. As already noted, the beam 
slots were associated with some postholes, a remnant of earth-
fast construction. The postholes may indicate the location of 
primary posts or phases of alternate rebuild, where one part 
of a structure is rebuilt as necessary against that already in 
situ. Gully G477 cut across the building annexing c 3.50 m 
from the remaining visible extent of the structure. The gully 
may have been an additional beam slot indicating an enclosed 
end bay to the building, for 3.50m was a common enough 
bay length in medieval building construction. However, the 
plan shows the gully curving round towards the corner of the 
structure and this may suggest the construction of a drainage 
channel after the building went out of use, the end of the gully 
terminating at and draining into the north enclosure ditch. 
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If the gully was contemporary with the construction of the 
building, the enclosed end bay and the drainage channel may 
be indicative of cattle housing, where compartmentalisation of 
different categories of stock took place.

Building ST29, oriented with the long axis east–west, 
was situated just over 1.0m from the west boundary (G475) 
enclosing building ST24. The building abutted the west 
farmstead boundary (G457). The evidence suggests a structure 
measuring 8.0m east–west by 4.0m north–south. The northern 
extent survived in the form of a partial beam slot with packed 
stone footings (G461). The south and east returns were 
indicated by the presence of postholes. The construction 
is consistent with the transitional-type buildings already 
described. The two postholes on the south side of the probable 
structure were situated c 600 mm apart and were more 
indicative of two phases of construction than of a feature such 
as a doorway. The proximity of the postholes may suggest that 
a small structure abutting the boundary ditch was extended to 
the east by over 4.0m. The additional part of the building then 
required the support of a post placed adjacent to the original, 
which was retained in situ.

Building ST27 was the final structure in the northern 
part of the enclosure and was oriented with the longest axis 
north–south, the east elevation fronting on to the yard surface. 
The remains indicate a structure measuring c 7.50 × 5.0m with 
narrow beam-slot construction on the northern part of the west 
side, and the north and the south sides of the structure. There 
are two postholes on the west side, one at the south-west corner 
and the other situated c 2.0m to the north at the end of the 
beam slot. The size and location of the structure is suggestive 
of animal housing, with access onto the yard surface, and 
perhaps additional access via the opening bounded by the two 
postholes on the west side of the building. The construction of 
this building may have been later than those described above 
to judge from the change in the character of the construction 
from wider, stone-packed footings to narrow shallow slots. It 
is also possible that the structure was intended to be of a more 
temporary nature or for light use. The possible opening on the 
west side of the structure is wide (at c 2.0m) and would easily 
allow the passage of stock or carts. The opening may have been 
original to the building or added at a later date. It is clear that 
the building was in use at the same time as and associated with 
the causeway infill of boundary ditch G453, which was located 
close to the structural remains, again facilitating the passage of 
carts or stock to the interior of the farmstead.

Building ST28 was partially revealed to the south of the 
east–west gully G452, close to the southern limit of excavation. 

The building was oriented with the long axis broadly east–
west and measured 10.0 × 5.0m. The northern wall of the 
structure was formed by a beam slot evident for the full length 
of the building. The location of a doorway need not interrupt 
a sill beam and lack of posts suggestive of a doorway does 
not necessarily mean that none existed. The west end of the 
building was defined by a posthole at the north-west corner 
and there was another posthole, possibly suggestive of an 
intermediate post, some 1.80m from the corner. The east side 
of the building was partially represented by a beam slot at the 
northern end, the remainder of the length of the wall being 
indicated by a series of postholes. The posthole arrangement is 
not easy to interpret, for they were relatively small and closely 
spaced and, although they were situated to fulfil some specific 
function, were not characteristic of the type of construction 
seen elsewhere on the site. The location of the building – 
separate from those in the northern part of the area – may also 
indicate a specific use.

Conclusions
The construction methods utilised in the structures at both 
farms were transitional, in that they combined elements of two 
building traditions: earth-fast and box-frame. The continued 
use of earth-fast posts in these buildings may have been in 
answer to topographical discrepancies that required the use of 
the posts to create, with sill beams tenoned into them, a level 
surface for construction.

The overall layout of the Southern Farm suggests that 
the northern part of the site provided barn facilities (ST24), 
perhaps combining storage with housing for animals at the west 
end separated from the main body of the barn by the drainage 
gully. The barn may have been built in order to provide a range 
of facilities or adapted as required in response to the changing 
economy of the farm. The west end of the barn was protected 
by a ditch situated c 3.30m from the building, setting the 
building apart from the other structures and a probable exit 
from the farmstead to the fields beyond. The area between the 
two may have served a storage function related to the barn 
while also protecting the structure from the passage of stock.

Building ST29 was constructed in two parts and, 
although function is not clear, the structure may have provided 
additional shelter for stock, or particular categories of stock. 
Building ST27, with its wide entrance to the west and a front 
elevation facing on to the yard, is suggestive of a cart shed. 
The later creation of a causeway over the west boundary ditch 
close to the structure may have been part of a programme of 
works including the construction of the shed. The association 
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of the two features would allow transportation of foodstuffs for 
the stock into the interior of the farmstead or the removal of 
manure from the yard to the fields.

Structure ST28 was separated from the northern 
arrangement of buildings and this suggests a change in 
function. It is, however, not clear from the surviving evidence 
what that function may have been. The series of posts on the 
east-facing elevation of the building were not typical of the 
construction seen elsewhere on the site, nor do they correspond 
to stylistic elements such as display fenestration. It is possible 
that they represent a reduction or rebuilding of a doorway 
in that location, perhaps in response to a change of use. No 
internal features such as drainage, hearths or partitions survived 
to provide clues to the function.

The southern part of the site is, however, potentially 
closer to the location of the farmhouse associated with the 
agricultural buildings described above. The development of the 
site may have culminated in the creation of Willowbed Farm, 
which may have superseded the Southern Farm or, indeed, 
have incorporated elements of it in the later development. The 
house at Willowbed Farm is listed as Grade II and described 
as belonging to the 17th century or earlier. As is often the case 
the external description of a building does not always take into 
account a surviving earlier core and it is likely that Willowbed 
Farm retains elements of or evidence for an earlier building.

At the Northern Farm the remains were more ephemeral 
but still indicative of farmstead structures, both situated close 
to, and associated with, a stone-packed yard surface. The 
remains were so fragmentary that a definitive interpretation 
is not possible but, based on the evidence from the nearby 
Southern Farm, it is probable that the remains represent 
two subsidiary buildings serving storage or animal housing 
functions, particularly since they were in close proximity to 
the small stock enclosures and the pond. Construction details, 
especially for ST21, are again indicative of a late 13th- to mid 
14th-century origin.

THE WIDER LAND USE: SMALL AND LARGE 
ENCLOSURES
The extensive excavation of Areas 7 and 8 revealed large 
enclosures, notably in period 7, phase 2 (OA105 and 
OA103). Presumably these were designed to contain grazing 
livestock. The environmental evidence also suggests that 
cereal production took place. The importance of fodder crops 
should not be underestimated and it is likely that some of the 
enclosures/fields were used primarily for this.

The smaller enclosures, particularly OA101 and OA102 
around the Northern Farm, may have had a number of 
functions. At Lydd Quarry, similar enclosures have been 
interpreted as manure stores adjacent to agricultural areas 
(Barber & Priestly-Bell 2008). Such small spaces may also have 
served to secure livestock at night and as temporary stock pens 
during times when livestock need to be segregated (lambing, 
shearing and culling, for example). Enclosure OA102 is the 
best example of a temporary pen, with a possible tether post 
and two postholes forming a gate system (Fig 8.34).

SUBSISTENCE AND ECONOMY
The form of the buildings, the layout of the farmsteads and 
their location all point to a mixed farming regime in the area 
in period 7. Other evidence, including the faunal and charred 
plant remains and the documentary sources, supports this. 
Most of the pottery was recovered from ditches and later 
midden spreads, rather than from pits. The virtual absence of 
pits containing significant quantities of domestic waste may be 
an indicator that most domestic rubbish, particularly in period 
7, phase 2, was not disposed of in cut features but was collected 
with other refuse/waste and spread on the fields during 
manuring. This would certainly suggest the presence of arable 
cultivation at this time. There is a suggestion that the presence 
of the large unabraded sherds that began to accumulate in 
period 7, phase 3 (Southern Farm) midden layers shows that 
rubbish was beginning to build up in the domestic area and 
that manuring, and hence arable production, was becoming less 
important. This process intensified in the early post-medieval 
period as the farms began to be run down.

N
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G561

G400

G403
G402

0 2m

gate posts
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Fig 8.34 Detailed plan of OA102 showing tether post and gate system
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The animal bone assemblages from this period show 
an increase in the numbers of sheep and pig, compared to 
earlier periods, at the expense of cattle. This may represent an 
increased reliance on secondary products from sheep. Cattle, 
pig and sheep are represented by bones from meat joints and 
skeletal extremities. Sheep and pig are represented by relative 
quantities of all bones though there is an increased number of 
skeletal extremities for cattle. This suggests that all the animals 
were butchered and eaten on site though a quantity of cattle 
meat joints were eaten and discarded elsewhere.

The charred plant evidence from the two farms in period 
7 was mainly in the form of cereal grains, as was typical of 
the medieval period. Cereal-processing waste is rarely found 
in samples of this period, as the processing probably occurred 
some distance from the buildings and heat was not required to 
separate the grain from the chaff for the types of cereals being 
grown for human consumption. The charred cereal grains 
and occasional weed seeds probably represent burnt domestic 
waste. Bread-type wheat was the dominant cereal from both 
farms, with oats and barley present in smaller quantities. Only 
a trace of rye was found, so this crop may have been grown 
as an early bite crop (ie, grazed off the field while still green) 
or on a sporadic basis (rye is better suited to sandy rather 
than clay soils). Additional crops at the Northern Farm were 
probably pea (cf Pisum sativum; two samples, but identification 
was not confirmed because of lack of hilum) and flax (Linum 
usitatissimum). The local clay soils would have been well suited 
to the cultivation of bread-type wheat, and the presence of 
stinking chamomile (Anthemis cotula) (an indicator of clay 
soils) suggests that cultivation was taking place locally during 
this period. Barley and oats are fairly adaptable crops that may 
have been helped by the introduction of improved husbandry 
practices such as crop rotation, liming and manuring. Perhaps 
the (possible) peas were grown as part of a rotation system, 
since the inclusion of legumes helps to restore nitrogen to the 
soil. Unfortunately, the two farms produced too few samples to 
enable comparisons to be made between them.

TRADE
The ceramic evidence suggests that there was not much 
wide-ranging contact. Certainly period 7, phases 1 and 2 are 
totally dominated by local wares that have not travelled far 
(see Chapter 10.7). Most come from the Potter’s Corner kiln 
at Ashford, though a few sherds from further afield (Rye and 
north-west Kent/Surrey) suggest at least some limited regional 
contact. Perhaps these pots made it to the local market rather 

than the site’s inhabitants having direct contact with these 
areas. There is only one period 7, phase 2 import – a French 
Saintonge jug. This is fairly typical of Wealden sites, however, 
where imported material is always very rare, whether they were 
of high or of low status. The trend would point toward peasant 
occupation, but the isolated nature of the area means that the 
lack of regional/imported wares cannot be used to consider 
status. The ceramic building material evidence is similar, with 
any indication of external links/trade provided only by the 
tile fabrics. The sources of most tiles are unknown, though 
they were probably fairly local, but the tiles in fabric T2e (see 
Chapter 10.9) are similar to those from the kilns at Naccolt 
near Wye.

THE LATER STAGES OF THE FARMS
The ceramic evidence suggests that sometime in the mid 14th 
century (period 7, phase 3) the Northern Farm was largely 
abandoned, with only a minimum of activity, perhaps related 
to maintaining the ditches or robbing of materials, going 
on into the second half of the 14th/early 15th century. This 
abandonment was widespread in the 14th century as a result 
of depopulation caused by plague and famine. The Southern 
Farm, however, continued into period 7, phase 3, although 
there may have been a slight dip in the second half of the 14th 
century. Good evidence for this is provided by the repair of 
buildings ST27 and ST28. This farmstead was also occupied in 
the post-medieval period (Chapter 9).

REGIONAL INTERPRETATION
Recent work on the High Speed 1 rail scheme (CTRL) and 
other projects has highlighted a number of sites across Kent (eg, 
at Gravesend, Westenhanger Castle and Monkton) that were 
occupied on new land around the 11th–12th century but were 
abandoned during the later 12th century (Hardy & Bell 2001, 
21). This has been interpreted as an early shift from primary 
settlements, with secondary settlements established on poor, 
abandoned land. The evidence from Brisley Farm does not 
seem to fit with this pattern, though, since there was a possible, 
although tentative, Saxon occupation there and a continuation 
of some elements into the early post-medieval period.

CONTINUITY: PATTERNS IN THE LANDSCAPE
One of the most interesting aspects of the medieval landscape 
is the possibility that elements of it respect or reuse boundaries 
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that were set up in the prehistoric period. As highlighted in 
the main text above, ditch G559/G71 contained well-stratified 
material from both period 4 (Late Iron Age) and period 7, 
phase 1 (early medieval). Although it is possible that the later 
material was intrusive, this is thought very unlikely. It is not 
improbable that the boundary remained visible and was partly 
redug or redefined in period 7, phase 1. This also fits well with 
the alignment of the still-existing Green Lane, which may have 
formed a main axis to the occupation both in the medieval and 
in the prehistoric periods.

This pattern of relationship with boundaries has been 
noted for the Middle/Late Iron Age and Late Iron Age 
evidence, where aspects of the former land use are reused or 
slighted (Chapters 4–6). Why, though, this should be apparent 
at Brisley Farm when it does not seem to have been more 
generally widespread is an important question. It is helpful to 
turn it around and ask why this process has not been identified 
more often. One significant reason may be that many 
excavations of lowland Iron Age sites have taken place in areas 
such as the Midlands, where the subsequent archaeological 
landscape was overlain or removed by parliamentary enclosure 
(R James, pers comm). The prehistoric boundaries here may 
have had a relationship to the original medieval landscape 
but not, clearly, to the later, imposed, enclosure system. This 
has led to the idea being generally ignored, apart from a few 
notable exceptions.

The Weald is different, for the original medieval framework 
remains, based on irregular pasture fields cut out of the 
woodland. Since then, it has never been substantially modified 
and some prehistoric boundaries may therefore be fossilised 
in this essentially medieval system. The documentary report 
highlights this, suggesting that the boundaries existing within 
land holdings were changed only when strictly necessary. This 
resulted in the survival of many small fields and should have 
left fairly intact earlier landscapes underlying the present one 
(see Chapter 10.28).

There are several other reasons why this relationship may 
not have been seen more often. Brisley Farm was one of the 
first large, multiple-phase, open-area excavations to take place 
on the Weald Clay – a product of the changing approach of 
the Development Control at Kent County Council (Heritage 
Conservation Team). If the excavation areas at Brisley Farm are 
looked at chronologically (Areas 1 through to 8) this change 
of emphasis becomes apparent. The initial areas (Areas 1, 2a 
and 2b), excavated in the late 1990s, are tight; the next areas 
(Areas 3–4) are much larger but still do not expose a complete 
archaeological picture; the excavations that took place in 2003–
5 (Areas 5–8) exposed the entire landscape. Clearly, from a 
Development Control viewpoint this ideal situation can occur 
only where the archaeological potential warrants. It may be that 
as further sites recently excavated are published, the trend will 
become more apparent.
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9.1  INTRODUCTION

Occupation in the post-medieval period was characterised, initially 
at least, by the gradual decline of the Southern Farm. By the mid 
17th century there was evidence of a new, small-scale farmstead in 
Area 7, near the base of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood (Fig 9.1). The 
area was not as extensively settled as in the earlier periods.

CHRONOLOGY
Although the archaeological remains were fairly limited, a large 
pottery assemblage was recovered that makes an important 
addition to post-medieval pottery studies in the region. A 
combination of this dating evidence and the stratigraphy has 
enabled the subdivision of period 8 into five phases of activity.

9.2  THE SOUTHERN FARM (PERIOD 8, 
PHASE 1; EARLY–MID 16th CENTURY)

The evidence shows the continued use of the Southern Farm 
in the early post-medieval period. There are two aspects to 
this: newly cut ditches flanking the settlement (period 8, phase 
1), followed by a series of accumulated layers and lenses of 
material overlying the central yard surface (which was initially 
laid down in the 13th–14th centuries, period 7, phase 2) and 
some minor pitting and the infilling of the flanking ditches 
(period 8, phase 2).

CHAPTER 9  POST-MEDIEVAL 
(PERIOD 8, PHASES 1–5; AD 1500–1900)

Fig 9.1 Plan of post-medieval remains across the landscape
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OPEN AREAS 130 AND 131
Open Areas 130 and 131 (OA130, OA131) were formed by 
three ditches cut in this early post-medieval phase (Fig 9.2). All 
these features were cut through the natural Weald Clay. From 
the evidence of the finds assemblage it appears that the largest 
of these, flanking ditches G487 and G569, were infilling in 
period 8, phase 2 as the farm went out of use.

It is unclear to what extent the four possible buildings 
in use in the medieval period were still extant in period 8. 
Certainly the accumulated material on the yard surface ST33 
suggests some continued activity, but this must have resulted 
from lack of general maintenance of the area and would suggest 
that the farm was in decline.

Ditch G487 was a substantial and presumably major land 
division, up to 5.0m in width and 1.20m deep, with a steep-sided 
profile. It clearly cut the edge of the yard surface and may have 
been dug partly to drain this area. It was adjacent to the Long 
Length and may have formed an early boundary to this road.

Ditch G569 was similarly aligned and formed the western 
boundary to the farmstead area in this phase. It was up to 2.0m 
in width and of variable depth (up to 0.80m). It was probably 
contemporary with ditch G470, which drained into it from the 
yard surface area to the east. Ditch G569 was aligned just off 

parallel to ditch G487 and the two may have been related, 
forming a wide north–south-aligned track or acting as 
boundaries to the farmstead.

Ditch G470 was fairly small (0.50m wide and 0.30m 
deep) with a moderately steep profile. It petered out partway 
along the northern edge of the yard surface. A southwards kink 
probably marks the position of the still-standing ST24.

Associated with ditch G470 was small curvilinear gully 
(G473), which led into it and appeared to drain from the 
vicinity of ST24. Although this ditch contained an assemblage 
of 12th- to 13th-century material, it clearly cut period 7, phase 
2 ditch G566 and these finds are probably residual.

A possible recut beam slot (G457, Fig 9.2) at the 
western end of ST29 suggests that that building may have 
undergone repair in period 8, phase 1. On the other hand, 
this apparent recut may have derived from the demolition of 
the building and from robbing for materials. Either way, the 
feature produced 37 sherds of pottery with just over 24% of 
this assemblage (29% by weight) consisting of residual later 
13th- to mid 15th-century material (fabrics 1–3 and 4a–d; see 
Chapter 10.7). The remainder consisted largely of unabraded 
mid/late 15th- to early/mid 16th-century fabrics (fabrics 4e (1–
3) and 4e (4); fabrics 4f (2) and 4f (4)). The fine earthenwares 

Fig 9.2 Plan of the Southern Farm, period 8, phase 1
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dominate (fabric 4e: 51.4%) but the hard-fired earthenwares 
(fabric 4f: 18.9%) include more diagnostic sherds, including 
a bead-rim bowl and a pitcher with thickened rim (Fig 9.3, 
nos 111–112). Single sherds from a Raeren mug and Cologne/
Frechen bottle are also present.

Also recovered from beam slot G457 were 19 fragments 
of cattle and pig bone. Both were represented by fragments of 

scapulae, long bones and ribs. As discussed below, this 
building appears to have completely gone out of use by the 
middle of the 16th century, when its footprint was sealed by 
midden layer G484.

The central ragstone yard surface (ST33) was extended to 
the west, overlying the footprint of building ST27. Although 
there is no direct evidence, it can probably be inferred that this 
occurred during this phase, before accumulation of material 
over the surface (which is dated to period 8, phase 2). This 
suggests that ST27 had fallen out of use by this time. To the 
south, there is no evidence to suggest whether building ST28 
was still upstanding at this time.

9.3  POND G417 (AREA 7)

A large irregular feature was discovered at the north of Area 7 
(see Fig 9.11). This feature was 6.0 × 5.0m as visible and was 
excavated by machine to a maximum depth of 1.50m. Several 
fills were identified, including basal deposits of dark grey humic 
clays overlain by a possibly deliberately infilled layer of silty 
clay. Given the dimensions of this cut and its location in a 
low-lying area it must have been a pond. No datable finds were 
recovered from it. Cut into its upper fill was ditch G415, which 
drained from building ST23. This building also overlay the 
northern side of this feature. Clearly, given the lack of dating 
material recovered, this large feature could have been cut at any 
time before the post-medieval period. There was an existing 

Fig 9.3 Pottery vessels nos 111–112 from G457, ST29, and no 113 
from ditch G415

Table 9.1 Suggested chronology of structures (periods 7–8)
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pond present 10m to the north-west, which presumably 
replaced this earlier infilled feature.

9.4  THE DECLINE OF THE 
SOUTHERN FARM (PERIOD 8, PHASE 
2; MID 16TH CENTURY)

The second phase of the post-medieval land use is characterised 
by the deposition of material over the central yard surface ST33 
and the broadly contemporary infilling of the flanking ditches. 
Also assigned to this phase are a number of discrete features.

MIDDEN DEPOSITS G622 AND G459 OVER 
YARD SURFACE ST33
The deposit overlying the yard surface ST33 was a 
0.10–0.20m-thick clay silt with frequent inclusions of ragstone 
fragments (Fig 9.4). Just over 36% of the 297 pottery sherds 
recovered from this layer (36.1% by weight) consist of residual 
later 13th- to mid 15th-century material (fabrics 1–3 and 4a–c) 
typical of the earlier assemblages at the site. The only exceptions 
are a late 13th- to mid 14th-century partially glazed vented 

finial/handle in fabric 2c (Fig 9.5, no 118) and part of a fabric 
4a pitcher that has a cross-join with layer B[2242] in ditch G470 
(indicating that the ditch was infilling at the same time as these 
layers were accumulating). The remainder consist largely of mid/
late 15th- to early/mid 16th-century vessels. Fine earthenware 
(fabric 4e (1), 4e (3–5)) makes up 33.5% of the assemblage 
with at least three jars, usually lid-seated (Fig 9.5, nos 119–120), 
one bowl and two pitchers being represented. The hard-fired 
earthenwares (fabric 4f (1) and 4f (5)) make up 19.2% and 
include remains from one jar, one green-glazed lugged costrel (no 
121) and four pitchers (eg, no 122). The remains of four Raeren 
stoneware mugs (fabric 4k), constituting 2.7% of the group, are 
also present, as well as 18 sherds (6.1%) of early post-medieval 
glazed redwares (fabric 4g (1)), including a plate. The latter fabric 
would certainly suggest a date toward the middle of the 16th 
century as would the five sherds, representing at least two bottles, 
of Cologne/Frechen stoneware (fabric 4l).

A mid 14th- to early/mid 15th-century bowl with 
in-turned rim in fabric 4a with patches of clear glaze on 
its interior was recovered from B[2070], a further layer 
within midden deposit G622 and part of the sequence of 
accumulation of material (Fig 9.5, no 114). This vessel is 
likely to be old or possibly residual, considering that many 

Fig 9.4 The Southern Farm, midden/abandonment layers (period 8, phase 2)
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Fig 9.5 Pottery vessels nos 114–122 and registered finds RF B<270>, B<1002>, B<237>, B<267> and B<262> from midden G622
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sherds in this deposit appear to be of later 15th- to early 
16th-century date.

From B[2072] came an early post-medieval copper-alloy 
double oval frame buckle with rosettes on the outer edge of each 
loop (Fig 9.5, RF B<270>). Iron artefacts from the same context 
include 39 nail fragments, of which four are heavy-duty types, 
a key for a casket or a box (RF B<1002>), a rowel spur (RF 
B<237>), two door key fragments, a whittle-tang knife fragment 
and a complete whittle-tang knife (RF B<262>), a complete 
horseshoe (RF B<267>) and three horseshoe fragments.

The northern part of the yard surface was sealed by G459, 
B[2022], a similar deposit of clay silt, up to 0.15m thick, 
which probably represented the same depositional event as 
G622 (Fig 9.4). Just over 53% of the 67 pottery sherds from 
layer B[2022] (35.7% by weight) can be seen as residual later 
13th- to mid 15th-century material (fabrics 1–3 and 4a–d). 
The remainder consist largely of mid/late 15th- to early/mid 
16th-century fabrics, though there are three intrusive sherds 
of later 16th- to 17th-century borderware and tin-glazed 
earthenware (fabrics 4i and 4j) and three sherds of later 18th-
century creamware and pearlware. The best dating for the 
layer comes from the mid 15th- to mid 16th-century fine 
earthenwares, which constitute 26.9% of the assemblage (eg, 

the pitcher strap handle in fabric 4e (1): Fig 9.5, no 115), 
the hard-fired earthenwares, which constitute 11.9% of the 
assemblage (eg, the bowl with thickened rim in fabric 4f (4): 
no 116), and the two sherds from a green-glazed plate with 
pie-crusted rim in early post-medieval glazed red earthenware 
(fabric 4g (3): no 117).

A mixed assemblage of 45 fragments of animal bone was 
also recovered from G459. Cattle and sheep dominated and 
were represented by all skeletal elements; pig was represented 
by fragments of mandible. A horse tooth and a rabbit 
metatarsal were also recovered.

It would seem, given these finds, that by the mid 16th 
century this yard was no longer being cleaned and had fallen 
into disuse.

MIDDEN DEPOSIT G484 OVERLYING 
BUILDING ST29
At the western end of the footprint of building ST29 was 
deposit G484, consisting of mid to dark grey silt clay with a 
moderate amount of ragstone fragments (Fig 9.4). This layer 
sealed ditch G470 (which must have been infilled by this 
time) and the possible beam slot G457. Layer G484 was itself 
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Fig 9.6 Pottery vessels nos 123–134 from midden G484, B[2171]
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sealed by the subsoil. This layer was midden-like in character, 
given the amount and range of finds recovered, and provides 
a probable date for the end of use of ST29. Elements in this 
context probably derived from the demolition of the building. 
The 127 sherds of pottery from G484, B[2171] are perhaps 
the best group of later 15th- to early/mid 16th-century pottery 
from the site, for they include a number of feature sherds as 
well as Rhenish imports. On the whole the sherds are large 
and unabraded (average 21.5g). Only 9% of this assemblage 
is residual later 13th- to mid 15th-century material (fabrics 
1–3 and 4a–d). The bulk of the group is composed of fine 
earthenwares (fabrics 4e (1–4)). These constitute 51.9% of 
the assemblage and include the remains of at least 15 jars, 
two bowls, four pitchers/jugs, a pipkin and a lid (Fig 9.6, nos 
123–130). One of these vessels (no 124) is a badly warped 
jar, presumably a ‘second’ (fabric 4e (2)). The hard-fired 
earthenwares (fabrics 4f (2–4)) are also prominent (32.2%) 
and represent the remains of at least three jars, two pitchers/
jugs and three mugs (nos 131–133). The unglazed mug (no 
with 131) frilled base copying Raeren stoneware (fabric 4f (2)) 
is similar to products produced at the early 16th-century kiln 

at Lower Parrock, Hartfield, East Sussex (Freke 1976), and the 
glazed globular mug (no 132) may be a product of the kiln at 
Hareplain, Biddenden, Kent (Kelly 1972). Some 4.7% of the 
assemblage consists of the remains of at least two Raeren mugs 
with frilled bases (no 134). The single sherds of Cologne/
Frechen stoneware (fabric 4l) and Cologne/Frechen whiteware 
(fabric 4m) are the latest pieces in the group and, if they are 
not intrusive, would suggest a date toward the middle of the 
16th century.

G484, B[2171] also produced the largest assemblage 
of metalwork recovered from the site (Fig 9.7). It includes a 
copper-alloy loop handle (RF B<141>) from a cupboard or a 
chafing dish, two copper-alloy vessel rims (RF B<150> and RF 
B<152>), a copper-alloy lock escutcheon plate (RF B<151>), 
probably for a chest, a pewter buckle fragment (RF B<144>, 
not illustrated), a copper-alloy double oval plain buckle (RF 
B<146>) and a copper-alloy plain bridle boss (RF B<148>). 
Iron objects include a horseshoe fragment (RF B<147>, not 
illustrated), a complete horseshoe (RF B<149>, not illustrated), 
a staple (RF B<1004>), a suspension hook (RF B<204>) and 
29 nails. An early post-medieval copper-alloy circular buckle 

Fig 9.7 Metal registered finds RF B<204>, B<141>, B<146>, B<148>, B<150>, B<151>, B<152>, B<164> and B<1004> from midden G484, B[2171]
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with central bar (RF B<164>) was recovered from G570 
B[2173]. Apart from this concentration in B[2171], there was 
no evident pattern to this metalwork distribution.

G484 also produced 42 fragments of bone representing 
cattle, sheep, pig and dog. Cattle dominated, with a mixture 
of all skeletal elements. Dog was represented by a complete 
right femur.

DITCHES
Ditch G487 was infilled during this period by water-deposited 
uniform clayey silt with frequent inclusions of ragstone. Pottery 
dating to the 15th–16th centuries and residual 12th- to 13th-
century material was present. One sheep-size and three cattle-
size long-bone fragments were also recovered from this ditch.

Ditch G569 was similarly filled with waterlaid clayey silt. 
The bulk of the pottery assemblage recovered from it was of 
15th- to 16th-century date and of little significance. There were 
also a few 12th- to 13th-century residual sherds and, of more 
interest, a small group of residual sherds dating to the mid 14th 
to early 15th centuries. These were all in uniform medium 
sand-tempered ware (fabric 4a) and included an unglazed 
pitcher with strap handle and a lid-seated cooking pot (Fig 9.8, 
nos 135–136). The ditch also contained a lead spindle whorl 
(RF B<288>, not illustrated).

Ditch G470 had a predominantly silty fill, evidencing its 
primary function as a drainage feature, yet the large quantity 
of pottery and objects recovered suggests also an element of 
deliberate infilling. Just over 31% of the 63 pottery sherds 
(16.3% by weight) from this ditch fill are residual later 13th- 
to mid 15th-century pieces (fabrics 1–3 and 4a–d), including 
part of a fabric 4a pitcher that has a cross-join with spread 

G466, B[2072] (see above). The remainder largely consist 
of mid/late 15th- to early/mid 16th-century wares with a 
final deposition date toward the middle of the 16th century. 
Fine earthenwares (fabrics 4e (1–5)) make up 42.7% of the 
assemblage representing a minimum of two jars, one bowl (Fig 
9.9, no 137, in fabric 4e (2)), three jugs (eg, no 138, in fabric 
4e (2)), one pitcher and one chafing dish (fabric 4e (2)). The 
hard-fired earthenwares (fabrics 4f (2–4)) constitute 19.1% 
of the assemblage and include a minimum of two jars, one 
pitcher and a glazed globular mug (fabric 4f (3)). An identical 
vessel, obviously from the same potter, was recovered from 
G484, B[2171] (Fig 9.6, no 132). Although layer G484 is 
stratigraphically later than the infilling of this ditch, these 
identical vessels suggest that in reality the deposition processes 
occurred in a fairly short time period. The presence of a jar and 
handled cup (Fig 9.9, no 139) in early post-medieval glazed 
red earthenware (fabric 4g (1)), together with a single sherd 
from a Cologne/Frechen stoneware bottle (fabric 4l), suggests 
a deposition date towards the middle of the 16th century. Also 
recovered from this ditch was a copper-alloy vessel repair (Fig 
9.9, RF B<293>) consisting of a folded rivet, an iron scale-tang 
knife fragment (RF B<1005>) and an iron looped spike (RF 
B<245>).

Ditch G470 also contained 32 fragments of bone. Cattle 
fragments dominate the assemblage but pig is also represented 
by a single canine and scapulae fragments and sheep by long-
bone fragments. Cattle are represented by long-bone fragments, 
most of which are unfused.

PIT GROUPS
Groups G468, G469 and G568 were three groups of discrete 
features that were all oval or irregular in plan and generally 
fairly irregular in profile (Fig 9.4). It is possible that some 
were dug to dispose of rubbish, yet the amount and range of 
finds recovered was not large and it is unclear whether rubbish 
disposal was their primary purpose. An assemblage of 15th- to 
16th-century pottery was recovered.

Feature group G469 consisted of two oval pits up to 0.50m 
deep. Both clearly cut the period 7, phases 2–3 ditch G453. 
The larger of the two produced a moderate pottery assemblage. 
The 34 sherds from B[2026] are very mixed. Just under 30% of 
this assemblage can be seen as residual later 13th- to mid 14th-
century material (fabrics 1–3), demonstrating the high degree 
of residuality encountered in period 7, phase 3 and period 8 
deposits in the Southern Farm and possibly deriving from the 
earlier ditch G453. The remainder consist mostly of mid 14th- 
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Fig 9.8 Pottery vessels nos 135–136 from ditch G569
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to early 16th-century fabrics (fabric 4) and a deposition date of 
around the middle of the 15th century is likely. The assemblage 
is dominated by the uniform fine and medium sand-tempered 
wares (fabrics 4a and 4b) that, combined, make up 38.2% of 
the group. A cooking pot, bowl, jug and pitcher are present, 
all typically plain and unglazed (eg, Fig 9.10, nos 140–142). A 
single fragment from a Raeren mug with frilled base (fabric 4k) 
was recovered.

Thirty-seven fragments of bone representing cattle and 
sheep were also recovered. The assemblage contains mandible, 
teeth and long-bone fragments. It is probable that these pits are 
two of the few examples of post-medieval rubbish pits found at 
Brisley Farm.

Pit group G568 consisted of one large (0.45m-deep) 
irregular feature. It contained 15th- to 16th-century pottery, 
three general purpose nail fragments, a heavily corroded 
horseshoe fragment and a further three small features. Adjacent 
to this, two small features may have been part of the same 
initial undulating cut, which has been mostly truncated. The 
last feature in this group was of interest as its fill contained 
a ‘halo’ of charcoal, perhaps suggesting that it was used as a 
hearth, although there was no evidence of in situ burning. This 
feature has been phased by its spatial relationship.

9.5  PERIOD 8, PHASE 3  
(LATE 16th AND 17th CENTURIES)

Very little material is dated to the late 16th and early 
17th centuries and there appears to have been a lull in the 
occupation at Brisley Farm at this time. It is possible that the 

small farm described below was founded sometime during this 
period although the assemblage recovered does suggest a later 
date for its main phase of use.

9.6  THE SMALL FARM IN AREAS 7 
AND 8 (PERIOD 8, PHASE 4;  
LATE 17th AND 18th CENTURIES)

BUILDING ST23
At the north of Area 7, adjacent to Chart Road, a very small 
building was uncovered, probably associated with a partially 
revealed pattern of ditches forming a small farmstead (Fig 9.11).

The building was subject to sufficient detailed excavation to 
characterise its construction, probable date and extent. On the 

Fig 9.9 Pottery vessels nos 137–139 and metal objects RF B<293>, B<1005> and B<245> from ditch G470

Fig 9.10 Pottery vessels nos 140–142 from pit G469, B[2026]
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advice of the Kent County Council Archaeological Officer total, 
destructive, excavation was not undertaken because the building 
was located on the very edge of the development area and the 
potential existed for preservation in situ. Walls, for example, were 
left in place and construction techniques inferred as far as possible 
from adjacent, removed, contexts. The building was located very 
near to the surface, overlain by thin subsoil and topsoil (c 0.10m). 
Although very small, this building was markedly different from 
the medieval structures found in Area 2a and Area 8.

Walls
The structure was defined by ragstone foundations, which 
were truncated to the north and the east, probably by modern 
ploughing, leaving the remaining footprint of the structure 
encompassing an area of approximately 4.0 × 2.75m (Fig 9.12).

The most substantial of the foundations was G628, a 
2.12m-long, 0.47m-wide construction of ragstone blocks 
measuring approximately 0.40m in length, width and 
depth. These foundations probably originally continued 

Fig 9.11 Plan of period 8, phases 1 and 4 features (Areas 7 and 8)
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Fig 9.12 Detailed plans of building ST23

to the east, where there was a short length of vertical-sided 
robber trench (G252), 0.40m wide and 0.20m deep, with 
inclusions of fragmentary ragstone. The robber trench gives 
an indication of the maximum size of the construction cut 
for these wall foundations.

The form of the structure to the south of wall G628 proved 
difficult to establish. What is clear, is that c 1.0m to the south 
of foundations G628, there was a further ragstone construction 
forming a parallel wall (G629), 3.20m in length and 0.40m in 
width. These ragstone blocks were slightly less substantial than 
those of G628, unmortared and partially robbed out (robber 
trench G652). Removal of this robber trench indicated that 
the construction cut for these foundations was a maximum 
of 0.45m wide and 0.60m deep and vertical-sided. Among 
the animal bone recovered were 12 unidentifiable calcified 
fragments, three cattle mandible fragments and two cattle teeth 

fragments. It is probable that this rectangular space was an 
addition to the main building.

In between walls G628 and G629 there was, 
inconclusively, a joining wall (G247). This was constructed of 
small- (0.10m) to moderate-sized (0.20–0.30m) unmortared 
ragstone blocks that abutted wall G628. There was no 
indication of a construction cut and it is possible that the 
blocks sat directly on the ground surface, forming a sill for 
a wooden wall. Alternatively, the linear arrangement may be 
deceptive and the blocks may just have been part of the general 
collapse of the structure (see below).

There were two further foundations to the north of 
substantial wall G628. Foundations G627 were aligned north–
south and seemed to abut G628. They were mostly robbed 
out, with only a few moderate- to large-sized ragstone blocks 
remaining. These blocks sat within a vertical-sided construction 
cut, 0.20m in depth. To the west the last wall (G222) was 
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formed of moderate-sized, unmortared, faced ragstone blocks 
that sat in a 0.50m-wide construction trench (unexcavated).

As far as could be ascertained, given the limited excavation, 
foundation trenches for the northern walls (G222 and G627) 
were cut into the natural clay. The southern wall (G629) 
appeared to be cut into a blue silt clay deposit very similar 
to the upper fill of pond G417, suggesting that the building 
was partially located across the former edge of this feature – a 
location that, structurally, would not appear sensible.

Floors
The stratigraphically earliest deposit exposed inside the 
structure was an apparent compact surface of clay (G623) 
butting walls G222, G628 and G627. Overlying this was a 
bed of crushed brick and tile that formed a base for a partially 
remaining tile floor (G630).

This floor consisted of lightly mortared post-medieval 
bricks with worn surfaces, probably flooring bricks; some peg 
tile was also recovered from it. The tiles were laid upon a bed of 
crushed brick/tile, which was undatable. The floor was sealed 
by the subsoil, which also sealed the rest of the structure.

Internal features
G624 was a shallow gully aligned north-west–south-east. It is 
possible that this small trench represents an internal division, 
or, perhaps, an early phase of the structure. No finds were 
recovered. It was cut through the compacted earth layer (G623) 
and was sealed by a crushed mortar layer (G625).

Collapse
South of the main east–west wall G628 was an area of small 
ragstone fragments overlying wall G629 and partially overlying 
the southern corner of wall G627. There was a moderate 
amount of ragstone rubble, partly overlying wall G629, that 
may have derived from the collapse of the upstanding structure 
and suggests that the above-ground structure was at least partly 
stone built. However, there was no evidence of any mortar. As 
mentioned above, it is possible that wall G247 was really part 
of this collapse. Post-medieval tile and brick with residual or 
reused earlier peg tile, and sherds of 17th-century pottery, were 
recovered from this layer, which was sealed by the subsoil.

External features
Leading from the building was ditch G415 (there was no 
stratigraphic relationship visible; the ditch appeared to 
terminate just short of foundations G629). This ditch was 
0.65m wide and 0.35m deep with a V-shaped profile. It was 

cut into the upper layer of the infill of pond G417. Pottery 
recovered from the secondary fill of the ditch suggests that it 
was infilling sometime during the mid to late 16th or early 17th 
century, consistent with the likely date for the construction and 
use of the building (Fig 9.3, no 113; see below, ‘Chronology’). 
It almost certainly served to drain excess water from ST23 into 
the wider ditch system (Fig 9.11).

About 10m to the east of the building was a shallow, 
single-filled rubbish pit, or possibly a deliberately infilled 
hollow or waterlogged area (G526). It is of interest because 
it contained a good pottery assemblage. The 118 sherds of 
pottery are mainly large and unabraded, with an average 
sherd size of 23.8g. A single body sherd of 16th-century fine 
earthenware (fabric 4e (1)) may be residual but all the other 
sherds are quite consistent with a mid 17th- to early 18th-
century date. This is borne out by the clay pipes from the 
deposit. Fragments of at least four jars (fabric 4f (5)) and a 
mug (fabric 4f (6)), constituting 16.9% of the assemblage 
by sherd count, are present among the later hard-fired 
earthenwares (of 16th- to 17th-century date). However, the 
assemblage is totally dominated by early post-medieval glazed 
red earthenwares (mainly fabric 4g (2) but also a little fabric 
4g (3): 66.2%). A typical range of domestic coarsewares of the 
17th century are represented, comprising a minimum of five 
jars, three bowls, one plate, one pipkin, one colander and one 
mug (Fig 9.13, nos 143–149). Non-local wares are represented 
by two English tin-glazed earthenware bowls (fabric 4j), 
one decorated with a blue floral design, a yellow-glazed 
borderware flatware (fabric 4i) and at least two Cologne/
Frechen stoneware bottles (fabric 4l). Significantly, this pit also 
contained mortar and ragstone fragments probably derived 
from the demolition of the building.

Chronology
The finds assemblage derived from the building itself was limited 
in part because of the un-intrusive nature of the archaeological 
investigation. However, enough material was recovered to give a 
good indication of the dates of use and disuse.

The most reliable evidence came from floor surface G630, 
which was made of post-medieval bricks and laid down, 
therefore, sometime during the 16th or 17th century (although 
the initial construction of the building may have been earlier 
than this if the original floor was replaced, for example). The 
best, although circumstantial, indication as to deconstruction 
date comes from the excellent pottery assemblage recovered 
from feature G415. This group is of a mid/later 17th- to 18th-
century date and was found in conjunction with demolition 
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material suggesting that the building was abandoned at around 
this time.

FIELD SYSTEM
The partially revealed post-medieval remains in the north of 
Area 7 were defined by a fairly substantial right-angled ditch 
(G416), generally 0.40m deep with a broad U-shaped profile 
(Fig 9.11), which is shown on the tithe map of 1839 (TNA: 
PRO IR18/3669; Fig 9.14). It produced an iron ring from a 
shoe patten (Fig 9.15, RF H<1014>) and a complete horseshoe 
(RF H<1015>, not illustrated).

No other ditches that would have enclosed OA112 to 
the south and east were identified in Area 7 (Fig 9.11). It 
can be seen from the tithe map that the small (3.0m-wide) 
unexcavated baulk between the Areas 7 and 8 appears to have 
concealed a ditch, as no evidence was found for this boundary 
in the excavations (Fig 9.14). A similarly aligned ditch in Area 
8 (G411) was probably a continuation of this boundary. It 
was up to 4.0m wide as exposed and 0.40m deep. Although 
no artefacts were recovered, it was so similar in morphology to 
ditch G416 that it is highly probably they were contemporary 
and formed a substantial field system.

Several smaller gullies led from ditch G416, notably G421, 
which, along with ditch G422, formed a small square enclosure 
(OA114). These ditches were, typically, 0.20m deep. Some peg 
and ridge tile, two sheep-size long-bone fragments and several 
cattle scapulae fragments were recovered. The function of this 

enclosure is unclear, though an animal pen or small paddock 
would not be out of keeping.

A second ditch of post-medieval date was revealed in 
Area 8 (Fig 9.11). Ditch G410 was a north–south-aligned 
curvilinear feature in the south-east corner. It was up to 1.20m 
wide and 0.25m deep, with a wide shallow profile; it clearly 
cut medieval ditch G398 and the medieval stone yard surface 
ST22. The single fill produced a mixed assemblage of residual 
14th- and late 15th-century pottery and medieval roof tile. 
The pottery of 19th-century date is thought to provide a more 
accurate date for the infilling of the feature. Also recovered 
were 15 fragments of cattle, sheep and pig bone. Cattle were 
represented by phalanges and a distal radial epiphysis, sheep by 
long-bone fragments and pig by a single tooth fragment.

9.7  PERIOD 8, PHASE 5  
(18th AND 19th CENTURIES)

AREAS 5 AND 6 AND THE SCHOOL SITE
A single ditch (G558) in Area 6 was west–east-aligned (Fig 
9.1) and contained 18th- to 19th-century tile. It clearly cut the 
sequence of prehistoric ditches present in this part of Area 6. 
A similar ditch in Area 5 was a continuation of this boundary, 
which also appears on the 1839 tithe map as boundaries to land 
parcel 309 (Fig 9.14). Two ditches at the School site (G657 
and G640) similarly contained 18th- to 19th-century pottery 
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and brick (Fig 9.1).These ditches form the eastern and western 
boundaries of land parcel 309 (Fig 9.14).

9.8  DISCUSSION

Although the archaeological evidence for the post-medieval 
occupation of the Brisley Farm area is more limited than for the 
medieval period, sufficient remains were recovered to enable 
a broad characterisation of the land use. This period saw the 
end of the Southern Farm and, possibly, a more widespread, 
general decline in the vicinity. The only new occupation was 
the development of the small farmstead at the north of Area 
7, adjacent to Chart Road, although the evidence is poor and 
the farmstead short-lived. The survival of the documentary 
evidence is equally poor (see Chapter 10.28) but, where 
comparisons can be made, does seem to tie in fairly well with 
the archaeological remains.

THE LAND USE: A BROAD OVERVIEW
Period 8, phases 1 and 2 (early–mid 16th century)
The first phase of the post-medieval occupation was, essentially, 
the gradual running down of the Southern Farm. By this 
time, the Northern Farm in Area 8 had long been abandoned. 
There were some newly cut, large, flanking boundary ditches 
and some circumstantial evidence for the continued use of the 
structures, but by the mid 16th century the site was probably 

abandoned, with an accumulation of midden deposits sealing 
the central yard surface ST33 and probable deliberate infilling 
of the flanking ditches.

Period 8, phase 3 (mid 16th–17th centuries)
This apparent abandonment of the site is reflected in the 
paucity of artefacts of late 16th- to 17th-century date from any 
of the excavation areas.

Period 8, phase 4 (17th–18th centuries)
By the later 17th century, the small building in Area 7 had 
been constructed. There is evidence of a large field system 
being imposed, on a different alignment from the medieval 
boundaries and directly associated with this structure. Yet this 
activity was short-lived, perhaps lasting only a generation, and 
by the 18th century at the latest the open features were infilled 
and the building abandoned and partially robbed.

Period 8, phase 5 (18th–19th centuries)
There is little late post-medieval (18th- to 19th-century) 
material and only three infilled boundary ditches. The only 
activity that can be interpolated from the casual scatter of 
artefacts recovered from the topsoil/ploughsoil in Area 2a is 
probable manuring/spreading of night soil.

THE DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE
The documentary evidence for the post-medieval occupation of 
the area is somewhat limited – as it is for the medieval period 
– yet there is, at least, good evidence that by the 18th century 
Brisley belonged to the parish of East Kingsnorth (as shown on 
the 1722 map of Willowbed Farm (KHLC TR1103/1)).

The overriding picture from the documentary sources 
is that post-medieval Kingsnorth was entirely agricultural 
in character yet plagued with poor soils, which accounts, in 
all probability, for the mixed subsistence regime. The 17th-
century Kingsnorth landscape, for example, suggests small-scale 
subsistence farming: wood was gathered from the hedgerows; 
sheep and some cattle, also geese, pigeons, turkeys, hens, 
capons and bees, were kept; and corn, grain and hemp were 
cultivated in fields bordered sometimes by the shaws (coppices 
or thickets), more frequently by ditches. By the 19th century at 
least, the parish was identified as yielding wheat, beans and oats 
as its main crops but, also and significantly, having large areas 
of permanent grassland, which had been a mainstay of the local 
economy since the medieval period and probably before (see 
Chapter 10.28).

RF H<1014> 
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Fig 9.15 Iron ring from shoe patten RF H<1014> from ditch G416
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As the documentary sources become more informative in 
the 18th and 19th centuries a depressing tale of a poor parish 
emerges. Metyard, one of two 19th-century surveyors, reported 
that the Kingsnorth parish was much neglected in comparison 
to surrounding ones, mostly turned over to scrappy pasture, 
even on the alluvium, with only small areas fit for the more 
actively managed meadow. The 18th-century historian, Hasted, 
went further, calling the landscape unpleasant and dreary with 
wide hedgerows and execrable broad roads bordered by wide 
green verges (1972). Yet Hasted’s tedious wide roads can assist 
us here, for they suggest a transhumance economy and Jones 
notes that the poor-quality pasture explains why many of the 
larger farmers held grazing rights on Romney Marsh (sheep 
were overwintered in Kingsnorth and surrounding parishes 
but fattened on the marsh in the summer) with frequent stock 
movement (see Chapter 10.28).

TRADE CONTACTS AND STATUS
The pottery assemblage gives some indication of the extent of 
trade contacts and the status of the settlement, with period 7, 
phase 3 (late medieval) and period 8 (post-medieval) showing 
a very similar pattern to the preceding periods. Virtually all the 
pottery is from a number of fairly small-scale local (Wealden) 
potters. The diversity of these wares suggests rather that they 
were bought at market or from a travelling salesman than that 
the occupants had direct contact with a particular workshop. 
Imports consist solely of low levels of German products – most 
notably Raeren stoneware, but also, by the middle of the 16th 
century, Cologne/Frechen ware. The proportions are never 
high and such wares could be found on sites of any status. The 
presence of a warped jar, obviously a kiln ‘second’, is perhaps 
the best evidence of lower status but is only an isolated 
example. Regional wares may include some material from 
Rye and certainly a little Surrey/Hampshire borderware and 
English tin-glazed ware by the 17th century. Again, numbers 
are low but this may simply be because of the small sizes of 
these late assemblages.

ENVIRONMENTAL EVIDENCE
Environmental evidence for the post-medieval period 
was exceptionally poor, the samples taken being entirely 
unproductive. The animal bone, although not a significant 
assemblage by any means, is more informative. The minimum 
number of individual (MNI) counts suggest an increase in 
the use of sheep in the post-medieval period at the expense 

of cattle and pig (although this is not reflected in the number 
of identifiable species (NISP) counts). The post-medieval 
assemblage is small and fragmented and data for body part 
representation were hard to gather. Cattle, sheep and pig 
are represented by all skeletal elements but with a much 
higher number of skeletal extremities than for earlier periods. 
This may be a result of the highly fragmented nature of the 
assemblage, which makes long-bone fragments harder to 
identify. However, it is also possible that the results represent 
a move from a consumer to a producer, site with the animals 
being killed in the area but eaten elsewhere.

FIELD CONSOLIDATION
A straightforward explanation for the accumulation of fairly 
fresh material is that the farm was simply becoming run down 
and not being properly or consistently maintained. This build-
up of midden material may also indicate a lack of manuring 
and therefore an emphasis on a pastoral regime. This process 
was noted in Romney Marsh, where field ditches were filled 
in to make bigger, more easily maintained, fields for sheep 
grazing. The faunal evidence outlined above supports this, 
tentatively suggesting a focus on commercial sheep farming.

The larger excavation areas around the small farm in Area 
7 provide more concrete evidence of this process. Here, there 
was the creation of a single large field, probably cut in the 17th 
or 18th century, on a different alignment from the medieval 
system beneath (Fig 9.16). It is possible that the parcel of 
land between Chart Road and Green Lane was entirely turned 
over to grazing, creating a large field serviced by the small 
farmstead, pond and stock pens at the north-west corner. The 
documentary evidence also shows that by the mid 18th century 
the land had been consolidated into larger fields.

THE TITHE MAP RELATED TO THE 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE
The disuse of the small farmstead in Area 8 by the 18th century 
is also attested by the cartographic evidence. As can been seen 
from the tithe map of 1839, there were no buildings present 
at this time, although the location of the pond is visible (Fig 
9.14). The main north–south-aligned boundary shown on this 
map, which joins the western end of Green Lane, does not 
equate to any archaeological features in Areas 7 and 8 and it 
seems probable that it fell in the unexcavated strip.

Two small buildings are shown, one at the junction of 
Chart Road and Green Lane, and the other further north-west 
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along Chart Road (Fig 9.14). The Area 8 excavation area was 
not large enough to encompass these buildings; they would 
have been located just to the east. It is probable that they were 
‘squatter’ or common on the verges of the wide roads of the 
Weald in this period (Roberts & Wrathmell 2000, 44). These 
holdings were virtually unknown before the mid 16th century 
and must post-date this period; they were probably part of a 
second wave of wayside holdings, which occurred in the late 
18th and 19th centuries (Martin & Martin 2006, 12).

The establishment of Willowbed Farm, shown on the 
tithe map, suggests that the land holding in this area moved 
south with the abandonment of the (then) outlying buildings 
associated with the Southern Farm.

The boundary in this area on an east–west alignment was 
not visible on site as a negative feature. However, in low light 
it was just possible to see an ephemeral linear discoloration in 
this approximate location that may have marked this boundary, 
possibly the line of a grubbed out hedgerow.

Fig 9.16 Changing alignment of field systems in Areas 7 and 8

CHAPTER 9  POST-MEDIEVAL (PERIOD 8, PHASES 1–5; AD 1500–1900)
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In general, therefore, the fairly limited post-medieval 
archaeology ties in well with the documentary sources and 
suggests quite a static landscape with some amalgamation of 
the smaller land parcels. It is unlikely that the poor-quality, 
waterlogged land provided much incentive to change. The 
picture that emerges is one of low-status farmsteads, practising 
a mixed farming regime but mainly reliant on livestock.
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10.1  INTRODUCTION

The majority of the post-excavation analysis and reporting on 
finds and environmental material from Brisley Farm and Christ 
Church CE High School was carried out between 2004 and 
2008. Some very limited revision of the prehistoric and Roman 
pottery texts was carried out in 2011 in order to reflect the 
large body of data that has subsequently been published from 
the Ashford area. The majority of the text below, however, is 
presented in its original form. Specialist analysis on material 
from the later Brisley Farm School site excavations was carried 
out in 2010. Where significant assemblages were recorded from 
the school site (flintwork, pottery, cremated bone, charcoal and 
macrobotanical remains) these have been included below as 
stand-alone reports. Other classes of find, including fired clay, 
ceramic building material, glass, worked stone, metalworking 
waste and animal bone, were generally represented by only 
very small and undiagnostic assemblages of similar character 
to those from the main excavations. This information has 
therefore been omitted from the main publication text. Full 
reports on all material are available in the site archives.

10.2  THE PREHISTORIC 
FLINTWORK
Chris Butler

INTRODUCTION
A total of 351 pieces of worked flint (5.365kg) was recovered 
during the excavations at Brisley Farm (see Table 10.2) and a 
further 20 pieces of struck flint (180g) from Christ Church CE 
High School (see Table 10.3).

THE RAW MATERIAL
The raw material in these assemblages is quite variable, and is 
divided into six groups based on their colour, patination and 
cortex (Table 10.1).

DEBITAGE
The Brisley Farm assemblage debitage includes both hard and 
soft hammer-struck flakes and blades, together with numerous 
chips, fragments and shattered pieces (Table 10.2), and can 
be divided into two distinct groups. The first of these consists 
mostly of hard hammer-struck flakes with broad platforms 
and large bulbs of percussion. Amongst this group there are 
numerous hinge fractures, and the shapes and sizes of the flakes 
are very variable. This debitage is typical of that produced from 
the later Neolithic through to the later Bronze Age, and it is 
difficult to assign it to any particular period with any certainty. 
Given the small size of the assemblage, it is not possible to 
differentiate the debitage from the later Neolithic and Early 
Bronze Age with that from the later Bronze Age and Iron Age, 
and therefore some debitage in later prehistoric features may 
not have been residual but may rather have been contemporary 
with them, the result of continued flintworking into the Iron 
Age (Young & Humphrey 1999).

The second group of debitage includes a small number 
of the hard hammer-struck flakes and blades, and most of 
the soft hammer-struck flakes, blades and bladelets. Many of 
these have evidence of platform preparation, which would 
indicate that they are of Mesolithic or Early Neolithic date. A 
microburin, which is a by-product of microlith production, 

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS

Group Description

1 an orange-brown to buff, heavily patinated flint with 

a creamy buff cortex; this type of flint had probably 

originated from river gravels or Head deposits

2 a dark grey to black flint, generally unpatinated, with a 

white to grey cortex; this flint could have originated from 

clay-with-flint deposits on the nearby Chalk, or other local 

Head deposits

3 light grey/white to blue-grey patinated flint, with a smooth 

buff cortex; this flint originated from the Chalk

4 Bullhead flint (Butler 2005); a few pieces of this distinctive 

flint were present

5 a dark grey unpatinated flint with a rough grey cortex 

typical of beach pebble flint; only a single pebble core of 

this type was recognised, but non-cortical flakes would be 

easily confused with those of type 2

6 a single piece of light grey cherty flint, likely to have 

originated from the Lower Greensand

Table 10.1 Sources of flint

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS
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together with fragments from blades or bladelets, and two 
blunted bladelet fragments, would suggest that microliths were 
being produced here.

Seven flakes and four fragments have been retouched, 
whilst three fragments are fire-fractured. A single axe-
sharpening flake, possibly from a Mesolithic tranchet adze, 
appears to have been reused as a scraper.

Most of the cores are roughly worked and without 
platform preparation, indicating an unsystematic core 
reduction process. They therefore fit with the later prehistoric 
group of material described above. The exceptions are a number 
of small single-platform and two-platform cores, which have 
prepared platforms and are probably Mesolithic. A core tablet is 
also a by-product of Mesolithic flintworking.

All the worked flint from Christ Church CE High School 
is debitage, and consists mostly of hard hammer-struck flakes, 
fragments and shattered pieces (Table 10.3). A number of 
these pieces may be accidental, and therefore not the result of 
a prehistoric knapping strategy. Apart from three pieces, which 
are either soft hammer-struck or have evidence of platform 
preparation and may therefore be residual Mesolithic or Early 
Neolithic pieces, the remainder of the assemblage is probably of 
later prehistoric date.

IMPLEMENTS
There is a high proportion of implements (7%) in the Brisley 
Farm assemblage (Table 10.2). The flake implements include 
12 scrapers, two piercers (eg, Fig 10.1, no 1), a fragment of a 
backed knife, two microdenticulates and two notched flakes. 
The scrapers included eight end scrapers, one of which was 
broken. Four of the remaining end scrapers (eg, fig 10.1 no 
2) were small and roughly made, sometimes manufactured 
on partly cortical flakes. These are difficult to date, but could 
be expedient Mesolithic scrapers, typical of those found on 
hunting camp sites (Butler 2005). The four end-and-side 
scrapers (eg, fig 10.1 nos 3–5) were all well made, carefully 
retouched abruptly around the convex distal end and partly 
along one or both sides; they could fit a later Neolithic or Early 
Bronze Age date.

Posthole D[3175] (not phased) produced one of the fine 
end-and-side scrapers from its fill [D3176], but no other 
flintwork. Although it has some contemporary damage to the 
scraping edge, which also appears to have been abraded through 
use, it is possible that it was a ritual deposit (Butler 2006). A 
end-and-side scraper in ditch E[3622] could have been a similar 
deposit (G17, OA1/OA4; period 2, phase 2; Fig 2.3).

The backed knife fragment (Fig 10.1, no 6) has been 
abruptly retouched along one edge, whilst the opposing 
edge has invasive retouch; it is likely to be of Neolithic 
or Early Bronze Age date. The two microdenticulates are 
manufactured on small blades, which have had one edge 
modified with saw-like teeth to create a cutting edge; one 

Type Quantity

Hard hammer-struck flakes 117

Soft hammer-struck flakes 43

Hard hammer-struck blades 2

Soft hammer-struck blades 5

Soft hammer-struck bladelets 3

Blade/bladelet fragments 8

Blunted bladelet fragments 2

Axe-sharpening flake 1

Microburin 1

Chips 23

Fragments 68

Shattered pieces 29

Chunks 2

Core tablet 1

One-platform flake cores 8

Two-platform flake cores 4

Multiple flake core 1

Two-platform flake/bladelet core 1

Discoidal core 1

Core fragments 6

End scrapers 7

Horseshoe scraper 1

Side scraper 1

End & side scrapers 3

Piercer 1

Backed knife fragment 1

Microdenticulate 2

Notched flake 2

Microlith 2

Barbed & tanged arrowhead 1

Flaked axe fragments 2

Hammerstone 2

Total 351

Table 10.2 Quantification of the Brisley Farm flint assemblage by type

Table 10.3 Quantification of the Christchurch CE High School flint 
assemblage by type

Type Quantity

Hard hammer-struck flakes 11

Soft hammer-struck flakes 2

Fragment 1

Chip 1

Shattered pieces 4

Core fragment 1

Total 20



265

of these was manufactured on Bullhead flint. Missing teeth 
and visible striations show that these tools had been utilised. 
The microdenticulates and the soft hammer-struck notched 
flake are probably Mesolithic, although the microdenticulate 
utilising Bullhead flint is commonly found on Early Neolithic 
sites in Kent (Butler 2008).

Two microliths, together with a retouched fragment 
(Fig 10.1, no 7) that looks as if it has come from a bladelet 
or microlith, were also found. The two microliths comprised 
a single blunted-down-one-side microlith (Fig 10.1, no 8), 
possibly broken at one end, and a broken convex-backed 
microlith. These broken microliths are typical of those found 
at hunting camp sites, where hunting equipment was being 
repaired and maintained. An almost complete barbed and 
tanged arrowhead of Early Bronze Age date was also found (Fig 
10.1, no 9).

The core tools include two fragments from different 
flaked axes and two hammerstones. The first axe fragment was 
manufactured on a patinated orange-brown, white speckled, 
gravel flint (Fig 10.1, no 10). The fragment is too small to be 
able to establish exactly what date or type of axe it comes from. 
It is possible that it is a fragment from a Lower Palaeolithic 

handaxe, but the shape and patination suggests that it is more 
likely to have originated from a preform or finished Neolithic 
flaked axe, or the butt-end of a Mesolithic tranchet adze. The 
second flaked axe fragment is from the butt-end of a Neolithic 
axe or chisel in a light grey, probably Chalk-derived, flint (see 
Fig 10.1, no 11). It has been finely flaked, and there is evidence 
of abrasion along the edges, suggesting that it was originally 
hafted and was broken during use.

10.3  THE PREHISTORIC 
FLINTWORK FROM THE BRISLEY 
FARM SCHOOL SITE
Chris Butler

An additional assemblage of 64 pieces (629g) of worked flint 
was recovered in subsequent excavations at the Brisley Farm 
School site. This small assemblage is almost entirely debitage, 
consisting largely of hard hammer-struck flakes that are 
without evidence of platform preparation (Table 10.4). These 

Fig 10.1 Worked flint implements nos 1–11 from Brisley Farm
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and most of the flake fragments probably derive from later 
prehistoric flintworking.

The raw material is a dark grey to black flint with a number 
of pieces having either a blue-grey patination or a grey-white 
patination. At least one piece appears to be Bullhead flint.

A residual scatter of Mesolithic material makes up a similar 
proportion to that recorded in the main assemblage (10–15%). 
This includes two soft hammer-struck flakes, a soft hammer-
struck bladelet and a number of small flakes and fragments that 
exhibit evidence of a systematic knapping strategy, typical of 
the Mesolithic period. A small well-worked-out bladelet core 
with two opposed platforms is also of Mesolithic date.

As in the main assemblage, the flintwork from the School 
site represents a largely residual assemblage of later Neolithic 
or Bronze Age flintwork. The implements comprise a small 
side scraper on a hard hammer-struck flake, a fragment from 
a broken end scraper and a probable fabricator. The latter is 
manufactured on a thick long flake, triangular in section, with 
abrasion at one end and along the lateral edges. None of these 
implements would be out of place in a Bronze Age context.

The only feature to produce an assemblage of possible in 
situ flintwork was fill L[298] of pit L[299] (G627, OA173; 
period 2, phase 2). This assemblage consisted of five fresh-
looking, hard hammer-struck flakes and a side scraper 
manufactured on a hard hammer-struck flake. Three or four 
of the flakes appear to come from the same knapping episode, 
with two flakes refitting. The side scraper is a different flint type 
and may be residual in this context. This group of flakes would 
be consistent with a Bronze Age date.

10.4  THE PREHISTORIC AND 
ROMAN POTTERY FROM 
CHRISTCHURCH CE HIGH SCHOOL
Malcolm Lyne with Anna Doherty

INTRODUCTION
The Christchurch CE High School site yielded 1034 sherds 
(5540g) of pottery from 62 contexts. Radiocarbon dating 
of a fragment of charcoal from pit G575, J[534] produced a 
calibrated date of 1500–1310 cal BC, providing some evidence 
of Middle Bronze Age activity (3140±40BP; Beta-192616), 
and a single diagnostic sherd from a different feature (Fig 
10.2, no 66) appears to belong to the associated Deverel-
Rimbury tradition. Occasional examples of coarse fabric types 
seem to indicate some small-scale activity over the Middle or 

Late Bronze Age, but there are no other diagnostic sherds or 
substantial stratified groups of pottery of this date. Although 
generally not large or sufficiently diagnostic to be dated very 
precisely, the majority of the assemblage can probably be 
assigned to period 2, phase 2 (c 950–400 BC). During the 
major programme of ceramic analysis on material from the 
Channel Tunnel Rail Link (Morris 2006, 53), the term ‘earliest 
Iron Age’ was adopted to refer to ceramics dating to c 800–600 
BC in preference to ‘the decorated phase of the post-Deverel-
Rimbury tradition’. The latter term may be used synonymously 
to refer to the same period although it is becoming clearer 
that ‘decorated’ assemblages from Kent have quite different 
characteristics from those from the Thames valley, where 
the plain/decorated post-Deverel-Rimbury sequence was 
first developed by Barrett (1980). The current assemblage 
also shows some clear characteristics of the Early Iron Age (c 
600–400 BC), although there are too few diagnostic groups 
to distinguish the earliest and Early Iron Age phases in any 
meaningful way. The site also produced a small quantity of Late 
Iron Age/early Roman pottery.

METHODOLOGY
All the assemblages were quantified by numbers of sherds and 
their weights per fabric. These fabrics were classified using a ×8 
magnification lens with inbuilt metric scale for determining 
the natures, frequencies, sizes and forms of minerals and 
other inclusions. Finer fabrics were further examined by a ×30 
magnification pocket microscope with artificial illumination 
source. None of the assemblages are large enough for 
quantification by estimated vessel equivalents (EVEs) based on 
rim sherds (Orton 1975).

Type Quantity

Hard hammer-struck flakes 34

Soft hammer-struck flakes 2

Soft hammer-struck bladelet 1

Fragments 17

Chip 1

Shattered piece 1

Core 1

Core fragments 4

Scrapers 2

Fabricator 1

Total 64

Table 10.4 Quantification of the Brisley Farm School site flint assemblage 
by type
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THE FABRICS
A numbered fabric series with the prefix BA/EIA (Bronze 
Age/Early Iron Age) was created for the earlier material; 
Canterbury Archaeological Trust codes (Macpherson-Grant et 
al 1995) were used for the Late Iron Age and Roman pottery. 
In terms of date, there is relatively little overlap between this 
assemblage and that from Brisley Farm, since the majority of 
the Christchurch CE High School assemblage is of early/mid 
1st-millennium date with only a small amount of Late Iron 
Age/early Roman material, whereas the reverse is true at Brisley 
Farm. However, where possible, broad concordances between 
fabric codes used on each site are suggested in brackets below.

Later prehistoric
BA/EIA1A
Handmade lumpy and patchy fired fabric with moderate to profuse protruding 
and ill-sorted 0.10–5.00mm calcined flint (cf the broadly defined fabric FLIN1 
(see Chapter 10.5) from Brisley Farm)

BA/EIA1B
Handmade lumpy and patchy fired fabric with sparse protruding and ill-sorted 
0.10–5.00mm calcined flint (cf the broadly defined fabric FLIN1 from Brisley 
Farm)

BA/EIA2
Handmade lumpy and patchy fired fabric with moderate 0.20–2.00mm brown 
and black ironstone and sparse 0.50–5.00mm calcined flint (cf the broadly 
defined fabric FLIN1 from Brisley Farm)

BA/EIA3A
Handmade lumpy and patchy fired fabric with moderate to profuse <2.00mm 
calcined flint filler

BA/EIA3B
Handmade lumpy and patchy fired fabric with sparse ill-sorted <2.00mm 
calcined flint filler

BA/EIA3C
Handmade lumpy and patchy fired fabric with occasional <3.00mm calcined 
flint filler

BA/EIA4A
Handmade black fabric with profuse <1.00mm calcined flint filler

BA/EIA4B
Handmade black fabric with sparse <1.00mm calcined flint filler

BA/EIA5
Handmade polished black fabric with profuse 0.10–1.00mm calcined flint filler

BA/EIA6
Handmade friable black/brown fabric with profuse <5.00mm grog filler

BA/EIA7A
Handmade lumpy fabric with sparse <2.00mm calcined flint and brown grog 
filler

BA/EIA7B
Handmade fabric with profuse grog and sparse <1.00mm calcined flint filler

BA/EIA7C
Handmade lumpy black fabric with grog and occasional <0.50mm calcined 
flint filler

BA/EIA7D
Handmade polished black fabric with grog and occasional <0.50mm calcined 
flint filler

Fig 10.2 Pottery from the Christchurch CE High School site
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BA/EIA8
Handmade black fabric with profuse <0.20mm quartz and occasional 
<3.00mm black ironstone and flint; rough smoothed

BA/EIA9
Handmade black fabric with profuse silt-sized <0.20mm quartz filler

BA/EIA10
Handmade fabric with profuse <0.10mm quartz and sparse <2.00mm pale grog 
filler

BA/EIA11
Handmade black fabric with profuse 0.10mm glauconitic sand and sparse 
0.50–2.00mm calcined flint filler

BA/EIA12
Handmade black fabric with occasional 0.5mm pink quartz and 4.0mm chert 
and flint

Late Iron Age/earlier Roman
B1
Very fine grog-tempered fabric; usually wheel turned

B2
Coarse handmade grog-tempered fabric(cf GROG1 at Brisley Farm; see 
Chapter 10.5)

B2
Coarse handmade grog-tempered fabric with pale siltstone grog (cf GROG1A 
at Brisley Farm)

B3
Coarse handmade grog-tempered fabric with additional sparse flint (cf GROG3 
at Brisley Farm)

B9.1
Glauconitic sand-tempered soot-soaked fabric (cf GLAUC1 at Brisley Farm)

Roman
R43
Central Gaulish samian

R46
East Gaulish samian
R73
Miscellaneous very fine sanded greyware

THE ASSEMBLAGES (FIGS 2.8 AND 10.2)
Fill of pit J[502] (layer J[503]), G580, OA167; period 2, phase 2 
(Fig 2.8)
The 237 sherds (1740g) of pottery from this feature form a 
very fresh assemblage made up very largely of jar sherds (88%) 
in the patchy fired, coarse flint- and ironstone-tempered fabric 
BA/EIA2. Diagnostic sherds from the following vessels in this 
fabric are present:

1–2 Slashed rim sherds from two ?tripartite jars of ?Longley’s type14C 
(Longley 1980) fired patchy buff/grey/black.

3 Stiff everted rim in similar fabric.
4 Dimpled jar shoulder sherd from ?situlate vessel in similar fabric.
5 Lower part of jar in similar fabric with rusticated surfaces.

Four and two sherds respectively in the coarse calcined flint-
tempered fabrics BA/EIA1A and BA/EIA3B are also present 
but the remainder of the fragments are in the somewhat finer 
fabrics BA/EIA7B, 7C, 7D and 8 and include:

6 Round-bodied bowl with plain rim of Longley’s type 7A in lumpy black 
fabric BA/EIA7C fired patchy black/brown with facet-burnished surfaces; 
external rim diameter approximately 140mm.

Fill of cremation pit J[504] (layer J[505]), G577, OA166; period 
2, phase 2 (Fig 10.2)
This feature yielded eight sherds from a jar or jars in coarse 
calcined flint-tempered fabrics BA/EIA1A and 1B as well as a 
large fresh sherd from the following vessel:

56 Bowl of Longley’s type 9B (Longley 1980) in superior polished black 
fabric BA/EIA7D; paralleled in group 5b at Runnymede Bridge (ibid, figs 
21–46).

Fill of pit J[619] (layer J[620]), G579, OA166; period 2, phase 2 
(Fig 10.2)
The approximately 110 sherds (346g) of pottery from this 
context include in excess of 50 crumbly lumps from the ?base 
of an urn or storage vessel in very underfired black/brown 
fabric BA/EIA6. The rest of the sherds comprise 25 jar body 
sherds in coarse flint-tempered fabrics BA/EIA1B, 21 in fine 
grog-tempered fabric BA/EIA7C, five in fine sandy fabric BA/
EIA9 and nine fragments from the following vessel:

57 Small bucket urn or hole-mouthed vessel in lumpy coarse black fabric 
BA/EIA1A with brown patches and grass-wiping marks on its exterior.

Fills of pit J[636] (layers J[639] to J[642]), G579, OA166; period 
2, phase 2 (Fig 10.2)
The 125 sherds (1074g) of pottery from this feature are very 
largely made up of fragments in the coarse calcined flint-
tempered fabrics BA/EIA1B, 3A and 3B (83%); sherds in 
fineware fabric BA/EIA7C make up the rest of the material. 
The sherds include the following:

58 Barrel-shaped jar rim sherd in patchy fabric BA/EIA3B; paralleled in 
sandy fabric at Bishopstone, East Sussex (Hamilton 1977, fig 41.7).

59 Rim fragment from smaller, similar vessel in fineware fabric BA/EIA7C 
fired patchy grey/buff with slashed rim above horizontal groove. Vessels 
of this type with finger-impressed and slashed rims occurred in the Late 
Bronze Age material from Bishopstone, East Sussex (Bell 1977, fig 22, 9, 
11) but in coarse calcined flint-tempered fabrics.

60 Jar shoulder with finger-impressed cordon in patchy fired fabric BA/
EIA3B.

61 Rim sherd from ?Longley’s type 7A bowl (Longley 1980) in soapy black 
fabric BA/EIA7C.

Pit fill J[644], G579, OA166; period 2, phase 2 (Fig 10.2)
62 Barrel-shaped jar rim in brown/black fabric BA/EIA1B with finger-

impressed rim top. Closely paralleled in the Late Bronze Age pottery from 
Bishopstone, East Sussex and in a similar fabric (Bell 1977, fig 22).
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Fills of Pit J[685] (layers J[686], J[687] and J[688]), G581, 
OA167; period 2, phase 2 (Fig 10.2)
The 58 sherds (562g) of pottery from this feature comprise 21 
fragments in fabrics BA/EIA1A and 1B, 23 in the slightly less 
coarse fabric BA/EIA3A, three in fabric BA/EIA5 and 11 in 
fabric BA/EIA9. This material includes the following:

63 Barrel-shaped jar rim sherd in patchy black/brown fabric BA/EIA3A 
(J[685]).

64 Flanged rim sherd in smooth black fabric BA/EIA.5 (J[685]).

Fills of Pit J[694] (layers J[695], J[696], J[697] and J[698]), 
G582, OA167; period 2, phase 2 (Fig 10.2)
This feature yielded 91 sherds (512g) of pottery, including 39 
in coarse calcined flint-gritted fabrics BA/EIA1B and 1C, two 
in fabric BA/EIA5, 12, seven and five in fabrics BA/EIA7A, 
7C and 7D respectively, one indeterminate chip and 25 fresh 
fragments from the following vessel:

65 Jar of Longley’s type 16 (Longley 1980) in patchy fabric BA/EIA3B.

Gully fill J[572], G588, OA167; period 2, phase 2 (Fig 10.2)

66 Raised cordon with indentations from bucket or barrel urn in black fabric 
BA/EIA3A fired brown.

The Late Iron Age–early Roman assemblages
The pottery assemblages from features of this date are for the 
most part very small, heavily abraded and probably derived 
from field marling. There are, however, a few exceptions:

Gully J[513], G637, OA172; period 4, phase 2 (Fig 10.2)
The 66 badly broken up sherds (140g) of pottery from this 
feature all come from a single vessel:

67 Lid-seated jar in black, grog-tempered fabric B21 variant fired polished 
reddish-brown. Vessels of this type were made in the Ashford area 
between c AD 70 and 150 (eg, Lyne 2008, 221, fig 6.2, no 31).

Fill of gully J[709], segment J[592] (layer J[593]), G636, period 
4, phase 2 (Fig 10.2)
The 100 sherds (374g) of pottery from this context are also 
heavily broken up. They include a residual calcined flint-tempered 
fragment but otherwise come from the following vessel:

68 Jar of Thompson type B2–4 (1982) with cordoned shoulder in soapy grey 
fabric B3 fired orange-brown, c 75 BC – AD 50.

DISCUSSION
Anna Doherty

Dating and parallels
The vast majority of the prehistoric features and deposits 
produced rather small and undiagnostic assemblages. One or 
two feature sherds (eg, Fig 10.2, no 66) and some particularly 
coarse fabric types are almost certainly of Middle Bronze Age 
date. However, these sherds were generally found in isolation 
or were clearly residual elements in later groups (Fig 2.8, no 
4, found in G580, falls into this category). This suggests that 
Middle Bronze Age activity was quite small scale in character 
and/or fairly short-lived.

The post-Deverel-Rimbury (PDR) pottery tradition is 
characterised by only fairly subtle changes in fabric, form and 
decoration over quite an extended period of time. Since many 
groups produced only small quantities of featureless body 
sherds, it is difficult to rule out completely the possibility of 
continuing low-level/intermittent activity throughout the Late 
Bronze Age (c 1150–800 BC). In the south-east in general 
later PDR assemblages tend to become less dominated by 
coarse flint-tempered wares but these changes can be subject to 
significant regional variation. Fabrics in the Christchurch CE 
High School assemblage are fairly coarse, with flint-tempered 
wares in a clear majority. There is also a significant proportion 
of grog-with-flint and grog-tempered sherds but there are 
very few quartz-rich fabrics. In this sense the assemblage is 
comparable to the largely plainware PDR (c 1150–800 BC) 
pottery from Beechbrook Wood on the High Speed 1 rail 
scheme (CTRL) route (Jones 2006a, fig 1). At that site, there 
was a very significant shift towards quartz-rich wares by the 
Middle Iron Age. A similar trend was noted in fabric groups 
at Saltwood Tunnel (Jones 2006b, table 5, 19). However, as 
these sites did not produce large tightly dated earliest Iron Age 
or Early Iron Age groups, it is uncertain how fabrics developed 
locally during this later period.

Most of the diagnostic feature sherds and well-stratified 
groups seem more likely to fall within the latest phase 
associated with PDR pottery (c 800–600 BC), and there are 
some indications that this period of activity stretched into 
the Early Iron Age proper (c 600 BC+). However, many of 
the forms are difficult to place typologically because they 
are represented by small or partial rims, which are often of 
slightly uncertain orientation. The most frequently observed 
type is a strongly everted, flared rim jar with diagonal incised 
lines on the rim exterior, made with a fingernail or sharp tool 
(eg, Fig 2.8, nos 1–2 and Fig 10.2, no 59). Similar fingertip, 
fingernail or other simple impressed/incised decoration was 

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

270

observed on a number of examples (eg, Fig 10.2, nos 60 and 
62), adding to the impression that this is, in the main, a later 
PDR assemblage.

The assemblage from Highstead represents the largest 
stratified group of pottery from Kent and, although the 
Christchurch CE High School assemblage might display 
significant cultural differences from pottery in use in north-
east Kent, Highstead does provide useful comparative 
data. Rustication, for example, seen on a single vessel from 
pit J[503], G580 (Fig 2.8, no 5), was present, but very 
uncommon, in Highstead period 2 (900–600 BC), with only 
a small increase in frequency in period 3A (600–500 BC), but 
becoming much more common in period 3B (500–400 BC) 
(Couldrey 2007, table 9, 166). Perhaps the best evidence for 
Early Iron Age activity is provided by vessels numbers 6 (Fig 
2.8) and 58 (Fig 10.2). These are simple bowls with convex 
or flaring walls comparable to Highstead forms F14, F18 and 
F19, all considered to belong exclusively to Highstead period 3.

Deposition
It is interesting to note that the most substantial groups 
come from pits, including J[636], G579, J[503], G580 and 
J[685], G581. This perhaps provides evidence for a local 
depositional trend: a similar pattern of larger assemblages 
being predominantly recovered from pits was noted at 
Beechbrook Wood, a practice that changed significantly by 
the Middle Iron Age (Jones 2006a, 6). Several of the pits at 
Christchurch CE High School produced large and unabraded 
sherds, probably indicating deliberate depositional practices. 
However, none of these could be described as complete or 
semi-complete vessels, perhaps suggesting that they represent 
secondary deposition of material.

10.5  THE LATE IRON AGE AND 
ROMAN POTTERY FROM BRISLEY 
FARM
Charlotte Thompson with Anna Doherty

INTRODUCTION AND METHODOLOGY
The excavations at Brisley Farm produced 30,594 sherds 
(240.70kg) of Late Iron Age and Roman pottery from 1429 
contexts. The pottery was initially recorded at assessment stage 
by Malcolm Lyne (2003), whose report and handwritten record 
sheets can be found in the site archive.

Using the framework of Belgic and Roman fabric codes 
established by Canterbury Archaeological Trust (Macpherson 
et al 1995), Lyne established 41 fabric types for the Late Iron 
Age and Roman periods. Re-examination of selected sherds 
was undertaken at the analysis stage, whereupon it was decided 
that that these initial fabric types should be grouped together 
into 12 broad categories. Quantification of the fabrics has been 
calculated by weight.

LATE IRON AGE
The vast majority of the material from Brisley Farm can 
be broadly dated to the Late Iron Age. It is clear, however, 
especially from the ditches cutting the warrior burials that 
certain Late Iron Age pottery fabrics and forms continued to be 
used after the Roman Conquest. Work on assemblages from the 
High Speed 1 rail scheme (CTRL) suggests that fabrics with 
their origins in the Middle Iron Age, including flint-tempered, 
quartz-tempered and glauconitic wares, probably survived well 
into the pre-Flavian period. Grog-tempered wares appear to 
have been particularly long-lived in south-eastern Kent and 
would have continued to be used in large quantities alongside 
Romanised wares throughout the life of the settlement at 
Brisley Farm (Booth 2009, 7).

Fabrics
The fabrics used at Brisley Farm were wholly typical for a site 
in east Kent. Grog was is the most common temper (Fig 10.3); 
81% of the assemblage is made in GROG1 or GROG1A, a 
coarse grog-tempered fabric (see below). Most of the vessels are 
handmade and the fabric is rather variable, almost certainly a 
reflection of the production process. Initially, during analysis, 
a distinction was made between grey/black and multicoloured 
grog inclusions, but a number of sherds with patchy firing and 
areas of both types of grog inclusion emphasised that this was 
indicative at least in part of firing techniques rather than of 
different fabric types. Where reduced (such as the cores), the 
fabric has a grey matrix and darker grey grog inclusions; on the 
oxidised or part-oxidised sherds (especially on the surfaces), the 
grog tends to appear multicoloured.

The variations in the GROG1 and GROG1A clay pastes 
do not readily appear to have chronological or typological 
significance; they are more likely to reflect the variety that 
naturally occurs with clays that are not produced in a 
standardised manner. A number of grog-tempered sherds 
contain a very rare amount of glauconite, presumably already 
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present in the clay, indicating that the clay source was probably 
close to the Greensand beds. The site itself is located some 
500m from a spur of Greensand to the west but no evidence of 
on-site production was found.

As would be expected, there is a distinct lack of shell-
tempered fabrics at Brisley Farm; in west Kent shell tempering 
is a characteristic of later 1st-century BC to late 1st-century 
AD pottery, but it is rare in east Kent (Pollard 1988, 31).

GROG TEMPER
GROG1
A moderately hard fabric with a slightly silty matrix with rare 
to sparse mica; moderate coarse to very coarse (1.0–2.0mm) 
grog inclusions, rare coarse iron-rich inclusions, rare burnt 
organic material, rare medium quartz. Some examples have rare 
fine glauconite inclusions, also possible are rare quartz and rare 
burnt organic inclusions.

A variant with pale rounded inclusions (thought initially to 
be siltstone) was noted by Lyne in his recording of the pottery, 
and this has been classed as GROG1A. The East Sussex eyebrow 
vessel from warrior burial BC2 is made from a fabric that does 
not differ appreciably from GROG1A. The fabric description 
for the East Sussex pottery (Green 1980) is very similar: given 
that all these grog-tempered vessels were handmade and the 
fabrics variable, this is not altogether surprising.

GROG2
A fairly hard fabric with a micaceous, slightly silty matrix; 
sparse coarse multicoloured grog inclusions; rare medium to 
coarse burnt organic inclusions; rare medium to coarse iron-
rich inclusions. A variant has sparse well-sorted glauconite 
inclusions.

GROG3
A fairly hard fabric with a slightly silty matrix; sparse to 
moderate coarse grog; sparse well-sorted medium rounded 
quartz; rare ill-sorted coarse to very coarse flint; rare coarse 
elongated burnt inclusions. A single vessel was made from 

a similar fabric at Mill Hill, Deal, Kent (Rigby 1995a, 43); 
the fabric occurs also at nearby Park Farm East (Wessex 
Archaeology 2004).

GLAUCONITE
GLAUC1
A very hard fabric with a slightly silty matrix and common to 
very common fine black glauconite and rare to sparse medium 
to coarse quartz. Some examples have very rare coarse flint 
inclusions. It has been suggested that such fabrics may originate 
from central Kent, owing to the large concentrations found 
on sites like Thurnham and Snarkhurst Wood in the central 
section of the High Speed 1 rail scheme (CTRL) route (Booth 
2009, 5). Similar fabric (Fabric G) also occurs at the Roman 
villa site at Keston, Kent (Couldrey 1991, 208).

SAND
SAND1
A fairly hard fabric with a silty matrix with fairly well-sorted 
sparse medium to coarse quartz inclusions, some examples have 
sparse medium iron-rich inclusions, very rare fine to medium 
flint or occasionally small calcite inclusions.

SAND2
A hard fabric with a dense matrix; well-sorted common medium 
quartz; rare very coarse voids from burnt-out inclusions.

SAND3
A hard fabric with a slightly silty matrix; sparse to common 
medium to coarse quartz; rare medium iron-rich inclusions.

FLINT
FLIN1
A hard fabric with a fairly dense matrix and sparse to moderate 
ill-sorted medium to very coarse (<4.0mm) calcined flint, very 
rare fine sub-rounded quartz inclusions.

FLIN2
A hard fabric with a silty micaceous matrix of well-sorted common 
medium subangular quartz; sparse to moderate well-sorted medium 
to coarse (rare very coarse examples <2.0 or 3.0mm) calcined flint; 
rare to sparse very coarse (<3.0mm) poorly sorted burnt organic 
inclusions; rare medium iron-rich inclusions.

FLIN3
A hard fabric with a granular matrix of medium quartz; rare 
to sparse coarse to very coarse calcined flint; rare to sparse 
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Left
Fig 10.4 Typology of main forms in the Late Iron Age pottery assemblage 
from Brisley Farm

medium to coarse iron-rich inclusions; rare coarse quartz; very 
rare very coarse quartzite; rare medium glauconite.

IRON-RICH
IO1
A fairly hard fabric with a dense matrix that contains sparse 
medium voids; moderate very coarse subangular iron-rich 
inclusions; rare very coarse (<4.0mm) calcined flint; rare very 
coarse (<2.0mm) quartzite; rare coarse quartz.
IO2
A fairly hard fabric with a silty micaceous matrix; sparse 
medium to very coarse (<3.0mm) ill-sorted iron-rich 
inclusions; sparse medium to coarse quartz; rare very coarse 
burnt organic inclusions.

Forms
Almost all the coarseware forms can be paralleled in Thompson 
(1982) and examples of the principal forms from Brisley 
Farm are illustrated by type Fig 10.4). All forms representing 
more than 0.1% of the assemblage are described along with 
comments on dating.

As shown in Fig 10.5 jars dominate the assemblage, 
and it is more than likely that the bead-rim and everted-rim 
fragments also belong to jar forms. The majority of the jar 
forms present can be divided into variants of bead-rim jars, 
everted-rim jars, plain jars with no discernible rim, storage jars 
and tall jars with rims (Fig 10.6). Other forms such as beakers, 
dishes and bowls are much more rarely represented although 
the identification of such forms, particularly the bowls, is 
affected by the condition of the pottery and the difficulty of 
distinguishing jar from bowl forms.

PLAIN JARS WITH NO EXTERIOR RIMS (THOMP-
SON FORM C3)
(Fig 10.4, nos 7–10, 12–14, 54)
Nos 7–10 are examples with straight sides, initially recorded 
as saucepan pots (see discussion below): in particular, these 
straight-sided jars are common in SAND1 in the period 
3 assemblage. The versions most common in the period 4 
assemblage are more round-bodied, as represented by numbers 
12–14.

BEAD-RIM JARS (THOMPSON FORM C1–2, C1–4, C4)
(Fig 10.4, nos 17, 27, 33–35, 43, 53)
C1–2
Rims of rounded jars with bead rims. This is a very common 
form that appeared in the 1st century BC and continued after 
the Conquest.

C1–4
Bead rims with a prominent internal thickening/club rims. 
These are likely to be from bead-rim jars dating from the 1st 
century BC – 1st century AD.

C4
Round-shouldered jars, often with some decoration on 
shoulder and body and an inset below slightly everted or bead 
rim. These tend to be grog-tempered and handmade and likely 
to date from the 1st century BC to well after the Conquest. In 
some cases they continued to be handmade up to the end of 
the 1st century AD (Thompson 1982, 217–8; Pollard 1988, 
50). Along with everted-rim and plain rim jars, these make 
up 80% of the early to mid 1st-century AD assemblages at 
Canterbury (ibid, 42).
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EVERTED-RIM NECKED JARS (THOMPSON FORM 
GROUPS B1, B2, B3)
(Fig 10.4, nos 16, 22–25, 29–31, 37, 41, 49–51)
B1
Plain everted-rim necked jars. They are dated from the later 1st 
century BC to the post-Conquest period. In Kent there was a 
tendency for upright rims. This form, along with bead-rim and 
plain rim jars, accounts for 80% of the early to mid 1st-century 
AD assemblage at Canterbury (Pollard 1988, 42).

B1–1
Plain everted-rim necked jars where only the rim survives.

B1–3
Round jars with an everted rim and a single cordon on an offset 
neck. This form is common in Kent, especially cemeteries, and 
is roughly dated from the late 1st century BC to the early 1st 
century AD.

B1–4
Long-necked plain everted-rim necked jars. Thompson suggests 
a 1st-century AD date.

B1–5
B1 type jar with groove around widest part of body. Thompson 
suggests a post-Conquest date.

B1–7
(Large) plain globular jars without offset neck.

B2–1
Rims of everted-rim jars with rippled shoulders. These were 
often handmade and have a wide date range, from the 1st 
century BC to the 1st century AD.

B2–2
Rippled or corrugated jars with non-everted rims. This form 
was common in Kent and dated from the 1st century BC to 
the post-Conquest period.

B2–4
Round-bodied jars with rippled or corrugated neck. Popular in 
Kent in the 1st century BC but continuing beyond this date.

B3–1
Wide-mouth everted-rim jars with bulges between cordons 
on shoulder: only the rim survives. These could also be part of 

everted-rim bowls with bulges between cordons (Thompson 
form D3). This is an early form that becomes Romanised, 
although there are no Romanised versions at Brisley Farm.

TALL NECKED JARS (NOT ILLUSTRATED)
B3–2
Tall narrow cordoned rims. With reference to everted-rim jars, 
versions with flaring rims are a typically Kentish form. These 
date to the 1st century AD.

GLOBULAR JARS (NOT ILLUSTRATED)
B5–5
Grooved globular barrel jars that were popular in Kent and 
common in burials (Thompson 1982, 207); dated from the late 
1st century BC and the pre-Conquest period.

STORAGE JARS (NOT ILLUSTRATED)
C6–1
Cordoned storage jars with everted rims. Sometimes these are 
decorated on the shoulder or the body. This is a popular form 
at Brisley Farm and in Late Iron Age assemblages in general. In 
east Kent, there was a tendency towards flaring rims. They date 
from the 1st century BC to the 1st century AD.

SQUAT JARS WITH OFFSET RIM
(Fig 10.4, no 52)
Most similar to D1–1
Bowls with offset neck and often one cordon. The illustrated 
example from Brisley Farm has a single body groove.

BUTT-BEAKER COPIES (THOMPSON FORM G5–5)
(Fig 10.4, no 26)
G5–5
Decorated grog-tempered copy of a butt-beaker with an offset 
neck. There is just one example at Brisley Farm, but examples 
were also found at Mill Hill, Deal, Kent and the King Harry 
Lane cemetery, St Albans. Thompson suggests a pre-Conquest 
date, but the King Harry Lane and Mill Hill examples straddle 
the Conquest.

Decorative techniques
COMBED/FURROWED DECORATION
Pollard notes zones of combed/furrowed decoration as ‘very 
Belgic’ and characteristic of pottery to the east of the Medway 
(Pollard 1988, 30). Certainly at Brisley Farm this is the most 
common decorative technique on the pottery and is present 
on sherds from at least 29 contexts. This technique is used to 
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decorate vessels at nearby Park Farm, Ashford East (Wessex 
Archaeology 2004) and is present on three vessels at Mill Hill, 
Deal (Rigby 1995a, 44). It is also used in sites in Canterbury, 
such as the Whitehall Road excavations (Wilson 1987, fig 
75 no 83), and Rochester. A date for this decoration of c AD 
10–50 has been suggested (Thompson 1982, 239), although 
Pollard suggests a 1st-century BC to 1st-century AD date for 
the bead-rim jars with furrowed decoration at Canterbury 
(1988, 50).

RILLING
This decoration is most common to the west of the Medway, as 
well as in Hertfordshire and Essex, although outliers such as the 
example from Southwark are known (Thompson 1982, forms 
C7–1, C7–2, C7–3; Pollard 1988, 31; Rayner 2002, 17 <P1>). 
In the Brisley Farm assemblage, rilling is found on large jars 
and there is a small concentration of these in pit G361 (OA80; 
period 5, phase 1).

BOSSES
This is a rare decorative technique at Brisley Farm, used for 
only two vessels: a complete profile from E[2268] (Fig 10.4, no 
54) and on a fragmentary vessel in E[3326].

INCISED DECORATION
This technique appears on sherds from one vessel in warrior 
burial BC2, which is likely to be from an East Sussex eyebrow 
vessel (Fig 6.7, no 44). This decoration is a departure from the 
usual combed/furrowed decoration and is indicative of trade 
with East Sussex.

ALL-OVER BURNISHING
The condition of many of the sherds is relatively poor, and 
in many cases the surfaces are missing. This makes the use 
of burnishing hard to assess, but it is most common on the 
exterior of GLAUC1 vessels such as those in group G35 from 
OA17 in period 3.

Technology
The pre-Roman material was almost certainly fired using 
bonfire or clamp kilns. Ethnographic and experimental 
evidence illustrates that this is an energy- and labour-efficient 
firing technique, and temperatures reached in these types of 
firing vary between 300°C and 900°C (Kingery 1997, 15, fig 
3). Water added to the clay for plasticity evaporates by the time 
that the vessel has been heated to c 100°C, but the essential 
loss of water from the clay crystals and sintering that provides 

both tensile strength and reduces porosity begins at about 600–
800°C. It has been estimated that extant prehistoric pottery was 
fired to around 800–900°C (Rice 1987, 86; Woods 1974, 269 
suggests 750–800°C): it seems reasonable to assume that this is 
the case for the pottery at Brisley Farm.

Excluding the Gallo-Belgic material, almost all the Brisley 
Farm assemblage was made by hand, with rare occurrences of 
possible wheelthrown vessels. This is in contrast to assemblages 
from north Kent, where it has been noted that wheelthrowing 
is in evidence in the pre-Conquest period (Green 1980, 76). 
The principal construction method is coiling, and some of the 
vessels have broken along the coil joins, which are weak points 
in the vessel. It was noted that the interior of some vessels was 
noticeably more abraded than the exterior. This is unlikely to be 
simply a result of use, but could be to do with the relatively low 
firing conditions, a reflection of the burnishing or wiping that is 
seen on the exterior of vessels, or because of the acidic soil.

THE POTTERY BY PERIOD
Period 2 (Middle Bronze Age to Early Iron Age)
44 sherds, 420g
All the pottery from this phase is made in FLIN1. No 
diagnostic sherds are present and the dating of these sherds is 
based primarily on fabric characteristics only.

Period 3 (Middle/Late Iron Age)
2367 sherds, 16.07kg
The analysis of the groups of pottery from OA17 (below) 
indicates that SAND1 is the most common fabric, although 
GLAUC1, FLIN2, IO1 and IO2 as well as GROG1 and 
GROG1A sherds are also represented. This is reflected in the 
relative percentages of fabrics present in the whole period 3 
assemblage (Fig 10.7). The majority of fabric types present were 
already in use in the Middle Iron Age, with a small number 
of new grog-tempered wares. It has been noted that, although 
grog-tempering probably first appeared in quantity significantly 
later than these Middle Iron Age-tradition fabrics, both were 
probably used contemporaneously (Booth 2009, 4). The 
Channel Tunnel Rail Link project has provided some evidence 
that grog-tempered vessels occasionally occurred throughout 
the Middle Iron Age in Kent (Morris 2006, 68–70); however, 
these generally seem to be inherently unusual vessels or deposits 
(eg, the unique conical cup from Eynhorne Street associated 
with human remains, radiocarbon-dated to 400–260 cal BC, 
and the burial pit including human bone and grog-tempered 
pottery from Little Stock Farm, which produced a radiocarbon 
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determination of 380–170 cal BC). One additional large 
deposit of pottery from Beechbrook Wood on the High Speed 
1 rail scheme (CTRL), including a small element of grog-
tempering, was associated with a date of 390–170 cal BC, 
although this cannot be considered conclusive dating evidence 
for the pottery itself, since the determination was on a single 
charcoal fragment from a ditch fill.

More generally in southern Kent the appearance of 
grog-tempering in groups that feature considerable stylistic 
continuity with Middle Iron Age assemblages is still thought 
to be a development of the Middle/Late Iron Age, although 
the absolute date for this ceramic horizon is uncertain (Morris 
2006, 72). Grog-tempering was fairly certainly occurring in 
high-status Aylesford–Swarling burials by the early/mid 1st 
century BC but it remains uncertain whether it could have 
appeared earlier and independently of this tradition in areas of 
southern Kent and East Sussex, where grog-tempering is often 
associated with Middle Iron Age saucepan-related forms.

Forms are dominated by jars, particularly bead-rim jars, 
although there are a number of storage jar rims and thick body 
sherds in the assemblage (Fig 10.8). A significant proportion 
of plain straight-sided vessels, best classed as Thompson form 
C3, are present in the assemblage, along with abraded everted-
rim jar sherds in a flint-tempered fabric (FLIN2). Similar 
straight-sided jars (Thompson form C3) are also present at 
Park Farm East, Ashford, where they are dated to the Middle/
Late Iron Age (Wessex Archaeology 2004). Equally, the Brisley 
Farm assemblage is too fragmentary to determine if the pieces 
of straight-sided jars were derived from saucepan pots, and 
there are no other diagnostic Middle Iron Age sherds in the 
assemblage. If some of the period 3 material is of a Middle Iron 

Age date then it is almost certainly indicative of background 
activity rather than representative of a phase of intensive 
occupation.

OPEN AREA 17: CASE STUDY
The enclosure ditches that formed the northern, western and 
southern sides of Open Area 17 (Fig 3.7) contained a series of 
fills and recuts that provided an opportunity to explore whether 
any appreciable progression or sequence could be determined 
within the composition of the pottery assemblages. This 
ditch showed at least three episodes of cutting and recutting. 
Stratigraphically the earliest cut was ditch G217 (not visible on 
Fig 3.7) evident only in the southern boundary and replaced 
by the main enclosure ditch G35. The northern and part of the 
western boundary ditch G35 was then recut by ditch G39 and 
then, in the final cutting, by ditch G48.

Group 35
G35 is the largest assemblage (635 sherds, 6.40kg) and by 
weight is made up of SAND1 (33.6%), GROG1 (34.5%) and 
a small amount of FLIN2 (8.7%). Of some interest is a group 
of IO1 sherds (15.2%), which are most likely to be from one jar.

There are a number of semi-complete vessels in the 
assemblage. One is a handmade GROG1A vessel with polished 
surfaces that are noticeably darker grey/black than most other 
vessels in this fabric. The lower shoulder area is decorated 
with groups of burnished zigzag motifs. No rim remains but 
the footring base is complete. Sherds from a highly abraded 
everted-rim jar in FLIN2 are present (Fig 3.8, no 11) and 
there is also a small sherd from a GROG1 everted-rim jar. A 
bead-rim jar in GLAUC1 has combed/furrowed decoration 
on the exterior; the use of dense glauconite tempering fell out 
of use by the very early 1st century AD (Thompson 1982, 14; 
Pollard 1988, 33). Also in the group are plain straight-sided 
jars in SAND1 (Figs 3.8 and 10.4, nos 7–8) that were initially 
recorded as saucepans. This seems unlikely on geographical 
grounds (Cunliffe 2005, 104) but, more importantly, as no 
sherds with a complete profile or with the diagnostic curvilinear 
or geometric decoration were present, it is difficult to justify 
categorising these within the saucepan-pot typology.

A total of 7 sherds (98g) come from G44/G50, the feature 
that together with G35 forms linear feature OA18. Most of 
the sherds are from a GLAUC1 jar with combed/furrowed 
decoration on the exterior (Figs 3.8 and 10.4, no 14). The 
sherd of GROG1 is likely to be of a similar date.

Fig 10.8 Forms represented in the period 3 assemblage by % of sherds
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Group 39
Mostly SAND1 (58% by weight), this modest assemblage of 
103 sherds (1.12kg) contains a number of vessels. GLAUC1 
accounts for 13.9% of the assemblage by weight and includes 
an oxidised storage jar rim, which, despite being fairly abraded, 
appears to have some furrows on the neck (Fig 3.8, no 15). 
There is a curved neck from a reduced GLAUC1 storage jar. As 
well as the storage jars, this assemblage also contains rims from 
bead-rim jars: the two most complete examples are made from 
GROG1 and have combed/furrowed decoration on the exterior 
(Fig 3.8, no 12); one looks much neater than the other but this 
may be because it is not so abraded. One large SAND1 sherd, c 
16mm thick, from E[3628] is almost certainly part of the same 
vessel as sherds from E[3636] in G35.

It is worth noting that there is no marked difference in the 
abrasion or appearance of the sherds from the two different 
groups. There are a handful of IO1 sherds (12.9% by weight) 
that may be from the same vessel as the sherds in G35, but the 
sherds in G39 have fewer very coarse milky quartz and flint 
inclusions than those in G35. The fabric is coarse and it is 
conceivable that they may just represent different areas of the 
same vessel. There are no FLIN2 sherds in the assemblage.

Group 48
G48, which produced 248 sherds, was the fill highest in the 
sequence. By weight, just over half the sherds are made of 
SAND1. There are small but significant numbers, however, of 
flint-tempered sherds (12%) and glauconite-tempered sherds, 
as well as mostly finer grog-tempered sherds (GROG2; 15%). 
The sherds are mostly from jars, and there are at least three 
base and lower walls of jars, and parts of one storage jar, as 
well as a bead rim and part of two SAND1 straight-sided jars 
(Thompson form C3).

The sherd link between G35 and G39, with no differential 
in abrasion, as well as the dominance of GROG1 in the lowest 
group fill, suggests that the sequence of intercutting and 
infilling did not take place over an extended period of time. 
Although the assemblages being compared are not of similar 
quantities, there was no noticeable pattern of one dominant 
fabric being replaced by another.

Period 4 (Late Iron Age)
The vast majority of activity at Brisley Farm has been dated to 
this phase, which is characterised by an abundance of GROG1 
and GROG1A sherds (Fig 10.9). The pottery from the warrior 
burials is discussed in detail below but is not included in this 
discussion or in the statistics for the overall period.

Refining the date for this phase is difficult because the 
dating of the individual forms present is fairly broad, and the 
problem is compounded by the lack of imported material. As 
discussed above, the advent of grog-tempering cannot be dated 
with certainty, although on balance it seems likely that these 
wares came to dominate settlement assemblages only in the 1st 
century AD.

In contrast to the period 3 assemblage, the fabrics in period 
4 are dominated by grog temper (Fig 10.9). An impressive 85% 
of the sherds by weight are grog-tempered, and SAND1, which 
accounts for nearly 40% of the period 3 assemblage, makes up 
just 7% of the period 4 assemblage. Both the flint-tempered 
fabrics and GLAUC1 each account for around 1% of the sherds, 
whereas they make up 6% each of the period 3 assemblage. 
While iron-rich fabrics represent 4% of the period 4 assemblage, 
this is a sharp reduction from the combined proportion of 12% 
of iron-rich fabrics in period 3.

The range of form types present in the period 4 assemblage 
is notably more varied than for the period 3 assemblage (Fig 
10.10). It also illustrates that generic jar sherds and Thompson 
form B1–3 (everted-rim jars with offset necks) dominate, as well 
as generic bead rims, bead-rim jars and everted-rim jars. Bowls 
and dishes are very rare although this may be partially influenced 
by the fragmentary nature of the assemblage. However, at Brisley 
Farm jars appear to be far more common in this period and in 
the assemblage overall (Fig 10.5). This pattern of jars being more 
common than bowls is also noted at the Marlow Car Park site in 
Canterbury (Thompson 1995, 627).

Fig 10.9 Breakdown of fabrics in the period 4 assemblage as % by weight
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Fig 10.10 Breakdown of the period 4 assemblage by form as % by weight 
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0
5

10
15
20
25
30
35
40

G
5–

5 
be

ak
er

 
B1

 ja
r

B1
–3

 ja
r

B1
–4

 ja
r

B2
–1

 ja
r

B2
–2

 ja
r

B2
–3

 ja
r

B2
–4

 ja
r

B3
–8

 ja
r

B5
–3

 ja
r

B5
–4

 ja
r

B5
–5

 ja
r

C3
 ja

r
C4

 ja
r

C6
–1

 ja
r

Be
ad

 ri
m

 ja
r 

ev
er

te
d 

rim
 ja

r 
lid

-s
ea

te
d 

jar
ne

ck
ed

 ja
r

sto
ra

ge
 ja

r jar
bo

wl
E1

–4
 c

up
be

ad
 ri

m
s

pe
de

st
al 

ba
se

un
kn

ow
n

Form

%
 b

y w
eig

ht

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

278

Discussion
The assemblage, from a site east of the Medway and falling into 
Thompson’s zone 5 (1982, 12–14), reflects trends identified 
for the Late Iron Age in this area such as the extensive use of 
grog temper, some use of flint temper and virtual absence of 
shell as a temper (Thompson 1982, 12–13; Pollard 1988, 31; 
Thompson 1995, 625).

The assemblage from the Mill Hill, Deal, Kent, cemetery 
forms a useful comparison, as the pottery from the cemetery 
is of a similar date to the main assemblage at Brisley Farm, 
although there the warrior burial probably dates to the 3rd 
century BC, and the grave did not contain any pottery. A 
number of complete or semi-complete vessels were recovered 
from other burials but, crucially, the assemblage contained 
a number of imported vessels. Although deemed to be a 
fairly poor assemblage, at least 11 vessels can be securely 
provenanced, and alongside this are 36 catalogued ‘local’ 
vessels. The fairly precise dating at Mill Hill is not mirrored at 
Brisley Farm.

The ‘local’ products at Mill Hill are dominated by grog-
tempered vessels and the fabric description for the grog-tempered 
clay is similar to GROG1/GROG1A at Brisley Farm. In 
addition, there is a single flint-tempered vessel in the assemblage 
(Rigby 1995a, 42). It was noted at Mill Hill that 80% of the 
local products are handmade, or handmade and wheel-finished 
(ibid, 43). At Brisley Farm, handmade pottery dominates, 
although the finishing of some vessels (where the surfaces are 
intact) points towards being turned on a wheel – seen primarily 
in the evenness of the rims. However, this method of vessel 
formation is visible on only a handful of vessels.

The restricted range of form types at Brisley Farm, mostly 
dominated by jars, could partly be a reflection of the fragmentary 
nature of the assemblage, which hampers identification, but it 
stands in contrast to the variety of forms at Mill Hill. At Brisley 
Farm, there are just four Gallo-Belgic vessels and two grog-
tempered copies of these forms in the assemblage.

Excavations at Park Farm East, Ashford, produced a 
comparatively small assemblage of 5,965 sherds (64.28kg). It 
is also fairly fragmentary and includes a scatter of later Bronze 
Age and Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age forms as well as some 
Middle/Late Iron Age material. As at Brisley Farm, the majority 
of the assemblage is of a Late Iron Age to early Roman date, 
including finer Belgic-style vessels and handmade bead-rim and 
necked jars (Wessex Archaeology 2004).

THE POTTERY FROM THE WARRIOR BURIALS
Val Rigby (Gallo-Belgic) and Charlotte Thompson

Warrior burial BC1

46 Terra nigra platter Camulodunum form 8 (Gallo-Belgic database vessel no 
V1067) (Fig 6.18, no 46).

Pale grey fine matrix; blue-black surfaces with such severely 
abraded surfaces that no finish survives; complete when 
deposited. Stamp: central, reading CANIC/OS.FNAI; potter: 
Canicos (Gallo-Belgic database potter no P54); die: 04D01, 
AD 25–50.

Stamps from this die are recorded on terra nigra 
Camulodunum form 56 cups from the Sheepen site at 
Camulodunum and from Karlich, grave 22, and on terra nigra 
Camulodunum form 8 platters from cremation burials at Trier 
and Hunenknepchen à Sampoint, Hachy, grave 107 (Hawkes 
& Hull 1947, pl XIV, 58; Noël 1968, fig 62 no 2).

Canicos was a major producer who worked in the Marne/
Vesle potteries near Rheims for an extended period between 
AD 25 and AD 50, using at least nine different dies cut by 
four different die-cutters to stamp his products. He was an 
important supplier to Britain, and the main concentration 
of his finds is at Camulodunum, with 14 stamps recorded at 
Sheepen and another two in cremations in the Lexden and 
Stanway cemeteries. His terra nigra was widely distributed 
to various tribal areas north and south of the Thames, 
including Braughing, Hertfordshire, Old Winteringham, 
South Humberside, Silchester, Hampshire, and Bagendon, 
Gloucestershire, so the Brisley Farm platter extends this 
distribution into the territory of the Cantiaci.

47 Butt-beaker Camulodunum form 113 (Fig 6.18, no 47).

Butt-beaker Camulodunum form 113, King Harry Lane 
variant 2C2/3C4, with sinuous profile, slight internal angle to 
the rim, a raised cordon defining the neck and three zones of 
rouletting separated by two narrow plain burnished bands with 
a groove above. Typical fine sandy matrix fabric, tempered with 
white quartz and with occasional red and white argillaceous 
pellets; fired to cream surfaces with grey core at rim and base. 
No finish survives. Severely fragmented and abraded but 
complete when deposited.

There are two close parallels in cremation burials that, 
judging from the measurements and typological details, 
could be the work of the same potter. The first was found 
in grave 3 at Radnor Park, Folkestone, Kent, along with a 
typical Colchester brooch (Parfitt 1995, fig 67, 6). The second 
example came from the King Harry Lane cemetery, St Albans, 
Hertfordshire (Stead & Rigby 1989, fig 121). Burial 181 
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was one of a group of Claudian burials beyond the earliest 
rectangular enclosure established in the Late Augustan period, 
enclosure B241. The vessel had been damaged and repaired 
in antiquity, suggesting it could be an heirloom. The sinuous 
profile and flat bands to separate the rouletted zones are typical 
of Claudian examples in the King Harry Lane cemetery (Stead 
& Rigby 1989, 137–41). All three are imports from kilns in 
the Amiens and Arras region of northern Gaul probably located 
near the main Roman route to the Channel ports.

48 Pedestal cup (Fig 6.18, no 48)

Also in the grave was a handmade pedestal cup with a 
carination and a constricted waist (Thompson form F3–2). 
This form is typically associated with burials, and is fairly rare 
in Kent. It is similar to an example from Welwyn Garden City 
main grave no 13 (Thompson 1982, 423 no 5.13), where it 
was thought to date to the 1st century BC. Thompson notes, 
however, that the more common E1–1 version without the 
pedestal is not found in Kent before the Conquest (ibid, 352).

Warrior Burial BC2

45 Butt-beaker (Fig 6.7, no 45)

Butt-beaker Camulodunum 113, King Harry Lane variant 
1A1, with convex barrel-shaped profile, sharp internal angle to 
the rim, marked cordon at the rim and three zones of rouletting 
separated by three broad, hollow cordons. Typical pale pink, 
fine sandy matrix tempered with white quartz sand and with 
sparse inclusions of red and white argillaceous pellets, some 
probably grog and mica; fired with pinkish surfaces and grey 
core at the rim and base; complete when deposited.

Production of the early truly barrel-shaped variant is 
restricted to the Late Augustan period (10 BC – AD 14) and 
examples are comparatively rare. There are three close parallels 
in cremation burials in southern Britain. One was found in 
grave X11 in the Mill Hill cemetery, Deal, Kent, along with 
two typical Late Iron Age vessels in grog-tempered ware, two 
bronze brooches and a toilet set, an assemblage likely to date 
to the Late Augustan period. There are two examples from the 
King Harry Lane cemetery. Both beakers had been extensively 
damaged and repaired in antiquity and so may have been 
heirlooms, though both burials lay within the early enclosures. 
All three beakers are imports from the same area of northern 
Gaul as the beaker from BC1.

44 East Sussex eyebrow pot (Fig 6.7, no 44)

A number of GROG1A sherds with parallel curvilinear 
grooves on the exterior were recovered from E[1401] and 
E[1416] (Fig 6.7, no 18). The distinctive decoration is a 
departure from the furrowed/grooved decoration common 
on the grog-tempered vessels at Brisley Farm, and is almost 
certainly from an East Sussex eyebrow pot (Green 1980). 
Although the profile has not survived, the rim sherd from 
E[1401] is quite narrow and both the form of a vessel from 
Horsted Keynes and the so-called ‘Asham pots’ (ibid, fig 27 no 
4 and fig 28 nos 16–18) have similar plain, narrow mouths. 
The dating and chronology for the East Sussex eyebrow pots is 
ill defined, but the Horsted Keynes vessel is dated roughly from 
the late 1st century BC to the mid 1st century AD, and the 
‘Asham pots’ later than this, possibly even post-Conquest (ibid, 
72). While the grog-tempered fabric used for the eyebrow pot 
is not markedly different from that used for the jars at Brisley 
Farm (see Thompson, above), the decoration is a departure and 
it is of interest that this was placed in the grave alongside the 
distinctive Gallo-Belgic pottery.

Discussion
The Brisley Farm inhumations are the only warrior burials 
with swords found in Britain that include imported pottery 
vessels amongst the grave goods, and they are located in a 
region where the cremation rite with imported grave goods 
was already widespread. Iron Age sword burials are rare and 
sporadic in their distribution and only one other includes 
pottery vessels. Adult inhumations accompanied by pottery 
vessels imported from northern Gaul are confined to three 
locations in Dorset, and date to the period AD 50–85.

The three vessel types chosen for the burial rite are typical 
of imports deposited in cremation burials dated to the first half 
of the 1st century AD over a large swathe of southern Britain, 
taking in both sides of the Thames and including the supposed 
tribal territories of the Catuvellauni, Trinovantes, Cantiaci, 
Atrebates, Regni and Belgae. They result from a trade in 
imported ceramics to the main settlements of southern Britain 
that pre-dates the Roman invasion by at least half a century. 
After AD 43, once the initial situation in the south was 
stabilised, the original trading connections were resumed, still 
aimed specifically at the native settlements and not the Roman 
army, which seems to have demanded samian.

Butt-beaker Camulodunum form 113 is one of the 
most widely found and easily recognised of the early Gaulish 
imports in Britain. It is the most ubiquitous vessel type in 
Late Iron Age–early Roman cremations, with 57 examples 
in the King Harry Lane cemetery alone, and is recorded in 
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burials at 20 different locations in an area defined by Duston, 
Northamptonshire, in the north, Owslebury, Hampshire, in 
the west and thence to the Channel coast (Stead & Rigby 
1989, 137–43). In Kent and Sussex examples are sporadic 
and limited to the Medway area and then the coast, with two 
early examples at Deal, single finds at Dover and Folkestone, 
and a marked outlier at Herstmonceux, which was yet another 
treasured possession, carefully repaired in antiquity (Rigby 
1995a). Despite this apparent scarcity in the region, at least 
69 examples have been recorded at Canterbury, including 
examples of both Brisley Farm variants (Rigby 1995b, 647). 
Given their special fragility, such a distribution is a tribute to 
the determination of the trader to find a market, the expertise 
of the transporting agent and the care of the owners.

When used as grave goods, no definable age or gender 
rules applied to butt-beakers. The Brisley Farm burials 
provide the first definite association of butt-beakers with 
swordsmen, although there is a tenuous link in the King 
Harry Lane cemetery. A single butt-beaker in burial 240 was 
associated with a unique brooch depicting a kneeling warrior, 
armed with short sword, spear and shield in one of the panels. 
When worn vertically, with the hinge at the top, the figure 
is correctly orientated for the wearer to examine it (Stead & 
Rigby 1989, 95).

Camulodunum form 8 platters are the most common 
Gallo-Belgic platter type in Britain overall with a similar 
distribution to the butt-beakers in cremations and on 
settlements. In Kent, they have been found around the 
Medway area, at Faversham, Murston and Rainham, and on 
the coast, at Deal and Dover (Rigby 1995a). The dies used for 
the Brisley Farm, Faversham and Deal stamps are paralleled 
in settlement debris at Sheepen Hill, Camulodunum, and 
detailed study of the stamped imports in Britain suggests that 
Camulodunum was the main entry point until the Boudiccan 
destruction of AD60/61, after which different trading 
arrangements developed.

THE ROMAN POTTERY
Introduction
Romanised vessels make up just 6.6% (2025 sherds/4.68kg) 
of the assemblage from Brisley Farm. They are mostly from 
ditches that also contained grog-tempered pottery.

The bulk of the material comes from the enclosures in 
OA77, OA80 and OA83–OA86. There is a concentration of 
Romano-British pottery in pit group G361 in OA80, which 
is dominated by grog-tempered sherds (28kg of pottery, of 

which 0.5kg is non-grog-tempered Romanised material). 
This very high proportion of grog-tempered fabrics probably 
suggests that the bulk of settlement activity on site pre-dates c 
AD 70, since it was only groups from the pre-Flavian period 
at Westhawk Farm that contained these wares at levels of 
c 80–90% (Lyne 2008, 256–7). Only a small quantity of 
diagnostic late 1st- to mid 2nd-century pottery is present in the 
assemblage and, as at Westhawk Farm, this was found in groups 
where grog-tempered wares were still in the majority.

Fabrics
The fabrics GROG1 and GROG1A continue to be present in 
large quantities (Fig 10.11). In part this can be accounted for 
by the fact that some of the contexts containing Roman pottery 
were surface layers or ditches, liable to contain high levels of 
residual material. However, contemporary use of grog-tempered 
forms alongside Romanised fabrics and forms cannot be ruled 
out for some contexts.

Some of the GROG1A sherds in the assemblage, such as 
a large piece from D[2749], bear some superficial similarity 
to Patchgrove grog-tempered ware, a fabric manufactured 
in the Roman period and thought to have been produced in 
west Kent (Tomber and Dore 1998, 167). The difficulties of 
identifying Patchgrove grog-tempered ware in large assemblages 
of Late Iron Age and Roman pottery in an area where grog-
tempering dominates is well documented (Pollard 1988, 39–
40). As Brisley Farm is in east Kent, and there are no examples 
in the assemblage of stabbed decoration on the shoulder 
or of the most usual forms associated with the ware, it was 
decided that the vast majority of the sherds were unlikely to be 
Patchgrove grog-tempered ware.

ROMANO-BRITISH WARES
The most likely source of the finewares is the Upchurch/
Thameside kilns. Both oxidised (UPOX) and reduced (UPRW) 
versions of the products are represented in the assemblage 
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Fig 10.11 Fabrics present in the Roman assemblage by % of weight
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and a cluster of fineware cups was recovered from pit group 
G361, although these have shattered, making the precise forms 
impossible to categorise. The Upchurch/Thameside kilns were 
producing pottery from the Conquest to the last quarter of the 
3rd century AD, but the main period of production was c AD 
70–170 (Monaghan 1987, 217–21). A small amount of coarse 
material may have come from the Canterbury kilns, but the 
sherds are too small to indicate diagnostic forms. Canterbury 
wares never occur very frequently at rural settlements although 
they have been shown to be slightly more common on nearby 
sites at Bower Road and Westhawk Farm than elsewhere 
in Kent, probably owing to the proximity of the sites to 
the Roman road (Booth 2009, 12). The relative scarcity of 
Canterbury wares at Brisley Farm may be partly a result of 
chronological factors, as the peak of this industry may have 
post-dated the main period of occupation.

IMPORTED WARES
Samian ware accounts for just 5.6% of the Roman assemblage 
by weight (2.6% by sherd count). Of note is the highly 
abraded but mostly complete central Gaulish samian 
Dragendorff form 33 cup dated c AD 120–250. The context 
from which it came, a cremation burial, also contained a 
piece of a fineware vessel with a raised palmette motif on the 
exterior. It is highly abraded and no surface treatment remains, 
but the palmette is similar to examples on mould-decorated 
central Gaulish glazed ware (Greene 1978, fig 3.7 no 2) and 
the fabric is not dissimilar, but as no glazed surface remains 
this cannot be verified.

Three highly abraded sherds from a La Graufesenque 
samian Dragendorff form 37 bowl were recovered from 
E[1268], TD17, and a stray plain body sherd from the same 
production centre was found in E[3339], G350, a modern 
ditch. A scatter of other samian sherds, all with their surfaces 
missing, came from a layer or ploughed-out feature (A[600]) 
in OA14.

Forms
The highly fragmentary nature of much of the Roman pottery 
assemblage has rendered the identification of specific form 
types problematic (1033 sherds were not assigned to a form 
type). The most noticeable factor is that Belgic-style Thompson 
forms (bead-rim jars C1–C, everted-rim jars B1–B3, barrel 
jars B5) are still prevalent in the assemblage (Fig 10.12). Some 
of these forms continued to be used into the Roman period, 
becoming more Romanised – bead-rim jars in particular 
continued to be used into the 2nd century AD. However, given 

the very high percentage of GROG1 and GROG1A present 
in the Roman assemblage (Fig 10.11), it is also possible that at 
least some of these are residual.

It is of note that the assemblage entirely lacks mortaria 
and only very small quantities of amphorae are present, mostly 
Baetican Dressel 20 amphorae sherds (a form that contained 
olive oil), including a third of a rim from a vessel dated to the 
mid 2nd century AD (Peacock & Williams 1986, fig 66 no 
27) from G505. With the exception of the rim sherd, however, 
these are rather abraded and probably not in primary or even 
secondary depositional contexts. Bowls, dishes and platters are 
largely represented by platters with footrings and beaded rims 
(such as Monaghan 1987, form 7A), dated c AD 50–120. The 
assemblage includes a number of sherds from beakers and cups. 
Because of their thin walls and fine fabrics, these vessels have a 
tendency to shatter, so the sherd count for these may be over-
represented (Fig 10.12)

Discussion
The Roman assemblage makes up a small proportion of the 
Brisley Farm pottery assemblage, and its intrinsic importance is 
as an indication of continued use of the site.

The suspected link between activity at Brisley Farm and the 
nearby Westhawk Farm is of interest. Settlement at Westhawk 
Farm is not thought to pre-date the Roman Conquest but some 
of the activity here assigned to period 5, phase 2 and all of 
that from period 5, phase 3 is likely to be contemporary with 
Westhawk Farm period 2, phase 2 (AD 43–70). The decline in 
quantities of pottery during Brisley Farm period 5, covering the 
period from the mid 1st to the mid 2nd century AD, appears 
to be mirrored by a corresponding increase in pottery at 
Westhawk Farm. For example, period 2, phase 2 (AD 43–70) 
at the latter produced only five key groups, some of which are 
very small in size, whereas ten key groups are highlighted from 
the succeeding phase (AD 70–150) and the peak of activity 

Fig 10.12 Forms present in the Roman assemblage by % of sherd count (only 
forms representing at least 0.4% of the assemblage are shown)
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appears to have been during phase 4 (AD 150–200), from 
which 21 key groups are described (Lyne 2008). This suggests 
that, whilst both areas featured contemporary activity in the 
earlier Roman period, there was a gradual shift in the intensity 
of occupation, with Westhawk Farm reaching its peak only 
after Brisley Farm had fallen completely out of use.

In most areas of the south-east grog-tempering declined 
markedly during the Flavian period and was largely out of use 
by the end of the 1st century AD. Even at nearby Canterbury 
groups dominated by grog-tempering are considered a 1st-
century trait (Pollard 1988, 42). However, it now seems well 
established that handmade, grog-tempered wares continued 
to dominate groups at lower-status sites around Ashford (even 
nucleated roadside settlements) well into the 2nd century AD. 
For example, they accounted for around 60% of the pottery in 
period 2, phase 3 (AD 70–150) at Westhawk Farm, and had 
only slightly reduced in quantity, to 50%, during phase 4 (AD 
150–200).

The Late Iron Age Sussex eyebrow vessels continued to be 
made until the 1st or early 2nd century AD. Although differing 
in form, the fabric, hand-formation and firing techniques 
employed for all the vessels are very similar irrespective of 
when they were made (Green 1980, 74). The differences in 
form may indicate chronological change or may be driven by 
function. Using this as a parallel for the material at Brisley 
Farm, it is possible to argue that the GROG1/GROG1A 
vessels were being made and used well into the Roman period 
and that those found alongside Romanised vessels were not 
residual material but represent contemporary assemblages. The 
technology used for the eyebrow vessels continued from the 
1st/2nd century AD until the 4th century AD, and became 
known as East Sussex ware. Although the fabric used for East 
Sussex ware was slightly less coarse than that used for eyebrow 
jars, until around AD 250 ‘In no case … can an East Sussex 
handmade pot from this period be distinguished from earlier 
material on other than stylistic grounds’ (ibid, 78). If it is 
the case that the grog-tempered pottery from Brisley Farm 
potentially dates from the Late Iron Age to the 2nd century 
AD or later, it seems unlikely that a distinction could be drawn 
between the early and later material with such a fragmentary 
assemblage since no discernible difference was noted between 
the grog-tempered pottery from features that also contained 
Romanised pottery and the grog-tempered pottery from those 
that did not.

Overall, the low numbers and lack of diversity in either 
imported wares or locally produced tablewares, use of which 
would be indicative of the adoption of new ways of eating and 

drinking, is typical of a lower-status pattern of consumption, a 
trend also noted at Westhawk Farm (Lyne 2008, 251). This is 
perhaps surprising given the proximity of the settlement to the 
warrior burials, and may indicate the procurement of special 
vessels for the funerary rite or, alternatively, a high degree of 
social differentiation in society.

Considering the large scale of the settlement at Brisley 
Farm and its location, close to routes between major Roman 
settlements, the distinctly ‘rural’ characteristics of the 
assemblage are of note. Aside from the low levels of finewares, 
the slow uptake of Romanised coarsewares tells us something 
about the relationship of populations in urban settlements to 
those in rural locations. Grey wares were produced in quantity 
in Canterbury from the pre-Flavian period and it would 
probably have been relatively simple to market these wares 
to a nearby population that was directly accessible by road. 
However, these types made a minimal impact and instead the 
population at Brisley Farm, and at other settlements nearby, 
continued largely to make and use pottery as they had before 
the Roman Conquest. This seems to indicate continuing 
self-sufficiency on the part of indigenous populations and 
may suggest a lack of demand for new objects of recognisably 
Roman character, at least in terms of utilitarian cooking or 
storage vessels. This could relate to the expense of such items 
or reflect more ingrained cultural differences in the way rural 
populations used pottery.

10.6  THE PREHISTORIC AND 
ROMAN POTTERY FROM THE 
BRISLEY FARM SCHOOL SITE
Anna Doherty

INTRODUCTION
A small assemblage of 253 sherds (658g), ranging from the 
Middle/Late Iron Age to the early Roman period, was recovered 
during the latest phase of excavations at the School site. All the 
fabrics and forms were of comparable types to those found in 
earlier phases of work and the assemblage was quantified and 
recorded according to the same methodology and type-series 
previously employed (see above). The assemblage is quantified 
by fabric in Table 10.5. The pottery is generally in fairly poor 
condition and quite a large number of contexts yielded only 
one or two sherds of pottery. This suggests a fairly significant 
chance that much of the assemblage is redeposited. However, 
two partially complete vessels deposited in close proximity in 
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separate linear features, forming a possible trackway, present 
some evidence of symbolic or structured deposition.

MIDDLE/LATE IRON AGE
A single very small sherd of coarsely flint-tempered pottery 
probably dates to the late 2nd or early 1st millennium; it 
was demonstrably residual. Otherwise, the earliest material 
in the assemblage is comparable to that from the Middle/
Late Iron Age period identified in previous phases of 
excavation (period 3). It consists of quartz-rich and/or 
glauconitic flint-tempered fabrics FLIN2 and FLIN3, iron-
rich fabric IO1, and purely quartz-sand and glauconitic 
fabrics SAND1 and GLAUC1. Material of this type 
accounts for around a third of the total assemblage, the 
vast majority deriving from the three fills of pit L[177], 
G670, OA174 (period 4, phase 1) (Table 10.6). Only one 
diagnostic feature sherd, a handmade rounded shoulder jar 
with an upright to slightly beaded rim, was recovered. This 
group is not very closely datable by itself since the single 
form could be from quite a broad date range and similar 
fabrics were known in Kent throughout the Middle and 
Late Iron Age (Booth 2009, 4). However, it is of note that 
the primary and secondary fills of pit L[177] completely 
lack grog-tempered wares, whilst the tertiary fill contains a 
mixture of the fabrics described above and grog-tempered 
wares. The date at which grog-tempering first emerged is 
still uncertain but, on current evidence, it seems to be a 
development of the Middle/Late Iron Age (see above).

LATE IRON AGE TO THE EARLY  
ROMAN PERIOD
The largest group of fabrics, making up around 42% of the 
assemblage by sherd count, consists of grog-tempered wares. 
Other than those found in pit L[177] and the partially complete 
vessels described below, however, these were generally found 
as isolated sherds. This material includes just one diagnostic 
form: a simple necked jar with a single cordon comparable to 
Thompson (1982) form B1–1. Both grog-tempered wares and 
forms broadly deriving from the Aylesford–Swarling tradition 
appear to be much longer-lived in the Ashford area than 
elsewhere in Kent and the south-east, probably continuing 
to dominate assemblages well into the 2nd century AD. 
However, the near absence of Romanised wares is probably of 
significance – apart from the partially complete vessels described 
below, these are represented by only a single sherd of a coarse 
oxidised fabric, possibly of Canterbury origin. A slightly larger 
proportion of Romanised wares was a feature of period 2, phase 
2 at Westhawk Farm, dated AD 43–70 (Lyne 2008, 257).

POSSIBLE PLACED DEPOSITS FROM  
THE TRACKWAY
Two partially complete vessels were recovered from two parallel 
linear features, which were interpreted as possible constituent 
parts of a trackway and assigned to period 5, phase 1. One of 
the vessels, from cut L[359], G663, TD20 (period 5, phase 
1), is a grog-tempered handled jug or flagon. The fabric of this 
vessel appears fairly well fired with a consistently grey core and 
brownish-red surfaces. This type of firing is more indicative 
of early Roman wares, although the vessel cannot be dated to 
the post-Conquest period with certainty. Thompson (1982, 
529) notes that this form is consistently associated with fine, 
red- or brown-surfaced grog-tempered wares and it is likely 
that that these vessels represent an attempt to imitate imported 
high-status tablewares, particularly terra rubra and fine white-
slipped redwares from central Gaul, the latter being especially 
associated with flagons. At Colchester the main imported 

Fabric No of 

sherds

Weight 

(g)

% of 

assemblage by 

sherd count

% of 

assemblage 

by weight

FLIN1 1 2 0.4 0.3

FLIN2 11 26 4.3 4.0

FLIN3 23 120 9.1 18.2

GLAUC1 44 40 17.4 6.1

GROG1 75 342 29.6 52.0

GROG1A 24 32 9.5 4.9

GROG2 8 26 3.2 4.0

GROG3 1 8 0.4 1.2

IO1 1 <0.1 0.4 <0.1

NKFW 57 48 22.5 7.3

OXID 1 <0.1 0.4 <0.1

SAND1 7 14 2.8 2.1

Total 253 658 100.0 100.0

Table 10.5 Quantification of prehistoric and Roman pottery fabrics from the 
Brisley Farm School site

Fabric No of 

sherds

Weight 

(g)

% of assemblage 

by sherd count

% of assemblage 

by weight

FLIN2 11 26 11.5 13.7

FLIN3 22 98 22.9 51.6

GLAUC1 39 34 40.6 17.9

GROG1A 24 32 25.0 16.8

Total 96 190 100.0 100.0

Table 10.6 Quantification of pottery fabrics from pit L[177]
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flagon forms Camulodunum 161 and Camulodunum 165 
were found only at Sheepen, an area that was not significantly 
resettled after the Boudican revolt of AD60/61 (Bidwell & 
Croom 1999, 475). Local imitations may be somewhat later 
but it seems unlikely that this vessel dates much beyond AD 
60–70. The other vessel, from cut L[349], is in a (probably 
fairly early) fabric variant of the post-Conquest North Kent/
Thameside fineware industry. Only body sherds are present 
but the fineness of the fabric and the thinness and curve of the 
walls suggest a globular beaker.

Both the vessels are less than half-complete and in a 
fragmentary condition, but the fact that two forms associated 
with the drinking and pouring of liquids, which typically make 
up only a tiny component of contemporary rural assemblages, 
have been found in close proximity suggests some element 
of structured deposition and might represent a symbolic act 
denoting a significant change in the use of the landscape, as 
the trackway went out of use. If these vessels are treated as a 
contemporary group, a deposition date of c AD 40–60/70 
seems most likely.

10.7  THE POST-ROMAN POTTERY 
FROM BRISLEY FARM
Luke Barber

INTRODUCTION
The combined excavations recovered 6613 sherds of post-
Roman pottery, weighing just under 66.5kg, from 283 
individually numbered contexts. Although the assemblage 
spans the late 12th to the mid 20th century the majority of 
it falls between the mid 13th and the mid 16th century. The 
condition of the pottery is very variable. Although some large 
(more than 80mm across) unabraded sherds are present there 
is a general trend toward smaller sherds (up to 30mm across), 
often with signs of moderate to heavy abrasion. As such, much 
of the assemblage appears to have been reworked to a certain 
extent and virtually no large primary groups from refuse pits 
are present. The majority of the assemblage comes from refuse 
dumped in ditches and, more notably, general occupation/
midden layers. This is particularly the case on the Southern 
Farm in Area 2a. The assemblage is characterised in Table 10.7.

Individual context assemblages are variable in size. Most 
are small (under 20 sherds) but some much larger ones are 
present (over 200 sherds), though many of the latter are from 
midden spreads, which cannot be viewed as secure. Although 

residuality in many contexts, particularly at the Southern Farm 
(Area 2a), was high, in most instances the isolation of residual 
sherds was relatively easy, particularly in medieval assemblages. 
Of much greater difficulty was the isolation of residual 14th- to 
15th-century pottery (period 7, phase 3) in early post-medieval 
contexts (period 8, phase 1) because of the gradual nature of 
fabric development during the ‘transitional’ mid 14th to mid 
16th centuries and our current lack of secure dated groups for 
this period in the area. Intrusiveness also appears to be present 
in a number of deposits, again mainly at the Southern Farm. 
With the exception of the late post-medieval material intruded 
during ploughing, intrusive sherds have proved much harder 
to isolate with certainty, particularly when a context group 
contains only a small assemblage.

The aims of the post-Roman pottery analysis were to aid 
the chronological analysis of the field system and associated 
sites, to establish as far as possible a detailed ceramic 
fabric/form sequence for the area and to add to the overall 
interpretation of the social and economic aspects of the 
excavated settlements.

The pottery was divided into fabric groups based on 
a visual examination of the tempering/inclusions and the 
manufacturing technology. The material was then quantified 
by sherd count and weight for each context (or spatial 
subdivision of each context). Too few rim sherds were present 
to warrant quantification by estimated vessel equivalents 
(EVEs). The quantification formed the basis of the spot 
dating, which also highlighted the presence/absence/degree 
of residuality/intrusiveness in each context. These data are 
housed with the archive. A selection of the best context groups 
was subsequently made in order to compile a chronological 
fabric/form series, with the pottery from these contexts 
being quantified by individual fabric (rather than group) and 
estimated minimum number of vessels and a selection of the 
key forms being illustrated. The fabrics, quantified group 
tables and catalogue (in approximate chronological order) 
are included in full in the present report, with the related 
illustrations and commentary for individual contexts being 
integrated with the main site narrative.

THE FABRIC SERIES
Period 7, phases 1–2 (13th–14th centuries)
SHELL-TEMPERED WARES
Fabric 1a: abundant shell
A low-fired fabric tempered with abundant shell (voids) to 
2.0mm but no/rare sand. Both oxidised and reduced cooking 
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A
reas 1–4 evaluation

A
rea 1 (site A

)
A

rea 2a (site B
)

A
rea 2b

A
rea 5

A
reas 6–7 (sites G

/H
)

A
rea 8 (site I)
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ell-fired 

fine earthenw
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ith 

iron oxide

1
34

139
2238

140
2272

4e(i)–

(iii) 

and 4f

m
edium

- to w
ell-

fired and hard-fired 

earthenw
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11
520
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Period 8, phase 5 (18th–19th centuries)

M
ixed glazed red 

earthenw
ares &

 

industrialised w
ares

3
31

23
286

113
864

1
1

1
150

48
1473

189
2805

Totals
28

353
779

6116
3249

30930
15

84
1

1
609

8222
1932

17763
6613

63469

Table 10.7 continued
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pots/bowls are present. A rare fabric at the site (eg, in pit 
H[7622], fill H[7623]), G379, OA111) and the majority 
of sherds present are small and abraded. Probably a 12th- to 
early 13th-century fabric at the current site but its origins 
pre-dates this.

Fabric 1b: moderate shell and coarse sand
A medium-fired fabric tempered with common/moderate 
shell (voids) to 2.0mm and moderate medium/coarse sand 
and sparse larger rounded clear/milky quartz grains to 1.0mm. 
Both oxidised and reduced patchy cooking pots/bowls are 
present. More common than fabric 1a (eg, ditch H[7724], fill 
H[7723]), G374, OA110 and ditch H[7916], fill H[7915]), 
G376, OA110) and probably marking the transition between 
fabric 1a and fabric 1c. Probably a mid/late 12th- to early/mid 
13th-century fabric.

Fabric 1c: moderate shell and medium sand (Potter’s Corner)
A medium-fired fabric tempered with common/moderate shell 
(voids) to 2.0mm and moderate/abundant fine/medium sand. 
Both oxidised and reduced vessels are present though most 
have dull orange to mid brown surfaces. Although cooking 
pots are the most common vessel, bowls, skillets and crudely 
made unglazed jugs are also represented in the assemblage. 
Decoration is very rare though a bowl from ploughsoil B[2007] 
from the Southern Farm has wavy incised line decoration on 
its rim. The vessels are competently made on the wheel and 
probably represent a chronological development from fabric 
1b. The source of this fabric is the Potter’s Corner kiln(s) at 
Ashford (Grove 1952). An early to mid/late 13th-century 
fabric; examples shown in Fig 8.4, nos 69–71, Fig 8.6, nos 
72–75 and Fig 8.11, nos 78–82).

Fabric 1d: sparse shell and medium sand (Potter’s Corner)
A medium- to well-fired fabric tempered with moderate/
abundant fine/medium sand with rare/sparse shell inclusions 
(voids) to 2.0mm and occasionally iron oxide inclusions to 
1.0mm. Manufacture and firing are more refined than fabric 
1c though the range of vessel types and colours is similar. 
A common fabric, particularly at the Southern Farm. This 
represents a chronological progression at the Potter’s Corner 
kiln(s) from fabric 1c. The two fabrics overlap in the later 
13th century but the presence of some thin sparse glazing on a 
few jugs (eg, ditch B[2241], fill B[2242], G470, OA131) and 
internal glazing on some of the cooking pot bases indicates a 
continuation into the 14th century. A later 13th- to early/mid 
14th-century date is probable; examples shown in Fig 8.6, no 

76, Fig 8.11, no 86, Fig 8.17, no 97, Fig 8.26, nos 102–104 
and Fig 8.30, no 106.

SAND-TEMPERED WARES
Fabric 2a: handmade medium sand
A low- to medium-fired handmade fabric tempered with 
moderate medium sand with rare sub-rounded multicoloured 
flint grits to 1.5mm. Some sherds have very rare shell inclusions 
(voids) to 1.0mm suggesting this fabric may be related to fabric 
1b. The few sherds present (eg, ditch H[7952], fill H[7951], 
G377, OA109) are all from reduced black undecorated cooking 
pots. A 12th- to early 13th-century fabric.

Fabric 2b: coarse sand
A medium-fired fabric tempered with moderate/abundant 
medium/coarse sand with rare sub-rounded white/milky quartz 
and iron oxide inclusions to 1.0mm. Some sherds have very 
rare shell inclusions (voids) to 1.0mm suggesting this fabric 
may be related to fabric 1b/c. It is really a coarser version of 
fabric 2c. Most vessels are oxidised a dull orange. Although 
cooking pots are by far the most common type some unglazed/
sparsely glazed jugs are present, some with heavily thumbed 
bases (eg, layer A[573], G347, OA123). A later 13th- to mid 
14th-century fabric.

Fabric 2c: medium sand (Potter’s Corner)
A medium- to well-fired fabric tempered with moderate/abundant 
fine/medium sand with rare sub-rounded iron oxide inclusions to 
1.0mm. This is a common fabric at the site and appears to be a 
later development from fabric 1d, and related to fabric 2b. Most 
vessels are oxidised a dull orange though reduced grey ones are also 
present. Cooking pots, occasionally with internally glazed bases, 
are by far the most common type (usually with squared club rims), 
but bowls, skillets and jugs are also present. The latter often have 
a poorly applied thin, patchy clear or dull green external glaze. A 
late Potter’s Corner fabric (Canterbury fabric M40B) of late 13th- 
to mid 14th-century date; examples shown in Fig 8.11, nos 83, 
87–89, 91, 94, Fig 8.17, nos 98–99, Fig 8.26, no 105, Fig 8.30, 
no 107 and Fig 9.5, no 118.

Fabric 2d: medium sand greyware
A medium- to well-fired fabric tempered with moderate/
abundant fine/medium sand occasionally with very rare sub-
rounded clear/milky quartz inclusions to 1.0mm. This is a rare 
but distinctly compact and uniform fabric with vessels being a 
consistent dark grey. Only cooking pots were noted, some of 
which have horizontal incised line decoration on the shoulder. 
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Probably a north or west Kent origin (Canterbury fabric 
M38A) though not dissimilar to Limpsfield ware (Prendergast 
1974). A mid 13th- to mid 14th-century fabric.

Fabric 2e: fine sand
A medium-fired fabric tempered with moderate/abundant 
fine sand. This is a finer version of fabric 2c, used primarily 
for jugs. However, it is quite rare at the site as most jugs are in 
the coarser fabric 2c. Most vessels are oxidised a pale orange 
though reduced pale grey ones are also present. Most jugs have 
a thin patchy dull green external glaze. Mid 13th- to mid 14th-
century date; examples shown in Fig 8.19, no 101.

OTHER WARES
Fabric 3a: medium sand and iron oxides
A medium-fired fabric tempered with moderate/abundant fine/
medium sand with moderate sub-rounded iron oxide inclusions 
to 1.0mm. This fabric is probably related to fabric 2c but the 
differences are sufficiently significant to warrant a separate 
classification. Most vessels are oxidised a dull orange though 
rarely reduced grey examples are also present. Cooking pots, 
occasionally with internally glazed bases (eg, ditch I[8227], fill 
I[8228], G398, OA100), are by far the most common type, but 
bowls and jugs are also present. The latter often have a poorly 
applied thin, patchy clear or dull green external glaze. Later 
13th- to mid 14th-century date; examples shown in Fig 8.11, 
nos 84–85, 90, 92.

Fabric 3b: medium sand with flint
A medium-fired fabric tempered with moderate/abundant fine/
medium sand with rare to common subangular multicoloured 
flint grits to 1.0mm. Both oxidised and reduced vessels are 
present, usually quite crudely made. Cooking pots are the 
most common type, though bowls are also present (eg, ditch 
B[2128], fill B[2129], G569, OA131 and ditch B[2129], fill 
B[2131], G468, OA131). The presence of some vessels with 
glazing on their interior bases (eg, midden layer B[2171], 
G484) suggests the fabric extends into the 14th century despite 
its crudity. Mid/late 13th- to mid 14th-century date; examples 
shown in Fig 8.6, no 77 and Fig 8.17, no 100.

Fabric 3c: medium rose quartz sand
A medium- to well-fired fabric tempered with moderate/
abundant medium pink quartz sand with rare sub-rounded 
iron oxide inclusions to 0.5mm. Only one vessel is represented: 
a pinkish buff jug with good dark external green glaze (posthole 
I[8562], fill I[8562]). Possibly a Surrey source as the fabric is 

similar to coarse borderware (Pearce & Vince 1988). Late 13th- 
to mid 14th-century date.

Fabric 3d: fine sand with iron oxides (Rye)
A well-fired fabric tempered with moderate fine sand with 
rare/sparse iron oxide inclusions to 0.5mm. All sherds appear 
to be from well-thrown thin-walled glazed jugs. Most vessels 
are oxidised orange though a few reduced grey examples are 
present. All jugs are well glazed (clear/green) on the upper 
two-thirds of the body. Decoration includes white slip painted 
lines and raspberry stamps below the glaze (eg, midden layer 
B[2093], G466, OA126). Not a common fabric at the site. Rye 
ware (Vidler 1932; 1933; Lyne 2001). Later 13th- to 14th-
century date.

Fabric 3e: Saintonge
Only one sherd of this imported French whiteware was 
recovered: the base of a green-glazed jug from ditch I[8350], fill 
I[8352,] G400, OA100. Mid 13th- to 14th-century date.

Period 7, phase 3 – period 8, phase 4 
(14th–18th centuries)
The period between 1350 and 1550 is characterised by a series 
of overlapping fabrics marking a gradual development brought 
about by the slow recovery of the population after the mid 
14th-century epidemics, the improvement in manufacturing 
technology and the changing role of ceramics in the home.

Fabric 4a: uniform medium sand-tempered
A medium- to well-fired fabric tempered with well-sorted 
moderate/abundant medium sand. This fabric is distinct from 
the earlier sandy wares in that it is an evenly mixed fabric 
with vessels tending to have thicker, but even, well-potted 
bodies. Both oxidised buff and reduced light grey vessels are 
present but colouring is always even for a particular vessel. 
Forms appear to consist of cooking pots/jars, sometimes with 
lid-seated rims and bunghole pitchers (eg, ditch B[2007], fill 
B[2008], G452, OA126). Although well potted, no decoration 
was noted on any sherds. Mid 14th- to mid 15th-century date; 
examples shown in Fig 8.30, nos 109–110, Fig 9.5, no 114 and 
Fig 9.8, nos 135–136.

Fabric 4b: uniform fine sand-tempered
A finer version of fabric 4a appearing in similar vessel types 
and probably the forerunner of some of the harder-fired 
earthenwares such as fabric 4g. Mid 14th- to late 15th-century 
date; examples shown in Fig 9.10, nos 140–142.
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Fabric 4c: sparse/moderate medium sand with iron oxides
A well- to hard-fired fabric tempered with sparse/moderate 
medium sand and usually with sparse/moderate black iron/
red oxides to 0.5mm. Vessels, which are usually oxidised a 
pale orange, consist of cooking pots/jars with developed rims 
(internally beaded), bunghole pitchers (eg, ditch B[2129], fill 
B[2131], G569, OA131) and occasionally large jugs (eg, layer 
A[573], G347). The latter often have splashes of thin green 
glaze on their exterior surfaces and occasionally some vessels 
have white slip painted decoration. Possibly late Rye ware. Mid 
14th- to mid 15th-century date; examples shown in Fig 8.11, 
nos 93, 95 and Fig 8.30, no 108).

Fabric 4d: sparse fine/medium sand with iron oxides
Although similar to fabric 4c this fabric and associated vessels 
are notably finer, with smoothed/knife-trimmed bases on the 
cooking pots/pitchers (eg, a pitcher from layer B[2093], G466, 
OA126) and the glaze, when present, is more extensive and 
even (clear/green). An internally glazed bowl was also recovered 
from ditch B[2007]. This fabric is probably best viewed as an 
overlapping development of fabric 4c and again may be from 
Rye. Late 14th- to 15th-century date; examples shown in Fig 
10.13, nos 150–152.

Fabric 4e: medium- to well-fired fine earthenwares
There are a number of fine transitional earthenwares in this 
group that, although related, are best kept divided until more 
kiln sources for the period are known. This group usually 
consists of oxidised pale orange cooking pots/jars, bowls, 
pipkins, pitchers and jugs. Most are medium- to well-fired and 
undecorated except for patches of clear (brown) glaze on some 
vessels. They are undoubtedly closely related to the harder-

fired wares (fabric 4g). Both groups are well known in the 
general area, with particularly good assemblages recovered from 
Camber Castle (Whittingham 2001), Bayham Abbey (Streeten 
1983) and Battle Abbey (Streeten 1985). Some of these wares 
may well originate from the early 16th-century kiln at Lower 
Parrock, Hartfield, East Sussex (Freke 1976).

(i) Sparse fine sand and occasional iron oxides to 0.5mm. Well-fired fabric. 
Mid 15th- to mid 16th-century date; examples shown in Fig 9.5, no 115 
and Fig 9.6, no 123.

(ii) Medium- or well-fired fabric. Closely related to the early post-medieval 
glazed redwares. Late 15th- to mid 16th-century date; examples shown in 
Fig 9.6, nos 124–125 and Fig 9.9, nos 137–138.

(iii) Rare fine sand/untempered (powdery), occasionally with white inclusions 
to 0.25mm. Medium-fired fabric. Interestingly the frilled bases of two 
tankards, copying Raeren stoneware, were recovered in this fabric (ditch 
B[2007] and midden B[2076]). Later 15th- to mid 16th-century date; 
example shown in Fig 9.6, no 126.

(iv) Sparse fine sand with common red iron oxide inclusions to 1.0mm. 
Well- to hard-fired fabric. Early 15th- to mid 16th-century date; examples 
shown in Fig 9.5, nos 119–120 and Fig 9.6, nos 127–129.

(v) As (iv) but medium-fired fabric and more frequently with glaze (eg, a 
jar from layer B[2090], G466). Early 15th- to mid 16th-century date; 
example shown in Fig 9.6, no 130.

Fabric 4f: hard-fired earthenwares
This fabric group is closely related to fabric 4e but is quite 
distinct in the consistently higher firing temperatures. Vessel 
forms are similar in that cooking pots/jars, bunghole pitchers, 
bowls and mugs are all represented though fewer examples are 
glazed in this group. Products from the Lower Parrock (Freke 
1976) and Hareplain (Kelly 1972) kilns certainly fall within 
this general group but no attempt has been made to attribute 
fabrics to these specific kilns owing to the similarity of some of 
the wares/forms and the likelihood that there are other as yet 
undiscovered small workshops in the general vicinity producing 
similar wares.

(i) Moderate/abundant fine to medium sand. Deliberately reduced mid/
dark grey surfaces. Hard-fired fabric. Occasional drops of clear glaze and 
a single applied thumbed strip was noted on a vessel in cut B[2077], fill 
B[2078], G475, OA126. 15th- to early/mid 16th-century date.

(ii) Sparse fine sand with occasional iron oxide inclusions to 1.0mm. 
Deliberately reduced mid/dark grey surfaces. Hard- or very hard-fired 
fabric. Probably Hareplain kiln at Biddenden (Kelly 1972). Mid 15th- to 
mid 16th-century date; example shown in Fig 9.6, no 131.

(iii) Sparse/moderate fine sand with moderate/common iron oxide inclusions 
to 0.25mm. A globular mug with partial external green glaze was 
recovered from B[2171] G484, ST32; example shown in Fig 9.6, no 132.

(iv) Rare fine sand/untempered (related to fabric 4e (3)). Deliberately reduced 
brown or mid/dark grey surfaces. Hard- or very hard-fired fabric. A mug 
with partial ‘metallic’ lead glaze was recovered from ditch B[2023], fill 
B[2024], G453, OA128. Probably a Hareplain kiln product. Mid 15th- 
to mid 16th-century date; examples shown in Fig 9.3, nos 111–112, Fig 
9.5, nos 116, 121–122 and Fig 9.6, no 133.

(v) Rare fine sand/untempered with occasional white ?chalk inclusions/voids 
to 2.0mm. Vessels are usually oxidised a dull orange but sometimes have 
deliberately reduced brown/grey surfaces. 16th- to 17th-century date.

(vi) As (iv) but from thin-walled vessels with all-over thick ‘metallic’ lead glaze 
and probably confined to mugs (eg, pit H[7683], fill H[7682], G526, 
OA113). Hard- or very hard-fired fabric. 16th- to 17th-century date.
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Fig 10.13

Fig 10.13 Post-Roman pottery vessels nos 150–152
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Fabric 4g: glazed red earthenwares
This fabric grouping covers the beginning of the true early 
post-medieval redwares from the early 16th century, though 
some could be from the very end of the 15th century. As with 
the hard-fired earthenwares the progressive development of 
these wares makes their subdivision difficult as there is always 
overlap. Although these wares are not that common at the 
current site a wide variety of forms is represented, including 
jars, bowls, plates, mugs, jugs and pipkins. Glazing is always of 
a good even quality and usually consists of clear (light/tan to 
mid brown) or occasionally dull green.

(i) Low- to medium-fired fabric; moderate/abundant fine sand (granular). A 
plate was recovered from yard H[7567], G626, ST23. 16th- to mid 17th-
century date; example shown in Fig 9.9, no 139.

(ii) As (i) but slightly better made and fired with thicker, more even glaze and 
occasional iron oxide inclusions in the fabric. 17th- to early 18th-century 
date; examples shown in Fig 9.3, no 113 and Fig 9.13, nos 143–149.

(iii) Sparse fine sand with sparse iron oxide inclusions to 0.25mm. Well- or 
hard-fired fabric. A tripod pipkin was recovered from H[7567], G626, 
ST23. Mid 16th- to 17th-century date; example shown Fig 9.5, 117.

Fabric 4h: Wealden buff earthenware
A sparse fine sand-tempered medium-fired buff earthenware 
with all-over apple green glaze. The earliest vessel appears to 
be a 16th-century lobed cup from ditch I[8335], fill I[8336], 
G400, OA100, but later vessels, including a plate from ditch 
I[8203], fill I[8204], G398, OA100, span the 17th century. 
It is likely this ware was a local copy of the whiter, and better 
made, borderware industry. 16th- to 17th-century date.

Fabric 4i: borderware
Very little of this whiteware was located at the site, probably in 
part because the main occupation was coming to an end just 
before the industry took off in the mid 16th century (Pearce 
1992). Two recognisable vessels were present: a brown-glazed 
pipkin handle (B[2022], G459) and a yellow-glazed plate 
(B[2091], G466). Mid 16th- to 17th-century date.

Fabric 4j: English tin-glazed earthenware
Very little of this ware was located at the site, probably for the 
same reason as accounts for the lack of borderware. Sherds are 
small but plates/flatwares appear to be represented. A single 
multicoloured decorated vessel sherd was recovered from layer 
B[2022], G459, and fragments from bowls with blue and green 
floral decoration were recovered from the structure in Area 7. 
Later 16th- to 17th-century date.

Fabric 4k: Raeren stoneware
All sherds appear to be from the typical tankards with frilled 
bases (Gaimster 1997), such as in layer B[2005], G473, 
OA131. Mid/late 15th- to mid 16th-century date; example 
shown Fig 9.6, no 134.

Fabric 4l: Cologne/Frechen stoneware
All sherds appear to be from bottles, though none definitely 
with Bellarmine decoration (Gaimster 1997). Mid 16th- to 
17th-century date.

Fabric 4m: Cologne/Frechen whiteware
A single sherd of fine untempered whiteware with external 
yellow glaze, flecked with brown iron oxides is likely to be from 
a German hollow ware (midden B[2171], G484, ST32) (Hurst 
et al 1986). 16th-century date.

Period 8, phase 5 (18th–19th centuries)
The later post-medieval fabrics were not subjected to detailed 
analysis. No large groups were present and the vast majority 
of the material appears to be the result of refuse disposal/
manuring during the mid/late 18th to mid 20th centuries. The 
majority consists of local glazed red earthenwares but English 
stoneware, creamware, pearlware, transfer-printed china, 
English porcelain and plain china are all represented. The latest 
material relates to three plain china War Department mugs 
dated between 1941 and 1943 from the bomb crater in Area 8.

Discussion of the ceramic sequence
When key assemblages from the different excavations at the site 
are combined they form a fairly good ceramic sequence for the 
area spanning the late 12th/early 13th to mid 16th centuries. 
The chronological changes of both fabric ratio and forms are 
well demonstrated. These context assemblages are tabulated 
below with the catalogue numbers corresponding to the 
illustrated sherds in the main text. For fabric descriptions see 
Table 10.7; other abbreviations used in the tables are as follows: 
minimum number of vessels represented (MNV), bowl (B), 
bottle (Bot), chafing dish (Chaf ), cooking pot (CP), colander 
(Col), costrel (Cost), jug (J), jar (Jr), lid (Ld), mug (M), pitcher 
(P), pipkin (Pip), plate (Pl).

PERIOD 7, PHASE 1
The earliest post-Roman pottery from the site, probably of 
12th-century origin, is represented by very few sherds. The 
handmade sand-tempered ware (fabric 2a) and abundant 
shell-tempered ware (fabric 1a) are represented by only four 
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and 10 sherds respectively. These sherds are usually residual in 
13th-century deposits, though it is quite possible that some 
of these vessels were still in use in the early 13th century. The 
lack of feature sherds makes it difficult to differentiate between 
a later 12th- and andearly 13th-century start date for activity. 
Whatever the case it is interesting to note that all sherds in 
these two fabrics are from Areas 6–8. A similar distribution 
pattern is apparent for the late 12th- to early/mid 13th-century 
shell- and coarse sand-tempered wares (fabric 1b) – all 153 
sherds come from Areas 6–8. This pottery clearly shows that 
the beginning of activity, probably around the beginning of 
the 13th century, was centred in this area. It is quite possible 
that the material relates to work associated with the initial 
establishment of the medieval ditch system prior to the first 
domestic settlement. The moderate shell- and medium sand-
tempered wares (fabric 1c) are typical of the first half of the 
13th century and tend to dominate the ceramics of this area 
during this period. They overlap with the fabric 1b sherds but 
are probably totally dominant by the middle of the century. 
The Potter’s Corner kiln(s) at Ashford are likely to be the source 
of these fabric 1c wares, though there is a wide tradition of 
shell-tempered wares in the area (Cotter 2002) and similar 
wares are known to have been made at New Romney (Barber 
2006). The range of vessels is limited to cooking pots, with a 
few bowls and crude unglazed jugs.

Areas 6–7
The earliest group from the site is from ditch H[7952], dated 
to the late 12th to early/mid 13th century (Table 10.8). Similar 
early deposits, in ditch systems containing generally later 
pottery, have been found at Lydd Quarry on Romney Marsh, 
where they were interpreted as waste left by work-gangs digging 
the system (Barber 2008a). Most of this early pottery is usually 
cleaned away with subsequent desilting during maintenance 
of the system but is sometimes left if a particular ditch is no 
longer required.

Ditch H [7952], fill [7951], G377, OA109; late 12th to mid 
13th century (Fig 8.4)
69. Large cooking pot with rounded club rim. Light grey core and inner 

surface with dull orange sooted exterior surface. Fabric 1c.
70. Cooking pot with thickened club rim. Mid grey core, brown surfaces. 

Fabric 1c.
71. Bowl with rounded club rim. Mid grey core, brown surfaces. Fabric 1c.

Area 8
It is considered likely that the first domestic occupation began 
around the mid 13th century in Area 8. Assemblages at this 
time are dominated by the fabric 1c wares, though the later 
sand- /shell-tempered wares are also represented (Tables 10.9 
and 10.10) and clearly show that the two fabrics coexisted 
from around the middle of the century. The fabric 1d sherds 
are typical of the Potter’s Corner kiln and represent the next 
stage of fabric development throughout the second half of the 
13th century, during which the ratio of sand to shell in the 
tempering gradually increases, moving towards the true Potter’s 
Corner sand-tempered wares (fabric 2c), which probably began 
to become significant towards the end of the 13th century. 
Other fabrics, such as the sand- and iron oxide-tempered wares 
(fabric 3a) also begin to appear in increasing quantities from 
the mid 13th century onwards.

Ditch I[8513], fill I[8514], G404, OA103; mid 13th century 
(Fig 8.11)
78. Cooking pot with thickened club rim. Mid grey core, orange-brown 

surfaces. Fabric 1c.
79. Cooking pot with horizontal club rim. Mid grey core, dull orange 

surfaces. Fabric 1c.
80. Cooking pot with thin horizontal club rim. Mid grey core, orange-brown 

surfaces. Fabric 1c.
81. Jug with slight collared rim. Mid grey core, orange-brown surfaces. Fabric 

1c.

Pit I[8703], fill I[8704], G441, OA99; mid–late 13th century 
(Fig 8.6)
72. Cooking pot with rolled over club rim. Black core, grey surfaces. Sooting  
 on rim. Fabric 1c.
73. Cooking pot with horizontal club rim. Mid grey core, orange-brown 

surfaces. Sooting on rim. Fabric 1c.
74. Cooking pot with thin horizontal rim. Mid grey core, dull orange 

surfaces. Sooting on rim. Fabric 1c.

Fabric No of sherds % by no Weight (g) MNV
1b 1 2.4 24 ?CP × 1
1c 40 95.2 1017 CP × 2; B × 1
2a 1 2.4 14 ?CP × 1

Totals 42 100 1069

Table 10.8 Pottery from ditch H[7952]

Fabric No of sherds % by no Weight (g) MNV
1c 104 62.3 786 CP × 7; J × 1
1d 48 28.7 140 ?CP × 1
3a 15 9.0 121 J × 2

Totals 167 100 1047

Table 10.9 Pottery from ditch I[8513]

Fabric No of sherds % by no Weight (g) MNV
1c 66 83.6 577 CP × 3
1d 5 6.3 32 CP × 1

2c 3 3.8 22 J × 2
2e 5 6.3 22 J × 2

Totals 79 100 653

Table 10.10 Pottery from pit I[8703]
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PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Area 8
The increasing ratio of fabric 2c is apparent in Area 8 as the 
occupation continued into the later 13th and early/mid 14th 
centuries. To begin with these wares were predominantly 
roughly made and sparsely glazed jugs but as the fabric became 
more common it was used widely for cooking vessels as well 
(eg, ditch I[8527], Table 10.11 and ditches I[8227], I[8335] 
and I[8884], Table 10.12). To what degree the fabric 1c sherds 
are residual is difficult to ascertain, but it is quite probable that 
some of these vessels survived fairly late, particularly if they 
were used purely for storage. Some Rye jugs became evident in 
this period though jugs of any fabric were still not common. 
Interestingly the Rye jugs appear to have been copied by some 
of the fabric 2c vessels though the quality is always notably 
poorer (ditch I[8884], fill I[8888]). Intrusive material, mostly 
from period 7, phase 3, was apparent in some contexts (fabric 
4, Table 10.12) but never in large quantities. Area 8 was 
probably abandoned around the middle of the 14th century 
though some sporadic activity, perhaps the source of ‘intrusive’ 
sherds, may have continued a little longer. A scatter of similar 
material was located across Areas 6 and 7. It is equally possible 
that this later material originated from Area 2a to the south.

Ditch I[8527], fill I[8528], G386, OA95 and OA98; mid/late 
13th–early 14th century (Fig 8.6)
75. Cooking pot with squared rim and applied thumbed oblique strips. Dark 

grey core, dull orange surfaces. Fabric 1c.
76. Cooking pot with squared rim. Mid grey core, dark grey surfaces. Fabric 1d.
77. Bowl with down-turned rim. Light grey core, dull orange surfaces. 

Externally sooted. Fabric 3b.

Ditch I[8227], fill I[8229], G398, OA100 (Fig 8.11)
82. Cooking pot with horizontal rim. Mid grey core, dull brown surfaces. 

Fabric 1c.
83. Cooking pot with down-turned rim. Mid grey core, grey/brown surfaces. 

Fabric 2c.
84. Cooking pot with simple out-turned rim. Light grey core, orange 

surfaces. Splashes of clear glaze on interior of rim. Fabric 3a.
85. Stabbed strap handle from jar with sparse splashes of clear glaze. Light 

grey core, dull orange surfaces. Fabric 3a.

Ditch I[8884], fill I[8887], G398, OA100 (Fig 8.11)
86. Cooking pot with horizontal rim. Mid grey core, brown/orange surfaces. 

Externally sooted. Fabric 1d.
87. Jar with out-turned rim and stabbed strap handle. Light grey core, dull 

orange surfaces. Unglazed. Fabric 2c.

Ditch I[8884], fill I[8888], G398, OA100 (Fig 8.11)
88. Cooking pot with triangular rim. Light grey core, pale orange surfaces. 

Sooting on rim. Fabric 2c.
89. Decorated jar body sherd. Raspberry stamp (pushed out from interior) 

under thin patchy dull green glaze. Fabric 2c.
90. Jar with simple thickened rim and horizontal rilling on neck. Orange 

throughout. Spots/patches of thin clear (orange) external glaze. Fabric 3a.

Ditch I[8884], fill I[8885], G398, OA100 (Fig 8.11)
91. Cooking pot with down-turned squared rim. Mid grey core, dull orange 

surfaces. Fabric 2c.
92. Jar with bevelled rim and spots of light green/brown external glaze. Light 

grey core, pale orange surfaces. Fabric 3a.
93. Jar with squared in-turned rim. Spots of external green glaze. Dark grey 

throughout. Fabric 4c.

Ditch I[8335], fill I[8336], G400, OA100 (Fig 8.11)
94. B with concave horizontal rim. Dark grey core, brown surfaces. Sooted  
 rim. Fabric 2c.
95. Cooking pot with lid-seated rim. Mid grey core, dull orange surfaces. 

Spots of green glaze internally. Fabric 4c.
96. Lobed cup with simple rim. Buff throughout with even dull green all-over 

glaze. Fabric 4h.

Area 2a
During the latter part of the 13th century it would appear that 
the domestic settlement in Area 2a was established, though for 
how long it overlapped with Area 8 is not certain. Very few 
groups of this earliest period were found at in Area 2a, probably 
as a result both of spreading the domestic waste out on to 
the fields during manuring and of later activity obliterating 
earlier deposits. The few groups that are present tend to be 
small, frequently with intrusive period 7, phase 3 and period 
8, phase 1 material (eg, fabric 4c, Table 10.13). Fabric 1d 
predominated to begin with (Table 10.13), but then came the 
characteristic increase in fabric 2c throughout the late 13th 
to mid 14th century (Table 10.14), as noted at Area 8. The 
initial dominance of fabric 1d places the start of this site in the 
second half of the 13th century, at a similar time to the initial 
occupation at the nearby Pivington moated site, which is also 
dominated by these wares in its early phases (Rigold 1962, 
group A). Among the cooking pots there was a trend away 
from the rounded club profile rim toward squared club rims 
and wider horizontal types (no 105) more typical of the early 
14th century. Although jugs increased in numbers throughout 
the 14th century most were never ornately decorated (no 101 is 
the exception). The roadway in Area A is likely to have been an 
early 14th-century addition by the occupants of Area B, as the 
associated assemblage is dominated by fabric 2c sherds though 
a little fabric 1c material is also present (nos 106–107).

Ditch B[2249], fill B[2250], G454, OA125 and OA126; mid/
late 13th–early/mid 14th century (Fig 8.26)
102. Cooking pot with down-turned rim. Mid grey core, dull brown surfaces. 

Fabric 1d.
103. Cooking pot with squared rim. Mid grey core, dull orange surfaces. 

Sooted rim. Fabric 1d.

Fabric No of sherds % by no Weight (g) MNV
1c 23 24.4 568 CP × 2
1d 41 43.6 587 CP × 2
2c 26 27.7 384 CP × 2
3b 4 4.3 136 B × 1

Totals 94 100 1675

Table 10.11 Pottery from ditch I [8527]
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104. Bowl with horizontal club rim. Dark grey core, dull orange surfaces. 
Sooted rim. Fabric 1d.

Ditch B[2272], fill B[2273], G566, OA125; mid/late 13th–early 
14th century (Fig 8.17)
97. Cooking pot with horizontal rim. Mid grey core, brown/grey surfaces. 

Fabric 1d.
98. Cooking pot with down-turned rim. Dark grey core, orange/brown 

surfaces. Sooted rim. Fabric 2c.
99. Cooking pot with undercut horizontal rim. Mid grey core, brown 

surfaces. Externally sooted. Fabric 2c.
100. Bowl with horizontal club rim. Light grey core, dull brown surfaces. 

Externally sooted. Fabric 3b.

B[2135] (Fig 8.26)
105. Cooking pot with horizontal rim. Dark grey core, brown/grey/black 

surfaces. Fabric 2c.

B[2186] (Fig 8.19)
101. Rod handle from jar with impressed dot and circle decoration under thin 

patchy clear (brown) glaze. Dull orange throughout. Fabric 2e.

A[659] (Fig 8.30)
106. Cooking pot with down-turned rim and applied thumbed oblique strips. 

Dark grey core, brown surfaces. Internally sooted. Fabric 1d.
107. Cooking pot with squared rim and applied thumbed oblique strips. Dark 

grey core, dull orange surfaces. Sooted rim. Fabric 2c.

Ditch I[8227], fill 

I[8229]

Ditch I[8884], fill 

I[8885]

Ditch  I[8884], fill 

I[8887]

Ditch I[8884], fill 

I[8888]

Ditch I[8335], fill 

I[8336]

Date 

range

late 13th–mid 14th 

century (intrusive 

fabric 4b from later 

14th century?)

later 13th–mid 14th 

century (intrusive 

15th–16th century?)

later 13th–early 14th 

century

later 13th– early 14th 

century

–

Fabric No of 

sherds

Weight 

(g)

No of 

sherds

Weight 

(g)

No of sherds Weight 

(g)

No of sherds Weight 

(g)

No of 

sherds

Weight 

(g)

1a 1 (B × 1) 8

1b 2 (CP × 1) 20 2 (CP × 1) 21 1 (CP × 1) 11

1c 17 (CP 

× 4)

434 15 (CP × 1) 190 19 (CP × 2) 320 17 (CP × 4) 282 9 (J × 2) 55

1d 5 (CP × 1; 

J × 1)

55 19 (CP × 1) 166 28 (CP × 2) 278 5 (CP × 1) 31 12 (CP × 2; 

B × 1)

81

2b 6 (CP × 2) 29

2c 16 (CP × 

3; B × 1; J 

× 2)

165 47 (CP × 2; 

B × 3; J × 1)

454 10 (J × 2) 163 15 (CP × 1; J 

× 2)

294 23 (CP × 3; 

B × 1; J × 3)

193

2e 13 (J × 1) 24 1 (J × 1) 10

3a 8 (CP × 2; 

J × 1)

210 21 (CP × 1; 

J × 2)

109 1 (J × 1) 21 142 (CP × 1; 

J × 2)

1028

3b 1 (CP × 1) 9

3d 10 (J × 1) 71

4b 2 (CP × 1) 32 3 (CP × 1; J 

× 1)

21

4c 3 (J × 1) 44 2 (CP × 1) 65

4d 1(? × 1) 3

4g (1) 1 (? × 1) 3

4h 6 (Cup × 1) 24

Totals 48 896 132 1089 59 780 40 649 205 1510

Table 10.12 Pottery from ditches I[8227], I[8884], and ditch I[8335]

Fabric No of 

sherds

% by no Weight (g) MNV

1d 48 70.6 352 CP × 4; B × 1

2c 16 23.5 83 CP × 1; J × 2

3a 1 1.5 4 J × 1

4c 3 4.4 50 CP × 1; J × 1

Totals 68 100 489

Table 10.13 Pottery from ditch B[2249]

Fabric No of 

sherds

% by no Weight (g) MNV

1c 1 0.6 3 CP × 1

1d 73 44.5 842 CP × 5; B × 1

2b 5 3.0 71 CP × 1

2c 63 38.4 688 CP × 7; J 3

2e 7 4.3 44 CP × 1; J × 3

3a 6 3.7 43 CP × 1; J × 1

3b 9 5.5 106 B × 1

Totals 164 100 1797

Table 10.14 Pottery from ditch B[2272]

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

294

PERIOD 7, PHASE 3
Area 2a
Although some activity may have still been taking place in 
Areas 6–8 during period 7, phase 3 it may have been related 
to agricultural working radiating out from Area 2a. Certainly 
Area 2a is the only one to yield sufficient pottery spanning the 
mid 14th to early/mid 15th century to suggest a continuation 
of actual domestic occupation. This is a particularly interesting 
period for medieval ceramics as it marks the beginning of the 
shift from the high medieval wares to the proper transitional 
wares, which in turn developed into the true post-medieval 
ceramics in the mid 16th century. It is unfortunate that the 
current site has not produced more clear groups belonging 
to period 7, phase 3. The two groups that have been isolated 
are generally small and contain notable residual and, more 
problematically, intrusive sherds (Tables 10.15 and 10.16). The 
degree to which ceramics of the first half of the 14th century 
continued to be used is unclear – it is impossible to tell 
from the current assemblages if the fabric 2c wares represent 
old vessels or residual ones (though the fabric 1 sherds are 
all residual by this time). The fabric 4a and 4b sherds are 
distinctly different from the period 7, phase 2 ceramics and 
probably relate to the second half of the 14th or the early 15th 
century, though they themselves may be residual in later 15th-
century deposits (Tables 10.15 and 10.16). These distinctive 
vessels include new forms, such as bunghole pitchers and lid-
seated jars/cooking pots (nos 140–142 and 109–110, 114, 
135–136). Owing to the fact many of these vessels are residual 
in later 15th- to mid 16th-century contexts, key forms have 
had to be selected from such deposits to illustrate the types 
present. The relationship between the fabric 4c and 4d wares 
and the fabric 4a/b wares has been impossible to establish 
though it is likely the former two are later, probably of 15th-
century date (Table 10.16). They appear in similar forms but 
are notably harder fired with finer fabrics. It is quite possible 
these fabric 4c and 4d sherds are late Rye products though 
other sources cannot be ruled out.

Pit B [2025], fill [2026], G469, OA130; 15th century; with 
moderate residual late 13th- to 14th-century material (Fig 9.10)
140. Bowl with down-turned rim. Mid grey throughout. Fabric 4b.
141. Pitcher with collared rim. Orange core, light/mid grey surfaces. Pale 

brown external glaze below neck. Fabric 4b.
142. Pitcher with flaring rim. Light grey core, buff surfaces. Fabric 4b.

B[2202] (Fig 8.30)
108. Pitcher with thickened rim and slashed strap handle with stabbing at top. 

Light grey core, dull orange surfaces. Patches of white slip under patchy 
dull green external glaze. Mid 14th–mid 15th century. Fabric 4c.

B[2129] (Fig 9.8)
135. Pitcher with simple rim and strap handle. Unglazed. Light grey 

throughout. Mid 14th–mid 15th century. Fabric 4a.
136. Cooking pot with lid-seating. Light/mid grey throughout. Fabric 4a.

B[2050] (Fig 8.30)
109. Jar with lid-seating. Dull orange throughout. Fabric 4a.

B[2008] (Fig 8.30)
110. Jar with lid-seating. Brick red core/margins with buff surfaces. Internal 

patches of clear (light brown) glaze. Mid 14th–mid 15th century and thus 
probably old/residual in this context. Fabric 4a.

B[2070] (Fig 9.5)
114. Bowl with in-turned rim. Light grey core, pale orange surfaces. Spots 

of internal clear glaze. Mid 14th–15th century and possibly old in this 
context. Fabric 4a.

Cut B [2265], fill [2266], G571, OA130; 15th–early 16th 
century; with moderate residual late 13th- to 14th-century 
material (Fig 10.13)
150. Jar with flaring thickened rim. Dull orange throughout with internal 

spots of clear (brown) glaze. Fabric 4d.
151. Jar with rounded club rim. Dull orange throughout with internal clear 

(brown) patches of glaze. Fabric 4d.
152. Pitcher with simple rim and strap handle. Unglazed. Light grey core, dull 

orange/mid grey surfaces. Fabric 4d.

Fabric No of sherds % by no Weight 

(g)

MNV

1d 3 8.8 33 CP × 1

2c 4 11.8 21 CP × 1

2e 1 2.9 1 ? × 1

3a 2 5.9 6 CP × 1

4a 6 17.6 121 CP × 1; Jr × 1; J × 1

4b 7 20.6 149 B × 1; P × 1

4c 2 5.9 32 CP × 1

4d 5 14.8 27 ? × 1

4f (1) 1 2.9 2 ? × 1

4f (4) 2 5.9 9 ? × 1

4k 1 2.9 1 M × 1

Totals 34 100 402

Table 10.15 Pottery from pit B[2025]

Fabric No of sherds % by no Weight 

(g)

MNV

1d 3 10.3 29 CP × 1; B × 1

2c 4 13.8 17 CP × 1

4a 5 17.3 27 ?CP × 1

4c 1 3.4 11 P × 1

4d 14 48.4 369 Jr × 2; P × 2

4e (1) 1 3.4 16 ? × 1

4f (4) 1 3.4 29 ? × 1

Totals 29 100 498

Table 10.16 Pottery from cut B[2265]
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PERIOD 8, PHASES 1–2
Area 2a
This period sees the continuation of occupation at Area 2a until 
at least the mid 16th century, when it appears to have been 
abandoned. Indeed, the majority of the pottery from this site 
can be placed within a mid/late 15th- to mid 16th-century 
bracket. This picture may be somewhat misleading as a possible 
change in rubbish disposal practice must be taken into account, 
with more domestic refuse being left around the domestic area 
than in previous periods.

The ceramics show a seamless progression from the end 
of the medieval period (period 7, phase 3) to the beginning of 
the post-medieval (period 8, phase 1) as the ‘transitional’ wares 
develop. Despite there being larger groups present for this period 
the problem of high residuality remains. The 13th- to 14th-
century material (period 7, phase 2) is easily isolated but the 
degree of residuality from the 14th and 15th centuries (period 
7, phase 3; notably fabrics 4c and 4d) is impossible to establish 
(Tables 10.16–10.20). Although many forms remain, such as 
bunghole pitchers, the fabrics tend to become finer (fabric 4e) 
and, in the case of fabric 4f, much harder fired. However, the 
presence of imported Rhenish material, notably the Raeren 
mugs, allows these wares to be placed within a mid/later 15th- 
to mid 16th-century bracket. Interestingly some locally made 
vessels in fabric 4f actually copy the frilled bases of the Raeren 
vessels. Some of the harder-fired vessels (fabric 4f) are almost 
certainly from the Hareplain kiln(s) though, as with the 14th- to 
15th-century assemblage (period 7, phase 3), late Rye products 
may also be present. This period also saw the start of the true 
post-medieval glazed red earthenwares (fabric 4g)which probably 
developed during the first half of the 16th century.

The latest material from Area 2a, excluding intrusive 18th- 
and 19th-century material from late manuring, is from the mid 
16th to 17th centuries. Such material is scarce but includes 
Cologne/Frechen stoneware and whiteware (fabrics 4l and 
4m), borderware (fabric 4i), Wealden buff earthenware (fabric 
4h) and English tin-glazed earthenware (fabric 4j). Although 
some of this material, such as the Rhenish wares, may be from 
the very end of the occupation in Area 2a the others are more 
probably intrusive, deriving from later 16th- to 17th-century 
activity that post-dates Area 2a. It is quite possible that the 
source of this material is the occupation site established in Area 
7 to the north.

Layer B [2022], G459, ST25; later 15th–early/(mid?) 16th 
century; with moderate residual late 13th- to 15th-century 
material (Fig 9.5)

115. Pitcher handle with heavy thumbing at basal junction with body. Red-
orange core and internal surface with dull orange external surface. Fabric 
4e (1).

116. Bowl with thickened rim. Brick red core and internal surface with dark 
grey external surface. Fabric 4f (4).

117. Plate with pie-crusted edge decoration and incised combed lines on 
interior under even green/brown internal glaze. Dull orange throughout. 
Fabric 4g (3).

Midden B[2171], G484, ST3; later 15th–early/(mid?) 16th 
century; with moderate residual late 13th- to 15th-century 
material (Fig 9.6)
123. Bowl with in-turned rim. Orange throughout. Spots of clear glaze 

externally under rim. Fabric 4e (1).
124. Jar with badly warped lid-seated rim (seconds?). Dark grey core, orange 

surfaces. Fabric 4e (2).
125. Bowl with lid-seated club rim. Orange throughout. Fabric 4e (2).
126. Jar with thickened collared rim. Orange throughout. Fabric 4e (3).
127. Bowl with horizontal thickened rim. Orange throughout with spots of 

clear glaze on exterior. Fabric 4e (4).
128. Lid with simple rim. Orange throughout but with grey streaking on 

exterior surfaces. Fabric 4e (4).
129. Squared rod handle from jar/pitcher. Unglazed but with irregular 

stabbing. Pale orange throughout. Fabric 4e (4).
130. Jar with thickened rim and thin splashes of clear glaze on exterior 

surfaces. Orange throughout. Fabric 4e (5).
131. Frilled mug base (copying German stonewares). Dull purple core, dark 

grey surfaces. Fabric 4f (2).
132. Globular mug with simple rim. Mid grey throughout with even olive 

glaze all over exterior surface. Fabric 4f (3).
133. Pitcher with triangular rim and strap handle. Mid grey/buff brown 

throughout. Fabric 4f (4).
134. Raeren mug with frilled base. Fabric 4k.

Layer B[2072], G622, ST33; early–mid 16th century; with 
moderate/high residual late 13th- to 15th-century material (Fig 9.5)
118. Finial or vented lid handle. Dull orange throughout. Patches of external 

dull green glaze. Residual. Fabric 2c.
119. Jar with lid-seated rim. Light grey core, pale orange/grey surfaces. Fabric 

4e (4).

Table 10.17 Pottery from layer B[2022]

Fabric No of 

sherds

% by no Weight 

(g)

MNV

1d 8 11.9 36 CP × 1

2c 13 19.3 82 CP × 1

2e 1 1.5 8 J × 1

3a 3 4.5 21 CP × 1; J × 1

4a 4 6.0 22 CP × 1

4b fine 

sand

3 4.5 19 CP × 1

4c 1 1.5 8 CP × 1

4d 3 4.5 53 Jr × 1; P × 1

4e (1) 11 16.4 182 B × 1; P × 1

4e (2) 5 7.5 20 Pl × 1; ? × 1

4e (3) 1 1.5 36 Jr × 1

4e (4) 1 1.5 20 ? × 1

4f (4) 8 11.9 73 B × 1; ? × 1

4g (3) 2 3.0 62 Pl × 1

4i 1 1.5 29 Pip × 1

4j 1 1.5 11 ? × 1

4k 1 1.5 16 M × 1

Totals 67 100 698
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120. Jar with lid-seated rim. Red/orange throughout. Fabric 4e (4).
121. Pierced lug from a costrel with external dull green/brown glaze. Brick red 

with mid grey surfaces. Fabric 4f (4).
122. Pitcher with thickened horizontal rim. Brick red, dark grey surfaces. 

Fabric 4f (4).

Ditch B[2241], fill B[2242], G470, OA131; early–mid 16th 
century; with moderate/high residual late 13th- to 15th-century 
material (Fig 9.9)
137. Bowl with beaded rim. Red-orange with red-brown surfaces. Spots of 

internal clear glaze. Fabric 4e (2).
138. Jar with collared rim and simple pulled spout. Dull red throughout. Large 

external patches of dull green glaze. Fabric 4e (2).
139. Handled cup with simple rim and external ribbing. Dark grey core with 

all-over pale brown glaze. Fabric 4g (1).

Ditch B[2255], fill [2256], G457, OA128/ST29; early–mid16th 
century; with moderate/high residual late 13th- to 15th-century 
material (Fig 9.3)
111. Bowl with beaded rim. Red/orange with brown/grey surfaces. Fabric 4f 

(4).
112. Pitcher with thickened rim. Brick red core, dark grey margins and buff 

surfaces. Fabric 4f (4).

Fabric No of sherds % by no Weight (g) MNV

1c 2 0.7 7 CP × 1

1d 9 3.0 78 CP × 1

2c 36 12.1 400 CP × 2; J × 2; 

? × 1

2d 2 0.7 21 CP × 1

3a 4 1.3 24 CP × 1; J × 1

3b 2 0.7 8 CP × 1

4a 36 12.2 472 CP × 1; Jr × 1; 

P × 2

4b 16 5.4 206 Jr × 2

4c 2 0.7 60 J × 1

4e (1) 26 8.6 311 Jr × 1; P × 1

4e (2) 11 3.7 68 ? × 1

4e (3) 19 6.4 105 ? × 1

4e (4) 5 1.7 74 Jr × 1

4e (5) 39 13.1 432 Jr × 1; B × 1; P × 

1; ? × 1

4f (1) 11 3.7 195 P × 3

4f (4) 46 15.5 451 Jr × 1; Cost × 1; 

P × 1

4g (1) 18 6.1 226 ? × 1; Pl × 1

4k 8 2.7 278 M × 4

4l 5 1.7 123 Bot × 2

Totals 297 100 3539

Table 10.19 Pottery from layer B[2072]

Fabric No of 

sherds

% by no Weight (g) MNV

1d 9 14.3 41 CP × 1; J × 1

2c 5 7.9 24 CP × 1; J × 1

3a 1 1.6 14 P × 1

4a 3 4.8 43 P × 1

4d 2 3.2 16 ? × 1

4e (1) 6 9.5 71 ? × 1

4e (2) 7 11.1 188 B × 1; J × 1; Chaf × 1

4e (3) 4 6.3 48 ? × 1

4e (4) 5 7.9 102 Jr × 1; J × 1; P × 1

4e (5) 5 7.9 166 Jr × 1; J × 1

4f (2) 3 4.8 33 Jr × 1; P × 1

4f (3) 1 1.6 15 M × 1

4f (4) 8 12.7 34 Jr × 1

4g (1) 3 4.8 49 Jr × 1; Cup × 1

4l 1 1.6 5 Bot × 1

Totals 63 100 849

Table 10.20 Pottery from ditch B[2241]

Table 10.21 Pottery from ditch B[2255]

Fabric No of 

sherds

% by no Weight 

(g)

MNV

1d 1 2.7 10 CP × 1

2c 3 8.1 15 CP × 1

3a 1 2.7 9 CP × 1

4d 4 10.8 117 CP × 1; P × 1

4e (1) 9 24.3 96 Jr/P × 1

4e (2) 6 16.3 21 ? × 1

4e (3) 1 2.7 26 ? × 1

4e (5) 3 8.1 73 Jr × 1

4f (2) 3 8.1 31 ? × 1

4f (4) 4 10.8 72 B × 1; P × 1

4k 1 2.7 16 M × 1

4l 1 2.7 26 Bot × 1

Totals 37 100 512

Table 10.18 Pottery from midden B[2171]

Fabric No of 

sherds

% by 

no

Weight 

(g)

MNV

1d 2 1.6 70 CP × 1; B × 1

2c 2 1.6 47 CP × 1

3a 1 0.8 5 J × 1

3b 1 0.8 15 CP × 1

4a 3 2.4 84 P × 1

4b 1 0.8 21 CP × 1

4d 1 0.8 20 P × 1

4e (1) 15 11.7 450 Jr × 5; B × 1; P × 1; Pip × 1

4e (2) 14 11.0 276 Jr × 4,

4e (3) 11 8.7 387 Jr × 3

4e (4) 15 11.8 316 Jr × 2; B × 1; Ld × 1; P × 

1; J × 1

4e (5) 11 8.7 126 Jr × 1; P × 2

4f (2) 13 10.1 320 Jr × 1; M × 1

4f (3) 9 7.1 145 Jr × 2; M × 2

4f (4) 19 15.0 205 P × 2

4g (1) 1 0.8 18 J × 1

4k 6 4.7 179 M × 2

4l 1 0.8 47 Bot × 1

4m 1 0.8 2 ? × 1

Totals 127 100 2733
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PERIOD 8, PHASES 3–5
Areas 6–7
Only a small quantity of pottery relates to the period after the 
mid 16th century and most of that appears to be the result of 
manuring, particularly in the later 18th and 19th centuries, 
which introduced material into earlier contexts. The majority 
of this material is from Area 2a. Only one area of domestic 
activity dates to this period, to the north, in Area 7. A cluster of 
features associated with a building produced a few small groups 
of large unabraded sherds of 17th- to early 18th-century date. 
These are totally dominated by local glazed red earthenwares 
with dull green or brown glaze, though a few late unglazed 
hard-fired earthenwares (fabric 4f ) were also recovered. Several 
forms are present, the most common being jars and bowls; 
plates, jugs (Fig 9.3, no 113), mugs and a colander were also 
found. Other material includes a little Frechen stoneware 
(bottles and mugs), English tin-glazed earthenware (bowls) and 
borderware (a single plate). The most notable group is from pit 
H[7683], which also contained a few sherds from probable old/
residual 16th-century vessels (Table 10.22). It is unfortunate 
that this area produced so little material and the assemblage 
tends to sit in isolation. Not enough material is present to 
extend the site fabric series securely from the mid 16th to 17th 
centuries and indeed to the later 18th century.

H[7721] (Fig 9.3)
113. Jar with thickened lid-seated rim, simple pulled/pinched spout and 

cordon at junction of neck and body. Brick red with dark grey surfaces. 
Patches of dull green glaze over the upper part of the body. Fabric 4g (2).

Pit H[7683], fill [7682], G526, OA113;  
mid 17th–early 18th century (Fig 9.13)
143. Jar with thickened beaded club rim with lid-seating. Dull orange 

throughout. Internal mid brown glaze. Fabric 4g (2).
144. Jar with flanged beaded rim. Brick red throughout. Patches of dull green 

glaze on exterior surface. Fabric 4g (2).
145. Bowl with simple rounded club rim. Orange, with brown surfaces. 

Internal dull green glaze. Externally sooted. Fabric 4g (2).
146. Bowl with flanged beaded rim. Orange throughout. Internal red-brown 

glaze. Fabric 4g (2).
147 Bowl with vertical beaded rim and horizontal incised rilling. Dull orange 

throughout. Internal dull brown glaze with patches on external surface 
too. Fabric 4g (2).

148 Colander with thickened club rim. Orange throughout. Suspension holes 
on rim. Dull green/brown glaze on internal base. Fabric 4g (2).

149. Plate with thickened rim. Mid grey core, orange surfaces. Internal dull 
green glaze. Fabric 4g (2).

Discussion
The assemblage from the site has been extremely useful 
in establishing a ceramic series covering the 13th to mid 
16th centuries. The context types from which this material 
has been recovered consist primarily of ditches and, later, 
midden spreads rather than pits, and the virtual absence of 

pits containing significant quantities of domestic waste is 
interesting. The in situ period 7, phase 2 assemblage from 
all areas has come mainly from ditches and layers. This may 
indicate that most domestic rubbish was not disposed of in 
pits but was collected with other refuse and waste and spread 
on the fields during manuring. This in itself would certainly 
suggest the presence of arable cultivation at this time. The 
primary source of the large quantities of residual period 7, 
phase 2 pottery in Area 2a is uncertain. However, despite 
these sherds being generally small many do not show signs 
of extensive abrasion, suggesting they may have been lying 
around the surface of the site prior to being buried/intermixed 
with subsequent midden spreads. Although there is still a 
notable lack of domestic rubbish pits in period 7, phase 3 and 
period 8, phase 1, the quantities of large unabraded sherds in 
midden layers, particularly in period 8, phase 1 in Area 2a, 
suggest that refuse was by now accumulating more within the 
domestic area. This could be the result of the winding down 
of occupation in the 16th century. It might also be the result 
of a lack of manuring, causing refuse to accumulate. If this 
were the case it would suggest that there may have been a shift 
in emphasis toward pastoralism. A similar pattern was noted 
at this time on Romney Marsh, where many ditches of the 
medieval field system were infilled during the 15th to early 
16th centuries to create larger, lower-maintenance, fields more 
suitable for sheep (Barber 2008a).

The vessel types present at the site are fairly typical for 
the periods represented. The earliest phase of the medieval 
occupation (period 7, phase 1) is dominated by unglazed 
cooking vessels in sand- /shell-tempered wares (fabrics 1b and 
1c) whilst the next, period 7, phase 2, shows a transition to 
the sparse shell- and sand-tempered ware (fabric 1d) and an 
increase in sand-tempered material (fabric 2c). This goes hand 
in hand with an increase in the number of jugs. The pottery 

Fabric No of 
sherds

% by no Weight 
(g)

MNV

4e (1) 1 0.8 39 J × 1

4f (5) 17 14.4 166 Jr × 4

4f (6) 3 2.5 21 M × 1

4g (1) 8 6.8 201 Jr × 2

4g (2) 75 63.7 2,061 Jr × 5; B × 3; Pl × 1; Pip 

× 1; Col × 1; M × 1

4g (3) 3 2.5 11 ? × 3

4i 2 1.7 3 B/Pl × 1

4j 2 1.7 14 B × 2

4l 7 5.9 292 Bot × 2

Totals 118 100 2808

Table 10.22 Pottery from pit H[7683]

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

298

of these periods is of moderate quality. On the whole it is 
competently potted, but it is never of a high standard, with 
most vessels, including jugs, exhibiting little or no decoration. 
Indeed it is quite notable how most of the jugs are in fabric 2c 
rather than the expected fine sand-tempered ware (fabric 2e). 
This was also noted at the Pivington moated site (Rigold 1962, 
group B). The bulk of this material is from the local Potter’s 
Corner kiln(s) and it is likely that the bland nature of the wares 
simply represents the range that the kiln produced. The few 
better-quality products are from further afield, including north-
west Kent or Surrey (fabric 2d) and Rye (fabric 3d). These 
vessels would have stood out from the majority of the Potter’s 
Corner material. Although the generally modest nature of the 
majority of the assemblage suggests low-status occupation this 
may in part be simply a result of what was available locally 
at a functional level. However, the low numbers of ‘regional’ 
wares and the virtual absence of imported material (only one 
Saintonge sherd) suggest the occupants did not have access to 
a wide market-catchment area. Although this at first similarly 
suggests a low social status it may also be the result of the 
difficulty of transporting more exotic goods to this rather 
isolated location. Similarly landlocked sites within the Weald, 
even when of high status, such as the moated sites at Moat 
Farm, Leigh (Parfitt 1976) and Pivington (Rigold 1962) and 
ecclesiastical sites such as Bayham and Battle Abbey (Streeten 
1983; 1985), have produced low levels of imported material. It 
seems likely, therefore, that imported wares were not generally 
traded this far inland during the high medieval period and thus 
their absence cannot be seen as an indicator of status.

During period 7, phase 3 and period 8, phase 1 domestic 
activity appears to have been centred on Area 2a. The range of 
ceramics is also somewhat limited at this time, with the bulk of 
the assemblage being composed of local hard-fired coarsewares, 
though some may also be from Rye. While the plain nature 
of these vessels is typical of the period, it is a trait that makes 
close dating difficult (Rigold 1962, group C) though large 
assemblages are often found in Dissolution deposits (Streeten 
1983; 1985). However, the presence of a warped jar in fabric 
4e (2) from midden B[2171] indicates the presence of kiln 
‘seconds’, which would not normally be expected on sites 
of some status. Although the Hareplain kiln was certainly 
supplying some of the coarsewares at this time the great variety 
of fabrics suggests that wares from a number of other small-
scale potters were also being used. Products from the Lower 
Parrock kiln have not been positively identified in the current 
assemblage but it is highly probable that this was one of the 
sources of pottery (Freke 1976). This situation is fairly typical 

of the Weald of East Sussex and Kent, where numerous small 
workshops, often short-lived, provided the bulk of the kitchen 
wares. The diversity of these wares/kiln products suggests they 
were purchased at market or from itinerant salesmen rather 
than direct from source (Streeten 1983, 105). During this 
period foreign imports are more notable, particularly from the 
Raeren industry, but again this is a general trend on sites of 
this period across the social spectrum. In total the imported 
material (all German) for this period constitutes 3.2% of the 
assemblage. Much higher proportions of imported wares, from 
a far greater range of sources, were recovered from Camber 
Castle (Whittingham 2001) but this is likely to be the result 
of it being a high-status site with direct access to a port. The 
current site is much more in keeping with other Wealden sites 
that contain similar proportions of imported material.

Although the assemblage from Brisley Farm has been of 
great value for the study of ceramics from a rural Wealden site, 
further work is still needed on the exact mechanism of the 
transition from the high medieval ceramics to those of the 15th 
century. Further analysis will be needed on assemblages that 
can be historically proven not to span the mid 14th century.

10.8  THE POST-ROMAN POTTERY 
FROM THE BRISLEY FARM SCHOOL 
SITE
Luke Barber

INTRODUCTION AND METHODOLOGY
The evaluation and excavations at the School site recovered a 
further 710 sherds of post-Roman pottery, weighing just under 
4.5kg. Although the assemblage spans the mid 12th to mid 
20th centuries, the vast majority of sherds are from the mid/
later 12th to the mid 14th century. Indeed, there is a notable 
absence of any pottery dating to between the mid 14th and 
the early 19th century. The condition of the pottery is very 
variable. Although some large (>60mm across) unabraded 
sherds are present the majority consist of smaller sherds 
(<30mm across), often with signs of moderate abrasion. As 
such much of the assemblage appears to have been reworked. 
The majority of it comes from refuse dumped in ditches 
although some was recovered from general spreads and other 
features. The overall assemblage is characterised in Table 10.23.

Individual context assemblages vary in size. By far the 
largest single group consists of 169 sherds (871g) from spread 
L[291] (period 7, phase 1) although this assemblage appears 
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to be derived from just two badly fragmented vessels. Residual 
and intrusive sherds appear only in very low numbers; however, 
the small numbers of sherds in many contexts make it difficult 
to isolate residual material.

The pottery was recorded and quantified using a 
methodology consistent with that employed for the previous 
Brisley Farm assemblage (outlined above). Fabric types are 
quantified by sherd count and weight in Table 10.23. A 
selection of the best context groups was subsequently made 
in order to illustrate the chronological range represented by 
the assemblage.

MEDIEVAL (PERIOD 7)
The assemblage of pottery from the School site has a similar 
composition to the period 7 material from the main excavations 
though the assemblage is relatively meagre in comparison. 
The School site material also suggests a chronological shifting 
of activity to different areas within the site, with the earliest 
activity most obvious in the south-west of the area. Although 
the assemblage adds little to the study of the ceramics of the area 
there are a few useful groups worth considering.

Phase 1
The earliest post-Roman pottery from the site, probably of 
mid/later 12th-century origin, is represented by very few 
sherds – virtually all coming from features to the south-west of 
the site. The low numbers of sherds involved make it difficult 
to ascertain to what extent the material could be residual; 
however, the sherds do not show undue signs of abrasion 
despite their low-fired nature. It is in these earliest assemblages 
that most of the fabric 1a sherds are to be found. Ditch fills 
L[154], G650, OA180 and L[200], G645, OA179 contain 
three (27g) and two (4g) sherds respectively along with three 
(55g) and one (4g) sherds of fabric 1c. The presence of a fabric 
1c cooking pot rim with rope-twist decoration on its out-
turned rim (L[154]) would certainly support an early date in 
the mid/later 12th century.

A few contexts containing larger assemblages can be placed 
in a mid/later 12th- to mid/later 13th-century range. These 
are summarised in Table 10.24 though none of the groups are 
considered reliably large.

All the sherds from fill L[164], ditch G649 are from a 
single, oxidised fabric 1c cooking pot, which unfortunately is 
missing its rim. However, the coarseness of the fabric and the 
general finish of the pot suggest it is of early date. The group 

Fabric No of sherds Weight (g)

Period 7, phases 1–2 (13th–14th centuries)

1a 6 34

1b 5 16

1c 386 1955

1d 90 480

2b 20 212

2c 95 633

2e 12 106

3a 55 421

3b 34 498

Periods 8–9 (16th century onwards)

Mixed glazed red earthenwares & 

industrialised wares

7 63

Totals 710 4418

Table 10.23 Quantification of the post-Roman pottery from the Brisley Farm 
School site, by fabric, sherd count and weight

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS

Context no Fill L[164], ditch 

G649, OA180

Spread L[291], G555, 

OA180

Fill L[308], ditch 

G655, OA180

Spread L[316], G644, 

OA180

Spread L[323], G656, 

OA181

Date range c 1150–1225 c 1150–1250 c 1175–1275 c 1175–1275 c 1200–1275

Fabric No of 

sherds

Weight 

(g)

No of 

sherds

Weight 

(g)

No of 

sherds

Weight 

(g)

No of 

sherds

Weight 

(g)

No of 

sherds

Weight 

(g)

1a 1 (CP) 3

1b

1c 26 (CP) 90 169 (CP) 871 21 (CP);

1 (J)

152; 7 14 (CP) 58 46 (CP); 

1 (B)

 

265; 16

2b 3 (?) 15 3 (?) 22 4 (J) 113

2c 3 (?) 12g 4 (?) 12

3b 1 (CP) 9

Table 10.24 Summary of the largest context assemblages from the School site, period 7, phase 1
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from spread L[291] is similar in that it is derived from just two 
badly fragmented oxidised fabric 1c cooking pots. Both have 
thickened, curving down-turned rims of early type and are 
externally sooted. The group from L[308], ditch G655 is again 
dominated by fabric 1c cooking pots (at least two vessels), this 
time with thickened club rims. However, at least one oxidised 
unglazed fabric 1c jug is also present, decorated with horizontal 
grooved lines. The remaining sherds are from sand-tempered 
wares of unknown form. Although the assemblage from spread 
L[316] is again dominated by at least two fabric 1c cooking 
pots with thickened down-turned rims there is a notable 
presence of fabric 2b and fabric 3b sherds, suggesting that a 
date in the 13th century is more likely. The group from spread 
L[323] includes at least three fabric 1c oxidised cooking pots 
with rounded club rims, as well as a bowl with flat-topped club 
rim and a residual fabric 1a shelly body sherd. There are also a 
few sherds from a single, crudely finished oxidised fabric 2b jug 
with thin patchy green glaze and a stabbed rod handle, and a 
sprinkling of fabric 2c sherds of uncertain form. In general, the 
period 7, phase 1 material strongly suggests a date of c 1200–
1275, and mostly like one in the first half of the 13th century.

Phase 2
Four of the best groups of this period are shown in Table 
10.25. Most lack, or contain only very low quantities of, fabric 
1c sherds, which is the dominant fabric in period 7, phase 1 
contexts (see Table 10.24). These have been largely replaced 
by the later, better-fired Potter’s Corner fabrics with either 
minimal (fabric 1d) or no shell (fabric 2c). There is also a clear 
increase in the quantity and quality of glazed jugs.

The assemblage from L[355], ditch G657 contains a single, 
abraded (probably residual) fabric 1c cooking pot body sherd 
but several sherds from an oxidised jug with simple spout in the 
same fabric. The vessel is decorated with incised zigzag lines but 
is unglazed and may represent a late fabric 1c piece. There are 
a number of the finer fabric 1d sherds, including an oxidised 
bowl with out-turned squared rim as well as a small selection 
of sandy fabric 2 cooking pots. The assemblage from L[385], 
ditch G664 contains no fabric 1c sherds but a good range of 
fabric 1d cooking pots with out-turned rounded or squared 
rims. There is a notable increase in the quantity of fabric 2c 
sandy ware of various forms. These include a cooking pot 
with flat-topped, out-turned rim and applied thumbed strip, 
a bowl with triangular club rim and the thumbed base from 
an oxidised jug. There are also at least two fabric 3a cooking 
pots, one of which has a wide flat-topped rim. The group from 
L[411], ditch G664 contains small quantities of fabric 1d 
sherds although these may be old/residual. The small group is 
dominated by fabric 2c vessels including at least two jugs – one 
with clear (orange) glaze, the other with white-slipped lines 
under a thin green glaze. The presence of an oxidised fabric 
3a cooking pot with internally glazed base suggests a date in 
the first half of the 14th century. L[422], ditch G422 appears 
to contain a significant residual quantity of abraded fabric 1d 
sherds with a good scatter of fabric 2c cooking pots and at least 
one fabric 2e oxidised jug with sparse clear glaze. However, 
this group also contains a significant quantity of fabric 3 wares. 
These include at least one oxidised unglazed fabric 3a jug with 
horizontal combed lines and slashed strap handle, and a further 
two jugs (one with unglazed strap handle, the other with clear/
brown glaze) in fabric 3b. There are also cooking pots in this 

Context no Fill L[355], ditch G657, 

OA187

Fill L[385], ditch

G664, OA183

Fill L[411], ditch G664, 

OA183

Fill L[422], ditch G666, 

OA185

Date range c 1225–1300 c 1250–1350 c 1275–1350 c 1275–1350

Fabric No of 

sherds

Weight (g) No of sherds Weight 

(g)

No of sherds Weight (g) No of sherds Weight (g)

1c 1 (CP); 13 

(J)

10; 59

1d 6 (B) 69 14 (CP) 88 4 (CP) 18 28 (CP) 147

2b 1 (CP) 3

2c 2 (CP) 21 29 (CP);

1 (B); 1 (J)

197; 26; 12 10 (CP); 5 (J) 51; 15 9 (CP) 89

2e 11 (J) 105

3a 6 (CP) 103 14 (CP) 99 18 (CP); 4 (J) 95; 78

3b 2 (CP) 6 26 (CP); 2 (J) 331; 142

Table 10.25 Summary of the largest context assemblages from from the School site, period 7, phase 2
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fabric with flat-topped rims and internally glazed bases, again 
suggesting a date in the first half of the 14th century.

The assemblage from the site falls comfortably within the 
ceramic sequence established during the main excavations. 
As with the earlier excavations, the majority of material has 
been recovered from ditches and spreads rather than from pits. 
This suggests that refuse was probably mainly spread on the 
surrounding arable fields during episodes of manuring, with 
other material being dumped in defunct silted ditches, perhaps 
during periods of pastoralism.

The vessel types present at the site are fairly typical for 
the period represented. Period 7, phase 1 is dominated by 
unglazed cooking vessels in sand-/shell-tempered wares (fabrics 
1b and 1c) while period 7, phase 2 shows a transition to the 
sparse shell- and medium sand-tempered ware (fabric 1d) and 
an increase in sand-tempered material (fabric 2c). This goes 
hand in hand with an increase in the number of jugs. The 
pottery of these periods is of moderate quality. On the whole 
it is competently potted, but never of a high standard, with 
most vessels, including jugs, exhibiting little or no decoration. 
Indeed it is quite notable how most of the jugs are in medium 
sand-tempered (fabric 2c) rather than the expected fine 
sand-tempered ware (fabric 2e). This was also recorded at the 
Pivington moated site (Rigold 1962, group B). The bulk of this 
material is from the local Potter’s Corner kiln(s) and it is likely 
that the bland nature of the wares simply represents the range 
that the kiln produced. The main Brisley Farm excavations 
produced very low quantities of non-local pottery and the 
School site assemblage, which provides a much smaller sample, 
completely lacks such wares. This reinforces the interpretation 
that the settlement had only limited trade contacts, perhaps as 
a result of its isolated location (see above).

LATER POST-MEDIEVAL (PERIOD 8)
The later post-medieval pottery from the site occurs in 
negligible quantities. No large groups were present and all the 
material appears to be the result of refuse disposal/manuring 
during the 19th and early 20th centuries. The assemblage 
consists of local glazed red earthenwares, a single piece of early 
19th-century transfer-printed pearlware plate and four sherds 
from refined white earthenware plates of late 19th- to early 
20th-century date (ditch fill L[361], G657, OA187).

10.9  THE CERAMIC BUILDING 
MATERIALS FROM BRISLEY FARM
Sue Pringle

INTRODUCTION
A total of 1613 items of building material weighing 
59.2 kilogrammes was recorded, almost all of which was 
from medieval and post-medieval deposits. A summary 
quantification by material and chronological period is set out in 
Table 10.26.

METHODOLOGY
All the building material was quantified by form, fabric, 
fragment count and weight. Where the form was not 
identifiable, fired ceramics were recorded as ‘tile’. The retention 
and discard policy adopted is that set out in the guidelines of 
the Society of Museum Archaeologists (1993). Fabrics were 
examined with a binocular microscope at x10 magnification. 
Where possible, they have been referenced to the Museum of 
London (MOL) type-series for tile fabrics. In the absence of 
a fabric type-series the material has been dated by form and 
typological characteristics with reference to the site phasing and 
the pottery dates.

THE MATERIAL
Roman tiles
The small quantity and abraded condition of the Romano-
British tile does not suggest the presence of any substantial 
structures or tiled roofs in the Roman period.

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS

Material Weight 
(g)

% of 
total 

weight

Fragment 
count

% of 
total 
count

Medieval roof tile 26,630 45 935 58

Post-medieval brick 20,779 35 149 9

Post-medieval roof 
tile

9589 16 238 15

Undated brick and 
tile

1226 2 277 17

Floor tile 588 1 4 <1

Drainpipe 122 <1 2 <1

Roman roof tile 113 <1 2 <1

Mortar and 
concrete

110 <1 4 <1

Stone 36 <1 1 <1

Daub 2 <1 1 <1

Totals 59,195 100 1613 100

Table 10.26 Quantification of the building materials by type, weight and count
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1. Tegula; light orange fabric with inclusions of dark red clay and flint; 
fragmentary; residual (D/E0).

2. Imbrex; pale yellow fabric (Munsell 2.5Y 8/3) with silt-sized quartz, lenses 
of light red clay and inclusions of fine red clay granules; fragmentary; 
residual (B[2076], G458, ST25).

3. Brick; fabric completely reduced; fragmentary; (E[3252], G282, TD14).

Post-Roman roof tiles
TILE FABRICS
In the following fabric descriptions, dates are conjectural.

T1
Pink (M: 7.5YR 7/4) (colour codes refer to Munsell 1992) 
cream surfaces, medium to coarse, dark red, iron-rich clay 
inclusions. Poorly sorted moulding sand, fine to coarse. 
Undated.

T2 /T2e
Fine orange fabric (M: light red, 2.5YR 6/6) with abundant 
fine white calcium carbonate inclusions and voids. Smooth flat 
underside with fine whitish moulding sand.

T3
Fine orange fabric (M: light red, 2.5YR 6/8) with cream 
streaking and inclusions of dark red and pale orange clay/
siltstone. Quartz (c 2.5mm) is usually sparse although some 
examples are sandier. Medium to coarse moulding sand. 13th 
to late 15th/early 16th century?

T4
Red fabric with common fine quartz and very coarse platy 
inclusions of red clay, <10mm; sparse coarse quartz and 
elongated blackish inclusions. Fine to medium moulding sand. 
Post-medieval, c 16th to 18th century?

T5
Orange fabric (M: reddish yellow, 5YR 6/6), similar in 
character to T3 but with moderate inclusions of very coarse 
rounded quartz grains <2.5mm and iron-rich nodules <6.0mm. 
13th–14th century?

T6
Pink (M: reddish yellow 5YR 7/6) with abundant fine and 
sparse very coarse quartz and moderate dark red iron-rich 
inclusions. Fine moulding sand with some coarse grains. 
13th/14th century?

T7
Orange matrix (M: reddish yellow, 5YR 6/6), reduced core. 
Common medium to very coarse quartz; sparse calcium 
carbonate including shell. Late 12th/13th century?

Roof tiles made up over 70% of the total assemblage (by 
fragment count). The tile types present were of early medieval 
to post-medieval date. Peg tiles (plain tiles) were the most 
abundant, with smaller quantities of ridge tile and, in post-
medieval deposits, hip tile. Only one glazed tile was noted, part 
of a thick-bodied ridge tile in fabric T7. One complete peg tile 
was recorded.

4. Peg tile. Unglazed, 233 × 157 x 11mm; subsquare nail holes set 
diagonally. Fabric T2. B[2242], G2242, OA131.

Little variation was noted in the width of peg tiles; 
examples in fabric T2 were 158, 159 and 165mm wide, in 
fabric T3, 155 and 159mm. However, a variety of nail-hole 
shapes was noted. These seem to correspond both to fabric type 
and chronological period – round nail holes occur on tiles in 
fabrics T2, T2e and T3, polygonal holes in T2 and T3, square 
or subsquare holes in T2, and square holes set diagonally in T2 
and T4.

Floor tiles
Four fragments of floor tile, none of which can be closely 
dated, came from Area B.

5. Floor tile with dark brown uneven glaze, possibly a waster, unworn; Th 
22mm. Silty fabric (overfired) near B1. B[2250], G454, OA125.

6. Floor tile with clear yellowish glaze; bevelled edge; Th 35mm. Orange 
version of fabric B3. B[2222], G568, OA129.

7. Unglazed floor tile; knife-cut bevelled edge; fine moulding sand on base; 
Th 26.5mm. Orange fabric with abundant fine quartz, sparse inclusions 
of orange to dark red clay and white shell(?). B[2242], G470, OA131.

8. Floor tile with dark green glaze, vertical edges. Worn. Mark from kiln on 
glazed surface; Th 45mm. Fabric near B5. B[2171], G484, ST132.

Post-medieval bricks
A variety of post-medieval bricks was present; dimensions 
and probable date ranges are set out in Table 10.27. Indented 
margins, rarely seen after the end of the 17th century, were 
noted on bricks in fabrics B1, B3 and B4. At the nearby site of 
Westhawk Farm (AWF98/99) the same clays were used for both 
Roman and post-Roman bricks and it is possible that some of 
the undated brick fragments from Brisley Farm are Romano-
British material (Pringle nd).



303

BRICK FABRICS
B1
Orange with cream silty bands, inclusions of cream siltstone 
and dark red iron-rich clay; moderate quartz. Near fabric B4. 
Similar to MOL fabric 3238.

B2
Fine sandy orange or orange-red fabric with occasional iron-
rich inclusions. Some examples have sparse to moderate 
inclusions of coarse quartz; some have lenses of clay 
with a white calcareous speckle. Similar to MOL fabrics 
3033/3046/3039.

B3
Hard-fired fine red fabric with sparse silty bands and dark red/
black iron-rich inclusions. May be overfired version of B4.

B4
Orange fabric with cream silty bands and inclusions, moderate 
quartz, and coarse inclusions of red clay. Near fabric B1. 
Similar to MOL fabric 3018.

B5
Hard orange-red fabric marbled with calcareous clay, inclusions 
of coarse to very coarse dark red/black iron-rich nodules 
(<9.0mm) and sparse coarse quartz (<3.0mm).

B6
Light orange with white clay bands and nodules and sparse 
rounded dark brown iron-rich inclusions. Fine moulding sand. 
Similar to MOL fabric 3200.

10.10  THE FIRED CLAY FROM 
BRISLEY FARM
Trista Clifford

INTRODUCTION
In total 8777 pieces of burnt clay, weighing 44,297g, were 
recovered from the excavations at Brisley Farm. These are 
characterised by period and phase in Table 10.28. The majority 
of the assemblage consists of amorphous lumps. Condition 
is generally very poor with only a small proportion being 
diagnostic of function.

The analysis aimed to identify the form and function of 
the burnt clay assemblage in order to illuminate the range 
of activities taking place on the site, particularly during the 
earlier phases of occupation. It should be noted that the 
majority of the assemblage was quantified, recorded and 
discarded at assessment stage and was not seen by the author. 
It has, therefore, not been possible to assess the assemblage 
satisfactorily by fabric group. This report necessarily 
concentrates on the retained assemblage, which is rather smaller 
than the total originally excavated.

METHODOLOGY
The fabrics were examined with the naked eye and under a 20× 
binocular microscope. The fragments were also examined for 
diagnostic characteristics indicating form and/or function. The 
primary characteristics indicating function used in the analysis 
include wattle impressions, smoothed surfaces, diagnostic 
piercings or being part of a known form, with the presence of 
at least two diagnostic features informing identification.

FABRIC GROUPS
Group 1
Fairly low-fired with iron-rich layers and pockets, iron-rich 
inclusions <10mm poorly mixed. Grey reduced outer surfaces 
with oxidised inner surfaces, possibly briquetage.

Group 2
Fine, soft and powdery and extremely friable. Few inclusions, 
several large angular voids with smooth surfaces. Bright red-
orange with areas of yellow and black coating on exposed 
surfaces, probably some kind of contamination.

Fabric Description Average 
dimensions 
(mm)

Suggested 
date range

B1 Unfrogged; some 
indented margins 

? × >105 × 45 1500–1700

B2 Unfrogged ? × 90 × 50 1500–1700

B2 Frogged ? × ? × 65 1750–1900

B3 Unfrogged; some 
indented margins 

? × 104 × 53 1500–1700

B4 Unfrogged; some 
indented margins 

235 × 108 × 45 1500–1700

Table 10.27 Dimensions of the post-medieval bricks

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS
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Group 3
Fairly coarse with frequent grog and/or iron oxide inclusions, 
0.5–4.0mm. Occasional circular voids. Sparse, sub-rounded, 
coloured quartz/sand c 0.5–1.0mm. Iron staining. Marbled, 
poorly mixed clays, grey-buff to mid orange in colour.

Group 5
Fine, micaceous with few inclusions, bright mid pinkish-orange.

Group 6
Dense possibly iron-rich matrix with few inclusions. Black to 
dark red in colour with metallic sheen to some broken surfaces. 
Very friable and laminar. Some organic voids visible.

Group 7
Briquetage fabrics. Soft and powdery, low-fired with frequent 
organic voids. Generally pale pink outer surfaces with pale 
grey core.

OVERVIEW OF THE ASSEMBLAGE
Structural fired clay/daub
Only a small amount of the retained assemblage could be 
identified as structural daub. Two Middle Bronze Age to Early 
Iron Age (period 2) contexts are recorded as having contained 
pieces with possible wattle impressions, ranging from 12mm to 
19mm in diameter. These pieces were not retained.

All the retained daub is formed from group 3 fabrics. One 
Middle/Late Iron Age ditch context (E[3657], G37, OA15; 
period 3) contained a single piece with a wattle impression 
measuring 12mm in diameter.

Six pieces exhibiting parallel wattle impressions measuring 
12–20mm in diameter were recovered from a Late Iron Age pit 
(E[3983], G118, ST5; period 4). Unphased context D[3986] 
also contained three fragments, the largest of which exhibits 
six parallel wattle impressions measuring 7–15mm in diameter, 
with an opposing smoothed surface. Structural daub was also 
recorded from two further unphased contexts.

Objects associated with salt production
A small assemblage of retained briquetage fragments, all of 
group 7 fabrics, was recovered from five individual contexts. 
The fragments are generally abraded and in poor condition, so 
it is not possible to assign a form, although one fragment from 
a Late Iron Age pit (D[2927], G613, OA90; period 5, phase 2) 
shows evidence of a thumb or finger impression.

A further 22 contexts were recorded as containing possible 
briquetage from the non-retained assemblage. The majority 
were recorded from Late Iron Age (period 4) contexts.

Spindle whorls
Seven spindle whorls and one possible spindle whorl were recovered 
from Areas 3 and 4. Only one is complete (RF D<1048>), 
although condition is good in all examples, the objects having been 
fairly well fired. Six were recovered from features of Late Iron Age 
date; one (RF D/E<285>) is unstratified.

All spindle whorls are of group 3 or group 5 fabrics with 
the exception of RF D<58> from ditch D[1502], G157, 
OA54, which is formed from a grey coarseware base sherd (Fig 
10.14). This example is disc-shaped and was excavated from 
the contents of a possible cremation vessel. It is noteworthy as 
being the only sand-tempered pottery sherd within the context.

The remaining fired clay examples are spherical to biconvex 
in shape, comparable to Danebury type 3 (Poole 1984). The 
external diameter ranges from 25mm to 33mm, and the 
diameter of the central piercing from 4mm to 9mm.

Weights
Clay weight fragments were recovered from four contexts 
within Area 3 and 4. Pit E[3887], G20, OA1 contained a 

Period 2 3 4 5,

ph 1

5,

ph 2

5,

ph 3

4–5 6 7, 

ph 1

7, ph 

2

7, ph 

3

8 9 Undated Total

Count 354 437 4397 1372 21 313 21 0 562 102 0 10 14 1174 8777

Weight (g) 11,742 1915 17,214 5635 238 1948 92 0 1244 198 0 174 26 3871 44,297

% of 

assemblage 

by weight

26.5 4.3 38.9 12.7 0.5 4.4 0.2 0 2.8 0.4 0 0.4 0.02 8.7 99.82

Table 10.28 Characterisation of the fired clay assemblage by period

0 5cm

RF D<58> RF D<93> RF D<148>

Fig 10.14 Ceramic spindle whorls RF D<58>, RF D<93> and RF D<148>
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probable cylindrical loom weight (RF E<296>), the only object 
made in a group 6 fabric. This form is typically associated 
with Middle to Late Bronze Age pottery in southern England 
(Barford & Major 1992).

RF D<1027> is a rather enigmatic fragment that could 
originate either from a cylindrical weight or from a triangular 
weight similar to Danebury type 2, where the single piercing 
perforates the top corner through the triangular faces (Poole 
1984). In this case the diameter of the perforation is 19mm, 
compared with 6mm in the Danebury example, which perhaps 
suggests that a cylindrical form is more likely.

The remaining fragments (RF E<1032> and RF E<1033>) 
represent two individual weights of triangular form, recovered 
from ditch E[3487] (G100, ST8; period 4, phase 1) and pit 
E[3579] (G358, OA76; period 5, phase 1). The fragments 
compare favourably with Late Iron Age type 1 examples 
from Danebury (Poole 1984), characterised by a lateral 
piercing across each apex. Group 3 is the sole fabric type 
represented. This form of weight is traditionally associated 
with textile production, although some research questions this 
interpretation (Poole 1995), citing use as oven bricks or for 
other structural purposes as possible alternatives – for example, 
weighting thatch.

Because of the diminutive and fragmentary nature of 
the assemblage it has not been possible to extrapolate any 
meaningful information in terms of dimensions and weight. 
The low number of triangular weights represented here 
suggests that the true extent of weight production and use at 
Brisley Farm may be masked by the fragmentary nature of 
the fired clay assemblage as a whole, or by bias in collection 
and retention of fired clay objects at assessment stage, which 
has thus impeded positive identification. However, more 
recent publication of fired clay material from Kent – for 
example, from the High Speed 1 rail scheme (CTRL) – 
suggests that a low incidence of textile equipment may be a 
regional phenomenon. From Kent as a whole there are very 
few excavated Late Iron Age clay weights or spindle whorls, 
which are regarded as good indicators of domestic settlement 
elsewhere in the south-east. For example, in the Upper 
Thames valley spindle whorls are commonly associated with 
houses (Lambrick 2009, 191), and in Essex triangular loom 
weights are found on most excavated Late Iron Age sites 
(Major 1982), often in large numbers. Much smaller numbers 
of loom weights typically occur on sites in Kent: see, for 
example, West Wickham (2) (Philp 1973, 55); Higham’s Hill, 
Downe (1) (ibid, 78); Hollingbourne (2) (Hayden 2006, 24); 
Northumberland Bottom, Southfleet (5) (Askew 2006, 18–19); 

and Horley (1) (Clifford in prep). The reason(s) for this 
apparent disparity between regions currently remain unclear 
and this is an area that would merit further research.

The discrepancy between the number of spindle whorls 
and the number of triangular weights may be significant. 
Spindle whorls of Late Iron Age date are sporadic site finds 
(Poole 1984, 401), but especially so in Kent (Booth et al 
2011, 219), where the extensive excavations along the High 
Speed 1 rail scheme (CTRL) route produced only two 
examples within a grave at White Horse Stone. Therefore the 
eight examples from Brisley would appear to be regionally 
anomalous. If the interpretation of triangular weights as 
loom weights is accepted, and if the low number of loom 
weights accurately reflects the level of activity, then the lack of 
examples at Brisley Farm perhaps indicates that the portable 
industry of spinning was undertaken in preference to the 
more sedentary task of weaving.

Slingshots
Two slingshots (RF E<1029> and RF E<1030>) were recovered 
from Late Iron Age ditch features. Both are ovoid in shape 
with RF E<1029> being pointed at both ends. Both are made 
from group 3 fabrics. It is probable that these objects were used 
when hunting prey, as no other evidence of defence or attack 
has arisen on the site. The excavation at nearby Park Farm East 
(Wessex Archaeology 2004) also produced two slingshots.

Objects of uncertain function
A shaped clay object (RF E<1031>) for which no parallel could 
be found came from an earlier Late Iron Age ditch (E[3327], 
G35, OA17/18; period 3). The object is formed in the group 
2 fabric. It is incomplete and fragmentary with smoothed 
surfaces and was possibly pyramidal in form. There are no 
piercings through the remaining apex.

DISCUSSION
The majority of the assemblage derives from contexts assigned 
to the Middle Bronze Age to Early Iron Age and Late Iron Age 
(periods 2 and 4) – 26% and 39% respectively – reflecting 
the main phases of activity on the site. The presence of small 
amounts of fired clay in contexts across all periods, together 
with the general condition of the assemblage, suggests a degree 
of redeposition. However, spatial distribution analysis shows 
that fired clay fragments are strongly associated with the ritual 
areas of the site, rather than with the round structures. This 
is probably indicative of deliberate deposition, together with 
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other burnt material, particularly in OA45 (Late Iron Age, 
period 4, phase 2b), a phenomenon that also occurs elsewhere.

Catalogue of registered finds
RF D<58> Spindle whorl (Fig 10.14)
D[1502], G157, OA54; period 4, phase 2c
Incomplete. Diameter 31.5mm; thickness 11mm; piercing diameter 6mm. 
Coarse greyware potsherd reused.

RF D<93> Spindle whorl (Fig 10.14)
D[2200], G154, OA61; period 4, phase 2c
Incomplete. Diameter 33mm; thickness 23.5mm; piercing diameter 9mm.
Danebury type 3
Fabric group 5

RF D<148> Spindle whorl (Fig 10.14)
D[2676], G309, OA51; period 4, phase 2b
Complete. Diameter 25mm; thickness 18.5mm; piercing diameter 5mm.
Danebury type 3
Fabric group 5

RF D<152> Spindle whorl
D[2843], slot 4, G199, ST12; period 4, phase 2a
Incomplete. Diameter 32mm; thickness 22mm; piercing diameter 8mm.
Danebury type 3
Fabric group 3

RF D<285> Spindle whorl
D[1001], unstratified
Incomplete. Piercing diameter 7mm.
Fabric group 3 or 4

RF E<296> ?Cylindrical loom weight
E[3887], G20, OA1; period 2, phase 2
?Incomplete, three fragments. Diameter 80mm; height min 55mm; piercing 
diameter 17mm. Actual form not discernible because object is encased in 
natural sediment, which holds it together.
Fabric group 6

RF E<304> Spindle whorl
E[1264], G143, OA46, OA48; period 4, phase 2c
Incomplete. Diameter 28mm; thickness 22.5mm; piercing diameter 9mm. 
Perforation slightly angled.
Danebury type 3
Fabric group 3

RF D<1027> Triangular loom weight
D[2295], G285, ST20; period 4, phase 2b
Incomplete, two fragments. (1) Length 169mm; width 54mm; thickness 
28mm; piercing diameter 12mm. (2) Length 43mm; width 38mm; thickness 
18mm; piercing diameter piercing 10mm.
Danebury type 1
Fabric group 3

RF D<1028> ?Spindle whorl
D[2676], G309, OA51; period 4, phase 2b
Incomplete. Diameter 22mm; thickness 17mm; piercing diameter 4mm. 
Perforation appears drilled after firing; form is irregular.
Fabric group 3

RF E<1029> Slingshot
E[3130], G206, BC1; period 4, phase 2c
Complete. Length 39mm; thickness 25mm. Two removals, probably during 
firing at one terminal.
Fabric group 3

RF E<1030> Slingshot
E[3626], G39, OA17, OA18; period 3
Complete. Length 35mm; width 27mm; thickness 31mm.
Fabric group 3

RF E<1031> Unidentified object
E[3327], G35, OA17, OA18; period 3
Incomplete. Length 79mm; thickness 71mm; width 61mm. Possible weight 
with three outer surfaces, no evidence of piercing.
Fabric group 2

RF E<1032> Triangular loom weight
E[3579], G358, OA76; period 5, phase 1
Incomplete. Five fragments, total weight 86g. Two have flat surfaces at 90° 
angles. No evidence of piecing.
Fabric group 3

RF E<1033> Triangular or pyramidal loom weight
E[3487], G100, ST8; period 4, phase 1
Incomplete apex. Length 30mm; width 33mm; thickness 52mm; piercing 
diameter 13mm.
Fabric group 3

10.11  THE STONE FINDS FROM LATE 
IRON AGE AND ROMAN DEPOSITS 
AT BRISLEY FARM
Mike Seager Thomas

INTRODUCTION
The bulk of the stone finds from prehistoric and Roman 
deposits at Brisley Farm were made in Areas 3 and 4. 
Collectively these two areas yielded individual stones weighing 
approximately 150kg. In all, 23 distinguishable stone types 
are represented (Table 10.29). These can be divided into 
three overlapping groups. The first comprises material that 
is geomorphologically and/or geologically local, the second 
non-local or foreign stone, the third artefactual stone — quern 
fragments and other worked stone (including most of the 
foreign stone), stone that has been altered incidentally by fire 
or abrasion and stone upon which an unnatural or artefactual 
pattern has been imposed by human agency, either for or 
during use.

The first task was to distinguish what amongst the local 
stone was utilised and therefore artefactual and what was not. 
The method used was to plot its distribution by area, by feature 
type and by period. Foreign stone and artefactual stone, foreign 
and local alike, was then contextualised, the aim being to add 
to our knowledge of site function, site organisation and site 
resource strategies (Seager Thomas 1999) and to assess the 
relationship of these to those of other, regionally proximate, 
sites. The analyses showed the bulk of the assemblage to derive 
unaltered from a hitherto unrecognised Head deposit, while 
the remainder appears closely to parallel contemporary stone 
procurement and use elsewhere in the region.
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LOCAL STONE
Interpretatively the local stone is divisible into three 
subgroups, all of which could have been natural to the site. 
The first comprises unaltered iron-stained chalk flint, Tertiary 
beach pebbles, Greensand chert, sarsen and ferruginous 
sandstone. Sedimentologically it is characteristic of in situ 
Head but its presence in Areas 3 and 4 and its apparent 
absence from the other excavated areas suggest the possibility 
that it was imported. Such patterning as could be discerned 
within it, however, falls within the parameters of random 
clustering. The beach pebbles, for example, a type of stone 
widely associated in Iron Age assemblages with slingstones, 
do not display the prerequisite sorting, while these and the 
other stone types belonging to it were recovered both from 
all parts of Areas 3 and 4 and from features of all types and 
all periods. While it is clear that individual stones amongst 
it were utilised (see below), it is likely therefore that it is 
natural. The second subgroup consists of Kentish Rag and a 
hard siltstone with an iron-rich rind. Although it does not 

actually outcrop at Brisley Farm, it is possible that the ragstone 
arrived on site through natural slope processes, but most of 
the larger clasts or the feature assemblages that consisted of 
ragstone came from postholes, rather than from ditches or pits 
(eg, in G43), indicating that it was curated on site for post-
packing, while overall it shared the restricted distribution of 
artefactual fire-cracked flint. The siltstone, which is known to 
have been imported on to a contemporary Sussex site (Seager 
Thomas in prep), is natural to the underlying Weald Clay but, 
uniquely amongst the commoner stone types, had a restricted 
chronological distribution, being present in quantity only 
from period 4, phase 2, when it too shared the distribution 
of fire-cracked flint. Both stone types, but particularly the 
ragstone, also occurred burnt. This second group is artefactual. 
The last subgroup comprises Bog Iron, which is pedological in 
origin, and a number of stone types whose exact provenance 
locally is uncertain. It did not occur in quantities that could 
usefully be studied.
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Stone type Geology Source area Quantity Weight (g)

Ardingly Sandstone TWS High Weald 1 850

Bog Iron pedological site 46 908

Hard siltstone with ferruginous rind WC local 82 3426

Greensand chert T/H or LGS local 76 6854

LGS local or Kent 3 26

Coarse ferruginous sandstone T/H or LGS local 17 4234

Flint T/H local 332 12,227

Flint beach pebble T/H local 354 20,042

Ferruginous concretion WC or pedological site 29 1149

Fire-cracked flint T/H local 1250 3834

Fine ferruginous sandstone T/H local 99 12,224

Coarse Folkestone Stone LGS Kent 8 2800

Fine Folkestone Stone LGS Kent 53 2663

Hard siltstone WC local 38 959

Kentish Rag LGS local 309 62,881

Lignite unknown unknown 2 1

‘Lodsworth’ greensand LGS Sussex 1 428

Metamorphic quartzite T/H or beach local or beach 8 828

unknown unknown 1 553

Hertfordshire Puddingstone T/H Hertfordshire 1 663

Quartz LGS local 47 185

Quartz beach pebble T/H or TWS local or High 

Weald

14 646

Sarsen T/H local 11 11,073

Sandrock LGS or WC local 51 3577

Unidentified sandstone unknown unknown 2 188

Total 2835 15,3219

T/H – Tertiary/Head; LGS – Lower Greensand (Hythe or Folkestone Beds); WC – Weald Clay; TWS – Tunbridge Wells Sands

Table 10.29 Stone finds from Areas 3 and 4: geology, source and summary quantification
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FOREIGN STONE
The assemblage included small quantities of four different types 
of foreign stone (Table 10.29), three of which were exploited 
industrially during the period of the site’s occupation. Over 
time the areas sourced by Brisley Farm for stone expanded. The 
earliest find, a quern fragment (RF E<1039>) of Folkestone 
Stone from a period 3 context, is Kentish, although probably 
not from the known quern factory at Folkestone, which 
appears to have utilised a coarser facies of this stone. This 
source was added to in period 4, phase 2 by stone identical 
to that from Sussex’s Lodsworth quarry, the practical value of 
which is demonstrated by the reuse of a quern fragment as 
a hone after the quern itself had worn thin and broken (RF 
D<156>; Fig 10.15, no 1). A hone (RF D<1042>) of Ardingly 
Sandstone from the High Weald also dates from this period. 
Finally, by period 5, phase 1, the site was in receipt of querns 
of Hertfordshire Puddingstone (RF E<1048>; Fig 10.15, no 
2). Although no doubt actuated by local conditions, such as a 
lack of equivalent stones, the small quantities of foreign stone 
present, its reuse and the areas where it was sourced are typical 
of contemporary sites in the region.

ARTEFACTUAL STONE
The assemblage incorporates 14 whole or fragmentary stone 
tools and many more altered or curated stones. The tools 
include fragments of quern, all of which retain traces of use 
wear, hones, highly polished polishing stones and a pounder 
(Table 10.30; Fig 10.15). The altered stones include fire-
cracked-flint and other burnt stones and the curated stones 
include Kentish Rag and hard Wealden siltstone. During 
periods 3, 4 and period 5, phase 1, the distributions of the 
bulk of these stones and perhaps, therefore, the areas in 
which they were used/disposed of were similar, growing 
through period 4 from an initial focus on Open Areas 17 
and 35 to include features as far away from each other as 
the two burial complexes, BC1 and BC2, and ring-gully 
ST20 but never encompassing the whole of the occupied 
site, proof indeed that they were artefactual. Overall they 
comprise a fairly conventional domestic package and, with 
two notable exceptions, have fairly conventional feature/
artefact associations. The selection of particular stone types 
for particular tool types narrows the likely range of activities 
represented by them. None but the ragstone, however, derives 
from a primary context and it is difficult to say exactly to what 
use most were put. The querns, for example, could have been 
used to grind almost anything, but as prestige objects their final 
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D<1037> polishing stone D[3894] G11 OA2 2 x

E<1038> hammerstone E[3327] G35 OA17 3 x

E<1039> quern fragment E[3333] G35 OA17 3 x

D<1040> quern fragment D[3441] G205 OA17 3 x

D<290> hone D[3728] G205 OA17 3 x

E<1041> hone E[2283] G91 OA35 4, ph 1 x

D<1042> hone D[2392] G285 ST20 4, ph 2b x

D<1043> polishing stone D[1571] G147 OA54 4, ph 2b x

E<1044> polishing stone E[3418] G330 OA49 4, ph 2b x

D<1045> polishing stone D[2148] G179 ST19 4, ph 2b x

E<1046> pounder E[3087] G248 OA50 4, ph 2b x

D<156> rotary quern fragment 

reused as hone

D[2873] G169 OA51 4, ph 2b x

D<1047> rotary quern fragment D[2874] G169 OA51 4, ph 2b x

E<1048> rotary quern fragment E[3700] G548 OA37 4.1 x

Table 10.30 Prehistoric and Roman stone tools
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role might have been very different. Fragments of ferruginous 
sandstone could have been deliberately roasted prior to 
smelting, but could equally well have been burnt along with 
the flint. The best we can do interpretatively is to draw parallels 
with sites where analogous stones did occur in use contexts 
or where their associations suggested one use over another. At 
Norton in West Sussex, for example, burnt stone from an Iron 

Age context was used in heating (Seager Thomas 2005) and 
at nearby Bishopstone polishing stones were associated with 
evidence for pottery production (Hamilton 2002).

mc010

Fig 10.15 Iron Age and Roman stone tools, nos 1–5, and Tertiary beach pebbles, no 6
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Catalogue of illustrated artefacts
RF D<156> Rotary quern (Fig 10.15, no 1)
D[2873], OA51; period 4, phase 2b
Incomplete. Reused as hone. ‘Lodsworth’ Greensand.

RF E<1048> Rotary quern (Fig 10.15, no 2)
E[3700], OA37; period 4, phase 1
Incomplete. Hertfordshire Puddingstone.

RF D<290> Sandstone hone (Fig 10.15, no 3)
D[3728], OA17; period 3
Incomplete. Sandstone.

RF E<1044> Polishing stone (Fig 10.15, no 4)
E[3418], OA49; period 4, phase 2b
Complete. Quartz beach pebble.

RF E<1046> Pounder (Fig 10.15, no 5)
E[3087], OA50; period 4, phase 2b
Incomplete. Flint beach pebble.

10.12  THE POST-ROMAN STONE
Luke Barber

The excavations recovered 91 pieces of stone, weighing just over 
16.5kg, from 48 post-Roman contexts. The material has been 
fully listed for the archive and the assemblage characterised in 
Table 10.31.

The most common stone type is Kentish Ragstone of the 
Hythe Beds of the Lower Greensand. All this material is well 
weathered and no worked pieces are present. It is quite likely 
that some of this assemblage is residual prehistoric/Roman 
material. Other weathered and unworked Lower Greensand 
stone types are also present, including some quartz vein 
fragments, and all would have been locally available either 
direct from the rock outcrop or, more probably, from Head 
deposits closer to the site. Other locally available stone types 
include Wealden sandstones, clay ironstone and Bethersden 
marble (large paludina limestone), along with chalk, downland 
flint and beach/Tertiary flint pebbles. The use to which these 
stones were put, if any, is usually uncertain as indeed is the 
degree of residuality from earlier periods. The chalk and 
Bethersden marble could be the result of agricultural field 
dressing but too little is present to be certain.

Definite worked stone is very limited and, although it 
appeared in deposits from period 7, phases 2 and 3 and period 
8, phases 1 and 2, most probably originated in period 7, phase 
2. A single fragment (4kg) of a lower stone from a rotary 
quern (RF A<1057>) in fine-grain well-cemented ferruginous 
Wealden sandstone was recovered from pit A[566] (G565, 

OA163; Fig 10.16). The stone would have been approximately 
510mm in diameter and varies in thickness from 48mm at the 
outer edge to 67mm at the central spindle socket. The other 
quern fragments from the site, possibly representing only one 
further quern, are in German lava. These appeared in period 
7, phase 1 (RF A<1058>; A[659], G348), although the largest 
piece (RF B<153>) is probably residual in an early/mid 16th-
century deposit (B[2171], G484). This piece is also from a 
lower stone with an original diameter of about 550–600mm 
and measuring 25mm thick at its outside edge. A single 
fragment from a rectangular-sectioned Norwegian Ragstone 
hone (RF I<1060>) was recovered (I[8229], G398) and it is 
perhaps surprising that more local Wealden sandstone examples 
were not located as these were common in the general area 
(Barber 2008c, 203). The single piece of West Country slate 
(pit B[2282], G474) is probably residual in this 16th-century 
deposit, but it is somewhat out of place at the site as this type 
of roofing material is normally associated with high-status 
buildings. As such it suggests that some material may be 
derived from elsewhere.

The 18th- to 19th-century assemblage consists probably 
entirely of residual material, with the exception of the shale/coal, 
chalk and coal (though the latter is all intrusive in 15th- to mid 
16th-century deposits). This background scatter probably relates 
to low-level marling and manuring with domestic waste.

0 5cm

Fig 10.16

RF A<1057>

Fig 10.16 Post-Roman worked stone quern RF A<1057>
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The stone assemblage from the site suggests the occupants 
did not exploit local geological material to any great extent. 
Stone appears to have been utilised for specific items such as 
querns and whetstones rather than in construction. The site 
obviously had access to foreign stone that was best suited for 
such tasks, though German lava and Norwegian Ragstone are 
not uncommon on sites of this period at all levels of society. 
The small number of querns represented certainly hint that 
the processing of arable crops was not on a large scale and it is 
possible they were used at a domestic level for grinding grain, 
possibly purchased from another site.

10.13  OTHER REGISTERED FINDS 
FROM BRISLEY FARM

INTRODUCTION
The registered metal finds are presented here by period. A 
detailed section covers the objects from the burials, which were 
subjected to expert study by Ian Stead. The objects were generally 
in a poor state of preservation and recourse has therefore been 
made to the X-rays taken during conservation for examination 
and identification, as well as to the objects themselves.
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Date Medieval Mid 13th–mid 14th 

century (period 7, ph 2)

Mid 14th–mid 16th 

century (period 7, 

ph3 – period 8, ph 2)

18th– 19th century 

(period 8, ph 5)

Totals

No of contexts 14 15 16 3 48

Stone type Fragment 

count

Weight 

(g)

Fragment 

count

Weight (g) Fragment 

count

Weight 

(g)

Fragment 

count

Weight 

(g)

Fragment 

count

Weight 

(g)

Local

Kentish 

Rag (Lower 

Greensand)

8 1556 9 830 5 164 10 1236 32 3786

Other Lower 

Greensand

2 56 2 1367 4 1423

Quartz (Lower 

Greensand)

2 101 2 101

Wealden 

sandstone

1 2150 1 4000 2 6150

Wealden clay 

ironstone

1 446 2 444 1 248 4 1138

Bethersden 

Marble (Weald 

Clay)

2 546 2 546

Downland flint 1 30 1 30

Flint pebble 3 260 1 270 4 530

Fire-cracked 

flint

3 50 2 134 1 30 6 214

Chalk 1 504 1 504

Non-local

West Country 

slate

1 192 1 192

German lava 4 130 1 1520 5 1650

Norwegian 

Ragstone

1 36 1 36

Welsh slate 1 2 1 2

Shale/coal 11 224 11 224

Coal 14* 38* 14 38

Totals 18 4571 24 7157 26 2842 23 1994 91 16,564

* – almost certainly intrusive

Table 10.31 Characterisation of post-Roman stone assemblage
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LATE IRON AGE AND ROMAN
Trista Clifford

A small assemblage of Late Iron Age and Roman metal artefacts 
consisting of 82 iron and three copper-alloy objects was 
recovered. An overview and short discussion of the assemblage 
is given below, followed by a catalogue.

Nails
By far the majority of the iron assemblage (77% by count) is 
made up of nails or nail fragments. Most are fragmentary and 
highly corroded, and have been identified only with the aid 
of X-ray. Of the complete nails the vast majority appear to be 
of Manning type I (Manning 1985) – ie, flattened, square to 
circular head with a square- or rectangular-sectioned tapering 
stem. Stem length ranges between 22mm and 51mm, with 
the diameter of the head falling between 13mm and 23mm; 
head diameter generally increases in accordance with the stem 
length. A single large nail of Manning type 2 was recovered 
from pit fill D[1165], and a single small clenched nail with a 
flat head from C[1035] is possibly a worn hobnail.

A disproportionately high number of nails was recovered 
from cremation burials (G448, OA134): C[1003] (4); C[1013] 
(15); and C[1035] (15). Cremation pits C[1011] and C[1017] 
also contained nails (6 and 10 respectively) with adherent 
carbonised material, including bone. All these cremations 
contained redeposited pyre debris so it is probable that the nails 
originate from the materials used to build the pyre rather than 
from deliberate deposition within the cremations.

Nails are a common occurrence within Roman cremation 
burials. At nearby Westhawk Farm, for example, a small 
number of cremations broadly contemporary with the period 
5, phase 2 cremations at Brisley Farm contained nails and other 
ironwork (Scott 2008, 185).

Objects of personal adornment
A fragmentary spring coil from an early bow brooch (RF 
D<76>) came from Late Iron Age ditch D[2002], G150, OA86 
(period 4, phase 2d). The spring probably originates from an 
early type without hook or arms, pre-Conquest to pre-Flavian 
in date.

Household utensils and furniture
A swivel and loop attached to a length of closed figure-of-eight-
type chain (RF D<48>) was recovered from pit fill D[1165], 
G594, OA63/64 (period 4, phase 2b) A further group of chain 
links (RF D<55>) came from fill D[1189] of the same pit. 
The X-ray is slightly unclear but it appears that the loop has 

worn through to two points at the opposite side to the swivel. 
Fittings such as this are generally thought to have functioned 
as hangers for kettles or cauldrons over fires (Manning 1985, 
138, ref S4). Similar examples exist from Camulodunum 
and Fishbourne (Cunliffe 1971, fig 57.24) although earlier 
examples are also found.

Tools
Two potential knife blade fragments were recovered (RF 
D<277> and RF E<279>) but are so fragmentary that it is not 
possible to discern a type.

The most complete object is a probable leather-working 
awl of Manning type 4b (RF D<186>). Ditch fill E[2679], 
G350 contained an open-socketed tool blade with a splayed 
and angled tip (RF E<1050>), which is likely to have 
originated from an agricultural tool.

Objects of uncertain function
Several objects of uncertain function were recovered from 
stratified contexts. They include iron rod and sheet fragments 
and copper-alloy wire fragments and are detailed in the 
catalogue of registered finds.

A circular fitting or terminal with a concave base (RF 
B<20>) was found during the metal detector survey. The patina 
of the object suggests it is of some antiquity, possibly Roman 
or later in date (Ian Stead, pers comm). A large rectangular 
iron plate (RF D<73>) was recovered from ditch fill D[1681], 
G149, OA84. It is slightly concave with a large central circular 
perforation with a raised edge. A socketed terminal (RF 
D<146>), which perhaps enclosed a wooden element, was 
recovered from D[2705], G519. No parallels could be found 
for these objects

Discussion
The small quantities and poor preservation of the metalwork 
assemblage at Brisley Farm render interpretation and 
assessment of activity and status problematic. Clearly, on 
the evidence of the warrior burials, the status of some of the 
occupants was high, but the rest of the metalwork assemblage is 
indicative of a fairly low-key domestic existence.

Objects of personal adornment such as brooches, which 
one might expect to find on a rural site of this period and 
which may imply status, are virtually absent. This could be 
indicative of limited wealth and/or minimal Continental 
influence. In fact, none of the metalwork could be said to 
be particularly ‘Roman’ in character and thus what emerges, 
coupled with the evidence from the fired clay assemblage, is 
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perhaps a picture of sporadic, almost transient, settlement in 
the native tradition with inhabitants engaged in portable, small 
industries such as spinning and possibly leather working.

The dearth of finds may be in part a result of acidic soil 
conditions impeding survival of objects, but the likelihood is 
that this paucity indicates a lack of objects in the first place – 
possibly because of reuse of scarce and valuable metal resources 
but perhaps signifying an atypical settlement activity resulting 
in fewer losses or casual deposition. Whilst small metalwork 
assemblages are not unusual for the period generally, the 
character of this assemblage within the context of the site as a 
whole seems slightly anomalous.

Catalogue
Several nails were assigned RF (registered find) numbers 
on site and these have been included in this catalogue for 
completeness, but were reported with the bulk nails in the 
main text.
RF D<16> Iron nail
[1026]; unphased
Complete length 25mm Manning type 1.

RF B<20> Copper-alloy circular ?fitting or terminal
Unstratified; metal detector find
Incomplete, concave base.

RF C<29> Iron nail
C[1067], OA137; unphased
Complete; clenched.

RF C<30> Iron rod fragment
C[1065], OA 137; unphased
Twisted along length.

RF D<31> Iron nail
D[1061], OA62; period 4, phase 2b
Incomplete; length 20mm.

RF D<47> Iron nail
D[1165], OA63, OA64; period 4, phase 2b
Complete; length 160mm; Manning type 2.

RF D<48> Iron swivel loop and chain
D[1165], OA63, OA64; period 4, phase 2b
Chain formed of closed figure-of-eight loops. Similar to Cunliffe 1971, fig 
57.24.

RF D<55> Iron chain links
D[1189], OA63, OA64; period 4, phase 2b
As RF D<48>.

RF D<57> Iron nail
D[1189], OA63, OA64; period 4, phase 2b
Incomplete; length 48mm.

RF D<68> Iron sheet fragment
D[1507], ST16; period 4, phase 2b

Incomplete; length 34mm, width 17mm tapering to 12mm.

RF D<69> Iron nail
D[1194], OA54; period 4, phase 2b
Complete; length 36mm; Manning type 1.

RF D<73> Iron plate
D[1681], OA84; period 5, phase 1
Incomplete; max dimensions 63 × 55mm; large lipped circular perforation at 
centre.

RF D<76> Copper-alloy bow brooch
D[2002], OA86; period 4, phase 2d
Incomplete; spring of two or three turns only; probably pre-
Flavian in date.

RF B<82> Iron rod fragment
B[2165], OA84, OA85, OA86; period 5, phase 1
Incomplete; length 80mm; slightly curved along length.

RF D<84> Iron rod fragment
D[1925], TD10, OA58; period 4, phase 2b
Incomplete; length 44mm; angled flattened tip.

RF D<96> Iron nail
D[2040], ST18; period 4, phase 2b
Complete; length 40mm; Manning type 1.

RF D<102> Iron rod fragment
D[2407], slot 1; unphased
Incomplete in three fragments; length 92mm total.

RF D<146> Iron ?terminal
D[2705]; periods 4–5
Incomplete; length 24mm; possibly enclosed wooden element.

RF E<150> Iron nail
E[2809], BC1; period 4, phase 2c
Complete; length 48mm; Manning type 1.

RF E<151> Copper-alloy wire
E[2806], BC2; period 4, phase 2c
Incomplete; length 19mm.

RF E<157> Iron nail
E[2950], OA153, OA150; period 4, phase 2c
Incomplete; length 40mm.

RF E<186> Iron ?awl
E[3156], OA77; period 5, phase 1
Incomplete; length 58mm; ?Manning type 4b.

RF D<169> Iron fragments
D[3136], OA51; period 5, phase 1
Approximately 26 small fragments; ?cremation slag.

RF E<263> Iron nail
E[3158], slot 6, OA77; period 5, phase 1
Incomplete; length 7mm.

RF D<277> Iron ?knife
D[3395]; period 4, phase 2b
Incomplete; length 55mm; junction of blade and tang remains.
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RF E<279> Iron ?knife
E[3339], slot 6, E[2305], OA119, OA120; period 9
Incomplete; length 57mm; junction of blade and tang remains.

RF E<302> Iron nail
E[2254], slot 4, OA35; period 4, phase 1
Incomplete; length 55mm.

RF E<1050> Iron ?tool
E[2679], OA119, OA120; period 9
X-ray only. incomplete; circular socket, splayed and angled tip.

RF D<1051> Iron rod fragment
D[2676], OA51; period 4, phase 2b
Incomplete; length 60mm.

RF D<1052> Iron rod fragment
D[1095], OA84, OA85, OA86; period 5, phase 1
Incomplete; length 44mm.

RF D<1053> Iron rod fragment
D[1095], OA84, OA85, OA86; period 5, phase 1
Incomplete; length 29mm.

THE METALWORK FROM THE WARRIOR 
BURIALS
Ian Stead

Burial Complex 1
WEAPONS
RF E<21> Sword; RF E<13> Sword hilt (Figs 6.19 and 6.20)
E[1389], G221, BC1; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

A badly fragmented iron sword, the blade in nine main pieces 
and the tang in two; total sword length 940mm, blade length 
800mm and width 56mm at the top, flattish in section, up to 
8mm thick at the top but thinning to 5mm at 300mm from 
the top, where it is 55mm wide. The shoulders are straight and 
there is very little taper, with the blade 45mm wide 30mm 
from the rounded but shattered tip. The tang is rectangular 
in section, 19 × 7mm at the break towards the middle but 
expanding towards the blade and tapering towards the top, 
where it is still about 14mm wide, 7mm thick and burred over. 
There is a straight copper-alloy hilt-end, separate from the 
blade and 1–2mm thick. It is now in pieces, the longest being 
27mm with a rounded end (11mm wide at 6mm from the 
end). In places there are considerable remains of replaced wood 
from the scabbard. The sword was found on the left side of 
an extended inhumation, its handle at the foot end and its tip 
towards the head (Stead 2006, no 115).

RF E<18>, E<34> Rings
E[1389], G221, BC1; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

Two badly shattered copper-alloy rings, one c 46–48mm in 
diameter and the other a little smaller, c 44–46mm. These 
appear circular in section, and at 13–14mm thick, they seem 
surprisingly heavy. They were found at either side of the blade 
and centred about 130mm from its top, presumably bordering 
a leather or wooden suspension loop.

RF E<19> Ring (Figs 6.21 and 6.22)
E[1389], G221, BC1; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

A copper-alloy buttoned ring, 48–50mm in diameter, 
apparently circular in section and about 12mm thick. It, too, 
is surprisingly heavy but very corroded and fragile. The button 
projects about 11mm from the ring on a stem perhaps 11mm 
in diameter. Its flat head is about 18mm in diameter and an 
off-centre circle can be distinguished, about 7.5mm in diameter 
and apparently enamel, slightly pinkish and lighter than the 
metal corrosion. The ring was centred about 100mm from the 
tip of the sword blade, and in large part obscured by it, with 
the button uppermost touching some well-preserved traces of 
the wooden scabbard. It was centred about 570mm from the 
paired rings and level with the skeleton’s radius and ulna.

RF E<16> Shield boss (Figs 6.23 and 6.24)
E[1389], G221, BC1; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

A circular iron shield boss, which was recovered in a very 
corroded state and very fragile. The boss is oval, 115 × 132mm, 
bordered by a flange at least 25mm wide of which very little 
survives. It rises 65–70mm above the flange to a low rounded 
peak. Five iron nails that attached the flange to the body of 
the shield have shanks 5mm or less in diameter; they seem to 
have had large low heads a little less than 20mm in diameter 
and survive to no more than 10mm high. They seem to have 
penetrated the flange about 15mm from the boss but three of 
them are on detached fragments and the evidence from X-rays 
does not tally with equidistant spacing – it is more consistent 
with four equally spaced nails.

RF E<24> Spearhead (Figs 6.25 and 6.26)
E[1389], G221, BC1; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

A long iron spearhead, deliberately bent, now in corroded 
fragments; approximately 550mm long when straight, it has a 
long narrow blade whose edges cannot be distinguished with 
confidence. It seems to be wide at the base, perhaps up to 
50mm wide at 160mm from the socket, and then tapers to a 
very long narrow point. There is a marked midrib front and 
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back, up to 12mm thick at the maximum width. The socket is 
about 110mm long and 28mm diameter, narrowing to 20mm 
before the blade. The stump of the shaft projects about 20mm 
from the socket but there is no hint of a nail to secure it.

PERSONAL ORNAMENT
RF E<28> Brooch (Fig 6.27)
E[1389], G221, BC1; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

A copper-alloy brooch in poor condition and apparently held 
together by the surrounding soil. About 64mm long, it has 
external chord, hook, wings and six coils perhaps from an 
original eight. The catch-plate is damaged and the perforations 
cannot be distinguished. Fragments of the pin survive. Found 
centrally on the skeleton, on the vertebrae at the level of the 
middle of the humeri.

STRUCTURAL FITTINGS
RF E<33>, RF E<27>, RF E<40>, RF E<41>, RF E<35>, RF 
E<10> Nails
E[1389], G221, BC1; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

Shanks of five or more iron nails, square-sectioned, headless. 
RF E<33> and RF E<27> 64mm long (two joining pieces); 
RF E<40> 50mm long; RF E<41> 32mm long; RF E<35> 
three short lengths, 28mm, 25mm and 22mm long; RF E<10> 
54mm long. RF E<33>, RF E <27>, RF E <40>, RF E <41> 
and RF E <35> were on the lines of the coffin stains, near the 
foot of the grave: RF E<33> and RF E<27> about 150mm 
from the end of the coffin on the west side; RF E<40> and 
RF E<41> a similar distance from the end on the east side; RF 
E<35> nearer the end of the coffin on the west side. RF E<10> 
was in the middle of the grave, in the vicinity of the shield boss.

Burial Complex 2
RF E<52> Sword (Fig 6.8)
E[1416], G216, BC2; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

A badly corroded iron sword (in even worse condition than 
that in BC1), the blade in 11 pieces and the tang in two. The 
entire sword would have been about 897mm long, the blade 
about 747mm and the tang about 150mm. It has sloping 
shoulders and no metal hilt-end. The tang is rectangular in 
section, about 20 × 9mm above the shoulders and tapering to 
7 × 4mm at the top (which appears to be broken). The blade 
seems to be about 54mm wide at the top but 56mm wide 
250mm lower. It has little taper and is 41mm wide at 30mm 
from the rounded tip. The blade is flattish in section, 4–5mm 
thick in the centre. The sword was found by the right side of an 
extended inhumation.

RF E<52b> Scabbard (Fig 6.9)
E[1416], G216, BC2; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

A wooden scabbard is represented by mineral-replaced organics 
and two cast copper-alloy fittings, a mouth guard with pendent 
moulded decoration and a pair of ferrules linked by cross-
bands. The cast mouth guard is now 69mm wide, but one edge 
has been shattered and it would have been about 72mm wide 
originally. Its band is 7.5mm deep in the middle expanding to 
9mm at the ends, flat underneath and rounded on top with 
flanges or ribs at the top and bottom edges. On the front a 
pendent moulded device extends 23mm below the band giving 
an overall depth of 30mm. The central part is convex at the 
bottom, flanked by fan shapes whose upper extremities meet in 
the middle, each enclosing a keeled roundel above a crescentic 
perforation. The ferrules, which would have passed above and 
below an organic suspension loop on the back, are linked on 
the front by cross-bands, the whole presumably cast in one 
piece, 76mm wide and 59mm deep. The cross-bands have 
central ribs and are stepped, slightly thicker on one side than 
the other and with a ‘point’ moulding at the junction. Like 
the mouth guard, the ferrules are deeper at the edges, 12mm 
compared with 9mm in the middle. The top of the upper 
ferrule is 45mm from the top of the mouth guard; the bottom 
of the lower ferrule 105mm from the top of the mouth guard. 
The position of the mouth guard shows that the sword had 
been withdrawn about 110mm from its scabbard when placed 
in the grave (Stead 2006, no 146).

RF E<52c> Rings (Fig 6.10)
E[1416], G216, BC2; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

Two shattered copper-alloy rings about 54–55mm in diameter, 
11mm wide and 5–7mm deep in section, flat on the underside 
and with traces of ribbing on the upper side. One of them is 
well preserved in a short sector where the profile of the grooves 
and ribs, including a notched rib, can be distinguished. They 
were found on the level of the ferrules, one at the side of the 
scabbard and the other mainly underneath it, with the ribbed 
sides uppermost (on the same side as the decoration on the 
mouth guard and the cross-bands linking the ferrules).

RF E<59> Ring (Fig 6.11)
E[1417/1418], G216, BC2; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

A copper-alloy ring, almost completely shattered. It is distorted 
to an oval shape, 75 × 58mm, the section round (10–11mm) 
and no hint of ribs or grooves. An apparent projecting stem 
may well be a displaced fragment of the shattered ring. It was 
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found at the very edge of the grave, outside the line of the 
coffin, almost level with the tip of the sword blade.

RF E<67> Spearhead (Fig 6.13)
E[1401], G216, BC2; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

A long iron spearhead in 11 corroded fragments. It would 
have been about 510mm long. The narrow blade has a midrib 
and a maximum width of about 30mm at about 130mm from 
the socket but its edges are obscured and perhaps reduced 
by corrosion. The socket, 24mm in diameter at the end and 
perhaps 90–100mm long, seems to have mineral-replaced 
wood inside. Found outside the coffin with its tip in the corner 
of the grave.

RF E<50> ? Shield boss
E[1416], G216, BC2; PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C

The excavators noted a circular stain between the femora near 
the pelvis and wondered if it might have been a shield boss. No 
metal survives so this cannot be confirmed.

Discussion
The sword from BC1 (RF E<21>) is a typical La Tène III 
weapon (type iv, group D, in Stead 2006) – long, with rounded 
tip and straight hilt-end. The BC2 weapon (RF E<52>) belongs 
to the same type but is shorter, and shorter than any British 
La Tène III sword aside from the one from Battersea (ibid, no 
104). It does not have a metal hilt-end but its scabbard has a 
straight mouth.

The two swords were buried in their wooden scabbards and 
the one in BC2 had metal fittings (RF E<52b>). The decorated 
copper-alloy mouth guard is similar to that on a scabbard from 
Orton Meadows, Peterborough (Stead 2006, no 113) and there 
are several loose examples (eg, ibid, nos 246, 261, 264–6). 
The copper-alloy ferrules above and below the suspension 
loop can be matched on several metal scabbards with straight 
mouths but their presence on an organic scabbard is unique in 
Britain. Most ferrules are separate bands but those on another 
Orton Meadows scabbard are linked on the front with delicate 
knotted D-shapes that serve the same purpose as the cross-
bands on the scabbard in BC2 (ibid, no 97). Such fittings are 
doubtless a metal version of organic bindings to secure the 
suspension loop.

Both scabbards had pairs of rings, one at either side of 
the suspension loop (RF E<18> and RF E<34>; RF E<52c>). 
They would have been attached to a strap used to suspend the 
scabbard in a system typical of La Tène III in southern England 
(Stead 2006, 52). A third ring was usually used in conjunction 

and often it was a buttoned ring as in BC1 (RF E<19>) and 
also as in burials at Coleford, Gloucestershire, Owslebury, 
Hampshire and Whitcombe, Dorset (ibid). BC2 is typical in 
having the handle of the sword at the head of the grave but in 
BC1 the handle is at the bottom of the grave, an unusual but 
not unparalleled arrangement (eg, Kirkburn, East Riding of 
Yorkshire; Stead 1991, 74, 224). This must explain the position 
of the buttoned ring, which would normally be found in the 
vicinity of the two suspension rings. It seems that the buttoned 
ring was part of the harness on the warrior’s chest and the 
paired rings were on a detached strap.

Type iv swords and this suspension system were introduced 
to southern England in the 2nd century BC and remained in 
use until the Roman Conquest, with the Brisley Farm grave 
groups providing the latest dating for them (Stead 2006, 53–4).

Iron spearheads comparable in length to those from 
Brisley Farm have been found in other La Tène III contexts 
in southern England. One from a grave at Kelvedon, Essex, 
was over 529mm long in two lengths that did not join 
(Sealey 2007, 8–9) and another from hoard C, at Essendon, 
Hertfordshire, was still 550mm long though lacking most of 
the socket (for the site see Stead 2006, 51).

The circular iron shield boss (RF E<16>) is essentially 
a Roman rather than an Iron Age type in Britain, though 
few have been found in dated contexts (Buckland 1978, 
263–4), but an example in a pre-Roman grave at Snailwell, 
Cambridgeshire, dating from the first half of the 1st century 
AD, resembles the Brisley Farm boss in having a peak (more 
pronounced, more conical, than the Brisley Farm one) and five 
nail holes in the flange (Lethbridge 1953, 32; for identification 
of the nail holes see Stead 1985, 39 and fig 15 no 1). Roman 
bosses are usually hemispherical and attached by four nails 
(Buckland 1978, 264).

The brooch in BC1 (RF E<28>) is a Colchester brooch but 
diagnostic features such as the perforation of the catch-plate 
and decoration on the bow and wings are either missing or 
obscure. Its length allows it to be classified as type 90 in Hull’s 
typology; at Richborough type 90 brooches were in bronze 
and the later and shorter type 91 versions in brass (Bayley & 
Butcher 2004, 61, 148–50). In the King Harry Lane typology 
the Brisley Farm brooch could be type Ca, Cb or Cc depending 
on the decoration (Stead & Rigby 1989, 89–91). It dates from 
the first half or middle of the 1st century AD.
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INVESTIGATIVE CONSERVATION OF THE 
METALWORK FROM THE WARRIOR BURIALS
Vanessa Fell

Introduction
The contents of the burials were lifted as soil blocks for later 
excavation either in the archaeological unit or in a conservation 
laboratory. The soil blocks that contained artefacts were brought 
to the Centre for Archaeology and were initially X-rayed and 
assessed for investigative conservation by Dylan Cox (Cox 
2001). Blocks containing ceramic vessels were X-rayed to check 
the contents of the blocks and containers and these were later 
excavated at the archaeological unit by staff of Archaeology 
South-East. Other blocks, containing bone and possible linings 
of the graves, were also excavated at the unit. The blocks 
containing metal artefacts and possible organic artefacts were 
investigated in the conservation laboratory, initially at the 
Institute for Archaeology, Oxford and subsequently at the Centre 
for Archaeology, English Heritage by Vanessa Fell during 2002–
3. Conservation details are available in the archive.

Summary of conservation
The soil blocks were wrapped in clingfilm and polythene on site 
and were received in the laboratory in this condition. Some of 
the soil blocks had partly dried out during storage, including 
all the blocks from BC1. Three blocks from BC2 had remained 
damp throughout storage (sword RF E<52>, shield boss RF 
E<50> and ring RF E<59>).

Owing to the acidic nature of the Weald Clay and the 
fluctuating levels of the water table during burial, the metal 
artefacts are extremely poorly preserved. Clay wash commonly 
covered the fractured edges of artefacts, in some cases 
suggesting that the damage had been relatively recent, perhaps 
within the last few years. The clay wash also obscured the 
surfaces of samples removed for scanning electron microscopy 
(SEM) analysis, leading to disappointing results unless freshly 
cleaved surfaces could be obtained.
The aims of the conservation programme were as follows:

• To remove the artefacts, human bone and other materials 
of relevance from the soil blocks

• To extract the maximum amount of information through 
investigative conservation and scientific analysis

• To package the finds to enhance future stability and 
understanding.

• 
The principal methods of examination were:

• X-radiography to enable assessment of the individual 
finds (Cox 2001)

• Additional X-radiography where appropriate after 
removal from the soil blocks

• Examination under low-power binocular microscopy
• Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) of samples of 

organic materials. Samples mounted for SEM are 
preceded with ‘s’

• X-ray fluorescence analysis (XRF) of samples of unknown 
deposits

Burial Complex 1
The sword in scabbard comprises an iron sword (RF E<21>), a 
copper-alloy hilt-plate on an iron hilt (RF E<13>), an organic 
scabbard, and three copper-alloy suspension rings (RF E<18> 
and RF E<34> near the hilt; RF E<19> near the blade tip) 
(Figs 6.16 and 6.19). The length of the sword is c 950 ± 10mm.

SWORD IN SCABBARD RF E<21>
As lifted on the soil block, there are 11 fragments of the iron 
sword. The block had dried out and fissured and the sword 
fragments were loosely attached to the underlying clay. The 
fractured ends of the sword fragments have clay soil attached 
showing that fractures occurred in the ground, well before the 
sword was lifted.

Many of the fragments were loose on the block, most 
probably as a result of clay shrinkage on drying out. Each 
fragment was therefore removed individually and turned over 
in order to facilitate investigation of the scabbard remains and 
to enable more suitable packaging. The turning over of the 
fragments had the advantage that the organic materials (wood 
and fibres) were better preserved on the underside - both by 
chance and because the sword’s upperside was partly cleaned on 
site to remove loose soil.

After the fragments had been removed from the block, 
they were X-rayed again to obtain better detail of the sword 
itself. The sword fragments were aligned in inverted positions 
(to avoid damage to the fragile mineralised organic remains). 
This additional imaging showed that the initial X-rays had 
indicated rather poorer condition than was the case; some of 
the fractures revealed in the early X-rays were due to cracks in 
the clay soil rather than fractures in the sword.

Traces of the wooden scabbard are clearly visible on both 
sides of the sword blade, either under a layer of clay soil on the 
uppermost side as excavated, or as a thicker layer of mineralised 
pseudomorph on the underside. Using SEM (s1, s2) this was 
identified as Quercus sp (oak) (Fig 10.17).
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Low-power microscopy revealed fibres on the outer 
surfaces of the mineralised wood of the scabbard. SEM showed 
these to be bunched but not structured into a weave (s3–s5). 
Occasional groups of single fibre casts were visible and these 
indicated that the original fibres were mostly circular in cross-
section, c 15–25µm in diameter. Fibre casts that had broken in 
the longitudinal direction clearly showed a scale pattern that 
was similar to the fine fibres of sheep wool (Fig 10.18).

These fibres were therefore probably ovicaprid (sheep/
goat). They may have been the remains of a burial lining 
or covering, or a sword wrapping, or even the remains of a 
scabbard covering. (The latter could be leather with some wool 
fibres surviving since the fibres occur on both sides and in close 
proximity to the wood of the scabbard.)

No evidence was found for a metal suspension loop to the 
rear of the upper scabbard.

HILT RF E<13>
The plain copper-alloy hilt guard is in several fragments, some 
of which have deteriorated to powdery corrosion products and 
cannot be reconstructed. The thickness is c 3mm.

On the tang side of the guard there is a laminating, brown 
organic deposit or layer of material that is stained grey/black. 
This is quite different in appearance and condition from the 
other mineralised organic materials in the grave. Three samples 
were examined under SEM (s19, s20, s21). One sample 
revealed a fibrous structure with longitudinal striations (ridges) 
that overall was similar to horn, whereas another sample had 
the appearance of wood. However, there was insufficient 
evidence for a clear identification. The maximum measurable 
dimensions of this layer within the corrosion mantle were 43 × 
15mm (much larger than the iron of the blade/tang junction, 
which measures 30 × 4.8mm at the fracture).

COPPER-ALLOY SUSPENSION RING RF E<34>
Copper-alloy ring RF E<34> lay on the opposite side of the 
sword to ring RF E<18> (ie, on the west side of the burial) and 
had been placed under the sword with about half of the ring 
concealed. The outside diameter is c 44mm. The cross-section is 
11mm in diameter.

The ring was loosened from the soil block and removed, 
leaving a low cone-shaped mound of mid brown stained 
organic material. (Presumably the weight of the ring had 
forced this shape in the organic material.) At the centre of 
the underside of the ring was a concave depression in the 
organic material. This contained some mineralised fibres, 
some of which appeared to lie in small bundles (eg, 10 to 20 
fibres) when viewed under the binocular microscope, and had 
a slightly twisted and curved appearance as if woven. These 
were very fragile and difficult to mount for SEM because they 
deteriorated to powder when sampled (s11–s17). Examination 
using SEM was not very successful because the fibres were 
coated with iron salts and this concealed surface detail (Figs 
10.19 and 10.20).

Fibre diameters were in the range c 12–18µm. The fibres 
were fissured and revealed solid structures; they were neither 
hollow nor casts. Scale patterns were not visible.

The fibres seem to be interwoven and are like other 
examples from under ring RF E<18>. Absence of a well-
formed weave in some samples suggested that these were 
possibly bundles of collagen fibres of leather, although other 
samples have a pronounced woven appearance and therefore 
may be textile.

Fig 10.17 SEM image showing detail of the oak scabbard. Sword RF E<21>, 
BC1 (s1; image 21b)

Fig 10.18 SEM image of fibre casts on the outer surface of the the scabbard. 
The scale pattern is typical of sheep/goat wool. Sword RF E<21>, BC1 (s3; 
image 21p)
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COPPER-ALLOY SUSPENSION RING RF E<18>
This ring lay adjacent to the sword blade, on the opposite side 
to ring RF E<34>, c 200mm from the shoulder of the blade to 
the centre of the ring. One edge of the ring touched the sword/
scabbard. The outside diameter is c 46mm; the cross-section is 
round, c 9mm or less in diameter.

Like the other two copper-alloy suspension rings from 
this burial, RF E<18> is deeply fissured and fractured, 
with detaching fragments cleaving away from the surface. 
The underside has a thick layer or deposit of fragile brown 
coloured fibres, similar to some of those underneath ring RF 
E<34>. A sample (s6) of fibrous material was removed from 
immediately above the ring and this was probably part of 
a binding. SEM shows a non-woven structure comprising 
clusters of fibres orientated in various directions and possibly 
therefore leather. This may be the remains of a strap, which 
in this case has been preserved by proximity to copper salts 
acting as a biocidal agent.

COPPER-ALLOY BUTTONED RING RF E<19>
Ring RF E<19> had been placed underneath the sword, 
125mm from the tip of the blade. The decorated stud was 
placed towards the sword tip and was facing upwards, towards 
the scabbard and sword. The ring is very corroded and fragile, 
and condition did not enable detailed examination. The 
outside diameter is c 48mm; the cross-section is round, c 
11.5mm in diameter. The stud extends outwards by c 8mm to 
form a round head c 18mm in diameter and c 3.5mm thick. 
The head is approximately flat and has an enamelled offset 
circle, c 7.5mm in diameter. No other decoration is visible 
although the corroded condition does not facilitate thorough 
investigation. The neck is round in section and its maximum 
height on the external side is c 6mm, although less on the 
inner side of the ring.

The upper (stud) side of the ring (Fig 6.21) revealed traces 
of mineralised wood (presumably part of the scabbard) whereas 
the reverse side of the ring has traces of degraded fibres with 
very poor evidence of a weave.

SPEARHEAD RF E<24>
This slender, leaf-shaped spearhead was bent before burial 
to almost 90° at approximately mid blade. In the grave, 
the spearhead extended from the skull, over the right arm 
(degraded bone survives on the spearhead) to the edge of the 
burial, with the socket facing to the north. The length of the 
spearhead if straightened, excluding the wood of the haft, is 
approximately 550mm (measured from X-rays). There are 
presently ten fragments, all with relatively recent breaks that 
had occurred before excavation (the fractures have clay wash on 
the surfaces). The maximum width of the blade is c 49mm (at 
150–180mm from the socket mouth).

The socket is round and closed, the rim c 27mm in 
diameter. Mineralised wood extends from the socket by c 
20mm. This was identified using SEM (s10) as Fraxinus sp 
(ash). Evidence for a securing device for the hafting, such as a 
rivet, was sought but could not be detected by X-radiography 
or by selective removal of accretions.

SHIELD BOSS RF E<16>
The site notes record that the shield boss was complete at 
excavation. The metal is c 1mm thick and it is very fissured. 
The flange is fragmentary and incomplete.

Five rivets were associated with the boss, two of which 
were in situ and lay c 120mm apart. The initial X-ray of the soil 
block suggests that four of the rivets belong to the flange of the 

Fig 10.19 SEM image of fibres from beneath suspension ring RF E<34>, BC1 
(s15; image 34g). Note the deteriorated woven appearance suggesting that 
the fibres may be from textile
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Fig 10.20 SEM image of detail of fibres from beneath suspension ring RF 
E<34>, BC1 (s15; image 34i)
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boss, lying c 120mm apart, while the fifth may be part of one 
of these or could be from the boss grip.

From the X-rays, the rivet heads measure c 10mm across 
and the stems c 5mm wide. Cross-sections are not known. 
One rivet has very slight traces of wood and this was examined 
by SEM (s23). This yielded poor images of cellulose fibres, 
however, and it could not be identified to any wood type.

BROOCH RF E<28>
The brooch was received in a soil block; it was inverted, with 
the pin uppermost. Part of the spring had detached and was 
lying alongside. The pin is in two pieces and detached; one of 
these was originally listed as pin ‘A’.

Traces of mineralised textile fibres were attached to the 
brooch spring (s26, s27; Fig 10.21). The fibres are not hollow 
and there is no evidence of scale patterns. There are no features 
that can be used to identify the type of fibres.

After the brooch was removed from the soil block, there 
was a brown stain or deposit remaining on the soil. This 
provided several small samples of powdery material (s9). A very 
fine fibrous structure was discernible within these but there 
was no clear weave, which suggests that it may be leather rather 
than textile although this identification is uncertain.

STRUCTURAL FITTINGS
RF E<33>, RF E<27>
Two iron fragments that join to make a stem, length 64mm. 
It is a complete stem as buried and does not appear to have 
had a head. The cross-section is square. There is no evidence of 
wood on the stem. These two fragments were queried on site as 
possibly associated with the sword. This seems unlikely because 

they are similar to the other ‘nails’ or tacks that form a line at 
the north end of the burial.

RF E<35>
Three fragments of iron, very possibly from the same object, 
perhaps a stem of a nail or similar object. Lengths 30mm, 
26.5mm, 23mm. Clay is present on all fractured ends of the 
fragment. Mineralised bone is present in the corrosion mantle, 
but there is no evidence of wood.

RF E<41>
Fragment of an iron stem, length 36mm. The X-ray suggests 
that it is the central part of a nail stem or similar object; there is 
clay on the fractures at both ends. The cross-section is square at 
the broad end.
RF E<40>
Two fragments of a nail stem or similar object, length 50mm, 
incomplete at the broad end. Square in cross-section.

Burial Complex 2
An iron sword in a wooden scabbard (RF E<52>) was recovered 
in 13 fragments. For convenience, these fragments are 
numbered here as fragment 1 at the blade tip to fragment 13 at 
the tang. There are also numerous flakes of iron and pieces of 
corrosion products that could not be adequately reconstructed.

The length is 897mm, measured as follows: tip to scabbard 
mouth, 635mm; scabbard mouth to hilt-end, 262mm. As 
noted by Dr Ian Stead, the sword had been part withdrawn 
from the scabbard (RF E<52b>). The latter would have 
extended further down the grave but it has only survived 
(through mineralisation) where the iron blade is present.

Three copper-alloy suspension rings were associated with 
this burial: two near the scabbard mouth (rings RF E<52c> and 
RF E<52b>) and one outside the line of the coffin, almost level 
with the blade tip (RF E<59>) (Fig 6.6).

After excavation, the soil block was stored in a damp 
condition at room temperature. When opened in February 
2003, the block was much fissured and deep cracks began to 
open within two weeks of cutting the bandaging. It became 
essential to remove the items fairly rapidly. The fragments were 
lifted off the block from the tip end to the tang. To some extent 
it was useful to allow mineralised organic materials to dry out 
partly or fully before their removal although this did mean that 
the clay deposits set rather hard.

Of particular note were the following, described in more 
detail later:

Fig 10.21 SEM image of textile fibres attached to spring of brooch RF E<28>, 
BC1 (s26; image 28a)
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• The reverse side had traces of wooden scabbard
• There was a very small piece of mineralised textile, 50mm 

down from the shoulder of the sword
• The handle material and construction could not be 

resolved
• There was no evidence for a suspension loop
• There was some evidence for leather close to the copper-

alloy fittings but it was unclear whether this, and also 
the textile, came from a sword wrapping or from a burial 
lining or covering

• A dark stain adjacent to fragment 10 of the sword and 
near the copper-alloy bands may have been the remains 
of root or tuber cells

SCABBARD RF E<52B>
The reverse surfaces of fragments 1 to 10 retained slight traces 
of the wooden scabbard (RF E<52b>). Samples examined by 
SEM (s35, s45, s46) were in poor condition and there were 
insufficient diagnostic features to provide a clear identification. 
On further examination of the reverse side of the sword, traces 
of diffuse porous wood with wide rays could be seen beneath 
the copper-alloy band nearest the tip. This suggests that the 
scabbard (at this region) may have been made of oak although 
this identification is provisional.

There were traces of fibres on the underside of the 
scabbard, some of which appeared to have been woven, 
although the overall appearance is more like leather than textile. 
A sample that included the copper-alloy interface layer through 
to the wooden scabbard was examined by SEM (s51) and 
showed three layers: cellulose fibres of the wooden scabbard, a 
layer comprising vesicular deposits of possible soil or decayed 
material, and a smooth layer that was originally adjacent to the 
copper-alloy band. Absence of a fibrous layer here and through 
examination at ×10–×40 magnification elsewhere suggested 
that the scabbard was not bound in leather.

SCABBARD MOUTH
The scabbard mouth, 70mm wide and 21mm thick, comprises 
a band of copper alloy, 7mm in breadth at the rear with a 
decorated band on the front, which is up to 30mm in depth. 
Below this are two bands of copper alloy that cross on the 
front, forming a decorative double band (Figs 6.9 and 10.22). 
There was no evidence for a metal suspension loop at the rear 
of the copper-alloy bands.

TEXTILE
Within the soil deposits of sword fragment 10 at a level 
equivalent to just above the copper-alloy components (ie, over 
the outer surface of the scabbard) were friable, mid brown 
deposits reminiscent of the organic deposits determined 
elsewhere (especially in BC1). Samples (s40–s42) examined 
by SEM revealed very poorly preserved fibrous structures with 
some indications of fibre twist. There were a few fibres with 
scale patterns (Fig 10.23). Fibre diameters are c 30–50µm but 
the condition is too poor to be certain of type.

On the reverse side of the blade, on fragment 11, 
50mm from the shoulder of the blade, was a very small 
piece (c 5 × 5mm) of mineralised textile (Fig 10.24). This 
was present at an area where there was dark staining. (There 
is no scabbard present at this end of the blade because the 
blade is part withdrawn). A sample of fibres (s38) examined 
by SEM was rather friable but provided evidence of the 
scale pattern indicating animal fibres, probably ovicaprid 
(sheep/goat) (Fig 10.25).
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Fig 10.22 X-radiograph of scabbard mouth of sword RF E<52>, BC1

Fig 10.23 SEM image of fibres from upper surface of scabbard RF E<52b>, 
BC2, close to scabbard mouth, showing scale pattern (centre) indicating 
animal fibres (s41; image 52ab)
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TANG
The tang did not retain any of the handle. Traces of wood were 
suspected under low-power microscopy but this could not be 
confirmed by SEM. Some bone was present.

PLANT FIBRES
Plant fibres, perhaps from a stem, that were attached to 
the upper side of the copper-alloy crossed bands could not 
be identifed (s44). On the underside of these copper-alloy 
components was a layer of charred plant material (s39), 
beneath which was bone from the arm (24mm wide).

COPPER-ALLOY RING RF E<52C>
This ring (outside diameter 55mm, width 11mm, thickness 
5.5mm) was balanced on its edge within the soil block. The 
cross-section is flat on one side, with two curved edges, one of 
which has grooves and beading.

Its position was most probably due to having been 
dislodged by the cracking in the clay block. Close by, on sword 
fragment 10, was a copper stain, suggesting that the ring was 

originally flat in the plane of the sword. It lay to one side of 
the scabbard top, with the flat side towards the sword and the 
convex side facing away, ie upwards in the grave.

Fibres from the flat side of this ring were sampled (s47, 
s48). These revealed very degraded, interleaved fibres coated 
with soil deposits. They were not identifiable, but their overall 
appearance suggested that they might derive from leather.

COPPER-ALLOY RING RF E<52D>
Ring RF E<52d> (outside diameter 55mm, width 10.5mm, 
thickness 6.5mm) lay partly under the sword/scabbard 
fragment 11. The cross-section is plano-convex, possibly with 
the curve to the outer side. Although intact, the ring has deep 
fissures through the corrosion mantle. The corroded and fragile 
condition did not enable any decoration to be revealed.

It lay with the flat side uppermost and convex side away 
from the surface and away from the sword (ie, downwards in 
the grave). The orientation of the ring at burial was therefore 
similar to ring RF E<52c>, with the convex side facing away 
from the sword. Pale brown deposits had survived at the 
centre of the ring but these were very porous and there was no 
structure visible.

COPPER-ALLOY RING RF E<59>
This ring (outside diameter c 55mm; round cross-section, c 
10.5mm in diameter) is perhaps a suspension ring belonging to 
sword/scabbard RF E<52>. However, it lay outside the burial 
lining although it was in line with the sword tip (Fig 6.6). The 
condition is poor (Fig 6.11); it is very fissured and fractured, 
and the breaks do not appear coherent (the fragments are not in 
their original positions). It seems very likely that the individual 
fragments were dislodged from their original positions (perhaps 
through animal damage) and do not now represent the positions 
in the ground. The fragment lying outside the ring, facing east 
(to the right in Fig 6.11) has recent (corrosion) breaks at both 
ends and there is no reason to believe that it did not form part 
of the main circle but is now displaced.

The dimensions are similar to the other suspension rings 
from the scabbard. There was no evidence for the possible 
wooden box suggested in the site notes, although there were 
traces of macro plant remains (not wood). These plant remains 
were very intermittent, but could account for the possible 
organic stains seen at the time of excavation.

SPEARHEAD RF E<67>
This complete spearhead (in ten fragments, length c 510mm) 
was broken during burial. The form of the slender leaf-shaped 

Fig 10.24 Textile fibres from beneath upper part of sword blade RF E<52>, 
BC2

Fig 10.25 SEM detail of fibres shown in Fig 10.24 (s38; image 52v)
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head and narrow socket makes it similar to the one from BC1. 
The blade splays to a maximum width of 26mm near the 
socket. The cross-section has a slight midrib at about mid blade 
and is rather lozenge-shaped in form elsewhere. The socket lies 
to the north end of the burial. Site plans are a little ambiguous 
as to its position within or on the edge of the burial.

The socket is round and welded, c 24mm diameter at the 
opening. No rivet is visible. The X-ray (P836) suggests that 
there may be something present but this is tenuous – perhaps it 
was a wooden peg?

There are very slight traces of mineralised wood in 
the socket but the condition is too poor to provide an 
identification. The features are negative, for example, vessel pits 
as casts (s31, s32). Possibly it was a diffuse porous wood with 
uniserate and biserate rays but this is not certain.

? SHIELD BOSS RF E<50>
The soil block containing the ‘shield boss’ was opened in March 
2003 and revealed a slightly damp block with much fungal 
growth. The stain of the ‘boss’ was barely if at all visible and the 
X-rays do not show any rivets. The presence of a shield could 
not therefore be confirmed. The soil block was taken down and 
some bone was kept. There was no evidence for any artefacts.

POST-ROMAN METALWORK
Elke Raemen

Introduction and methodology
The post-Roman metalwork assemblage consists of 664 
stratified pieces from 117 individually numbered contexts. 
Most of this was produced by Area 2a. In addition, 231 pieces 
were recovered during the metal detector survey in Areas 3 and 
4 and in Area 8. In total, the site produced 621 iron objects, 
191 copper-alloy objects and 69 lead-alloy objects. The vast 
majority of metalwork came from early post-medieval contexts.

The metalwork is in poor to fair condition. A 
characterisation of the assemblage is summarised in Table 
10.32. This table lists the material by period and by area; 
residual and intrusive material has been listed according to the 
date of the context rather than the object (if diagnostic of date).

All material has been listed in full by context on pro forma 
archive sheets. A number of objects went on to be X-rayed. The 
report concentrates on the medieval and post-medieval finds, 
though an overview of the finds in the bomb crater in Area 8 is 
given as well. More detail on the registered finds can be found 
in the catalogue (below).
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Period Area No of 

contexts

Structural Household 

and domestic

Dress 

accessories

Tools Horse 

equipment

Other Totals

7, ph 1 9 2 3 (1) 1 4

8 2 1(1) 1 2

7, ph 2 1 6 20 (19) 2 1 23

2a 20 27 (27) 1 3 5 36

8 16 69 (68) 2 2 3 76

7, ph 3 2a 21 74 (63) 6 2 2 1 7 92

8 9 1 3 (3) 3

1 3 4 (3) 4

2a 34 245 (211) 16 11 2 14 30 318

5 1 1 1

7 7 19 (11) 10 3 2 3 1 38

8 1 2 (2) 2

9 8 1 4 (1) 34 8 46

Unphased 1 1 1 (1) 1

Undated 9 1 1 (1) 1

Unstratified 2a 8 (7) 1 1 2 3 15

3 and 4 19 (8) 37 19 4 2 82 163

7 1 (1) 1 2

8 12 (11) 5 27 1 2 21 68

Totals 117 513 (439) 77 99 15 27 164 895

Numbers in italics indicate the proportion of nails within the structural metalwork

Table 10.32 Quantification of post-Roman metalwork from Brisley Farm. The numbers in italics indicate the proportion of nails within the structural metalwork
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Overview of the assemblage
NAILS
By far the majority of the metalwork consists of iron nails 
(439), most of which were recovered from Area 2a. The nails 
are classified in size categories rather than detailed type, 
because of the fragmented nature and heavy corrosion of most 
of them. In total 420 general purpose nails were recovered, the 
majority of which came from early post-medieval contexts. 
The nails range in length from 28mm to 85mm, with a head 
diameter ranging from 5mm to 19mm. A surprisingly small 
amount of heavy-duty nails was recovered: 19 nails, of which 
ten were produced by early post-medieval contexts and only 
six from medieval contexts. Their length ranges from 63mm to 
81mm, with a head diameter ranging from 16mm to 21mm. 
B[2056], G622, ST36 produced a round-sectioned heavy-duty 
nail with a head diameter measuring only 9mm and a total 
length of 251mm.

OTHER STRUCTURAL METALWORK
Bindings (51) make up the majority of the other structural 
metalwork. Most of these are of iron (47), though one copper-
alloy and one lead example are also present. These are strip 
fragments, of which a number show evidence of fixing holes. 
Their purpose is likely to have been for structural bindings or 
bindings on furniture.

Other structural pieces of iron (15) include four U-staples, 
one of which dates to the medieval period (B[2129]) and three 
to the early post-medieval period (B[2006], G473; B[2072], 
G622; B[7721], G415). An iron staple with broad top was 
also recovered (RF B<1004>). Two window hinge pivots with 
tapering fixing (ie, for wooden frames) were produced as well 
(RF B<197> and RF B<246>). Area 2a produced two door key 
fragments, both of which are of early post-medieval date (RF 
B<250> and RF B<263>).

A lead window came was recovered from B[2043], G466.
In addition, a relatively large quantity of structural metalwork 
was produced by the metal detector survey in Areas 3 and 4. 
This includes six copper-alloy items, most of which are screws. 
The finds from this survey are all of post-medieval date.

HOUSEHOLD AND DOMESTIC ITEMS
Seventy-seven household and domestic items were recovered. 
The majority (37) were recovered during the metal detector 
survey in Areas 3 and 4 and did not come from stratified 
contexts. Most of the stratified finds are again of early post-
medieval date.

Twelve iron knife fragments were recovered. The oldest 
fragment (13th to 14th century) is a whittle-tang knife (RF 
B<294>). Four late medieval knives were also produced by Area 
2a. All other knives and knife fragments came from early post-
medieval contexts. Most are whittle-tang knives, though RF 
B<223> and RF B<1005> are scale-tang types.

Other medieval finds include a complete copper-alloy 
needle (RF B<217>) and an iron drop handle (RF B<84>).

Early post-medieval finds include a lead spindle whorl 
(RF B<288>), a copper-alloy folded rivet for vessel repair (RF 
B<293>), iron and copper-alloy loop handles (RF B<1012> 
and RF B<141>), possibly from a chafing dish, two copper-
alloy vessel rims (RF B<150> and RF B<152>) and an iron bag 
hook (RF B<204>). Furniture fittings include a copper-alloy 
knob handle (RF B<1008>) and a copper-alloy escutcheon (RF 
B<151>).

DRESS ACCESSORIES
Only four medieval dress accessories were recovered. I[8223], 
G408 produced an iron buckle pin (RF I<1054>) and a 
copper-alloy strap guide (RF I<1025>). Another iron buckle 
pin (RF B<1055>) was recovered from B[2026]. A copper-alloy 
circular mount (RF B<161>) was recovered from B[2076].

Early post-medieval dress accessories include an iron 
shoe buckle (RF B<247>) and five copper-alloy buckles (RF 
B<146>, RF B<164>, RF B<270>, RF H<1018> and RF 
H<1020>). Some of these buckles, especially the larger ones, 
might be from horse harnesses but as this is uncertain they are 
listed under dress accessories. RF B<144> is a possible 16th-
century buckle fragment. An iron shoe patten (RF H<1014>) 
was also recovered.

The majority of dress accessories were located by metal 
detector survey in Areas 3, 4 and 8. Most are of post-medieval 
date and consist of 18th-century buttons. However, Area 8 
also produced a number of interesting medieval finds, among 
them two copper-alloy buckle fragments (RF I<1021> and RF 
I<1022>) and two copper-alloy strap-ends (RF I<1023> and 
RF I<1024>).

TOOLS
Fifteen iron tools were recovered, ten of them from stratified 
contexts. Most are only fragmentary, which makes it 
impossible to ascertain the function of the tool. The oldest 
tools recovered date to the 13th–14th century (4); one of these 
is a complete woodworking tool (RF I<1026>). A wedge (RF 
B<296>) was recovered from B[2091], G466 and dates to the 
14th–15th century.
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Early post-medieval finds include a metalworking file (RF 
B<184>) and a hammer head (RF H<1011>).

HORSE EQUIPMENT
The horse equipment assemblage consists of 21 pieces of 
ironwork and 6 pieces of copper alloy. Six of these were 
recovered from unstratified contexts or by metal detector.

Fifteen horseshoes were recovered. Two heavily corroded 
fragments (RF B<283> and RF B<1056>) came from medieval 
contexts (B[2019], G459, 13th–14th century; B[2234], 
14th–15th century). All other horseshoes were of post-medieval 
date. Nine of these were only fragments, four of which have 
calkins. Three complete horseshoes were recovered. RF B<149> 
shows four rectangular nail holes on one branch and two on the 
other. There are traces of wear on the toe. RF B<267> shows 
five rectangular and square slots on one branch and three on 
the other. Two additional slots were added to the inner edge 
next to the five slots, indicating repair or reuse. The toe is worn. 
RF H<1015> does not show any detail. None of the complete 
horseshoes have calkins. Examples RF B<149> and RF B<267> 
are of early post-medieval date; however, Clark’s medieval type 
4 was still in use throughout the 16th century (Egan 2005, 
179) and the more diagnostic horseshoes are likely to be of 
this type. None of the horseshoes show the diagnostic post-
medieval fullering.

Apart from the two horseshoes, the only medieval finds are 
two iron farrier’s nails, both from B[2019], G459.

The early post-medieval finds, mostly from Area 2a, 
include two iron rowel spurs (RF B<237> and RF H<1016>) 
and a copper-alloy bridle boss (RF B<148>). A copper-alloy 
harness ring was also recovered (RF B<157>).

All other items came from unstratified contexts or were 
recovered during the metal detector survey. These include an 
iron snaffle bit (RF B<128>) from undated context B[2168] 
and a number of copper-alloy harness rings.

OTHER METALWORK
Other metalwork includes iron (10), copper-alloy (17) and lead 
(5) sheeting fragments, six pieces of mineralised amorphous 
lumps and 26 pieces of lead waste and offcuts. Medieval items 
of interest are a possible copper-alloy crotal bell (RF B<156>) 
and a lead rolled fishnet weight (RF B<160>).

THE SECOND WORLD WAR BOMB CRATER
A number of military pieces of metalwork were recovered from 
I[8919]. Amongst them are 16 copper-alloy military buttons, 

four of which are from Royal Air Force tunics, and 18 military 
webbing buckles. All date to the Second World War.

In addition, metal detector survey in Areas 3 and 4 
produced pieces of shrapnel and iron shell splinters, as well as 
.303 fired bullet cases, one of which dates to 1937.

DISCUSSION
Only a small amount of metalwork was recovered from 
medieval contexts. Six items were recovered from contexts of 
13th-century date and 135 objects from mid 13th- to mid 
14th-century dated features. This might reflect the acidic soil 
conditions but the early post-medieval assemblage is much 
larger, which may suggest that whilst the soil conditions were 
a factor, object usage and loss in the medieval period may have 
been at lower levels than during later periods, perhaps owing to 
the status and wealth of the medieval farmsteads.

Most metalwork was recovered from Area 2a, and reflects 
the continuity of the farm into the mid 16th century. Area 8 
was represented in period 7, phase 1 (13th century), though 
only by two iron objects, but during period 7, phase 2 (mid 
13th to mid 14th century) a much higher number of pieces was 
recovered (76 objects from 16 different contexts). Area 2a (36 
objects from 20 contexts) and related Area 1 (23 objects from 
6 different contexts) are less well represented in period 7, phase 
2. However, during the late medieval phase (period 7, phase 
3) the farmstead in Area 2a is the only one represented by 
metalwork, which reflects the establishing of this farmstead and 
the abandonment of Area 8.

The early post-medieval metalwork is mainly from the 
Southern Farm, confirming the existence of this farm until 
the mid 16th century. Metalwork was also recovered from 
the farmstead in Area 7 (17th to early 18th century). Finds 
recovered from Area 3s and 4 are all from the metal detector 
survey and indicate either the manuring of fields or losses/
discard associated with the occupation of the site.

The low numbers of structural metalwork items can 
partly be explained by the use of metalwork for secondary 
fixings rather than for primary ones (ie, wooden joints in the 
structures). Other explanations might be again the reuse of 
material or, less likely, its complete disappearance as a result 
of the acidic soil. Though the overall numbers of structural 
metalwork pieces are low, structural metalwork items make up 
the highest proportion in comparison to the other metalwork 
(Table 10.32).

The people living on the medieval farmstead probably 
belonged to the lower levels of society. For example, most dress 
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accessories are purely utilitarian. Some high-status artefacts 
were, however, recovered from Area 8, in particular the 
medieval copper-alloy strap-end with initials (RF I<1024>). 
These may reflect the losses of more prestigious travellers or 
landowners, who might have regularly checked upon their 
tenants. The presence of a few high-status objects on a low-
status farmstead is known from other sites such as Lydd Quarry 
(Barber 2008b) and Bullock Down (Goodall 1982). Metalwork 
reports for most medieval sites, however, present only a fraction 
of the metalwork in catalogue form, which makes it impossible 
to compare them sufficiently to the Brisley Farm assemblage.

The status of the early post-medieval farmers is harder to 
establish. Though the assemblage is considerably larger, this 
might also reflect the fact that metal had become cheaper 
and more common. As in the case of the medieval farm, the 
number of high-status object is noticeably small and probably 
does not reflect the status of the farmers but of travellers 
and landowners. The larger assemblage may perhaps also be 
explained by the abandonment that followed the early post-
medieval occupation and may reflect the site becoming run 
down with more items discarded.

Horse equipment shows the same picture. Though most of 
the finds are horseshoes, a number of items – such as the two 
rowel spurs, bridle boss and snaffle bit – suggest a higher class. 
Apart from the snaffle bit, which is of medieval date, all these 
are of early post-medieval date. Again, they might be from 
travellers or visitors with a higher status, though one cannot 
exclude the possibility that items such as the rowel spurs were 
used by the owners of the farm.

The horseshoes themselves are probably from draught and 
working horses, though it is not yet possible to distinguish 
between shoes for riding horses and working horses. However, 
it is known that from the 13th century onwards, the use of 
horses instead of oxen on farmsteads drastically increased 
(Clark 1995, 32). The oldest horseshoe is dated to the 13th–
14th century. Another example is of late medieval date. Both 
are heavily corroded. Despite the low number of medieval 
horseshoes, it is likely that from the 13th century onwards 
working horses were in place at the site.

Two of the complete post-medieval horseshoes show wear 
at the toe. Shoes had to be replaced periodically, to allow the 
growing hoof to be cut back, though shoes could be reused if 
they were not worn too much (Clark 1995, 83). RF B<267> 
might be an example of this practice.

Other indications as to the economy of the site are 
virtually non-existent. One late medieval lead rolled fishnet 
weight suggests fishing on inland waterways, but there is no 

evidence to suggest this happened on a larger scale. A lead 
spindle whorl from a post-medieval context hints at cloth 
making at some point, utilising wool. Again, however, this was 
probably on a domestic level. Tools specifically for agricultural 
use could not be recognised because of the fragmentary state of 
most of the material.

The presence of a number of 18th- to 19th-century pieces 
of metalwork, particularly located by metal detector survey 
in Areas 3 and 4, demonstrates the continuity of agricultural 
working on the land, even after the latest excavated farmstead 
(Area 2a) had fallen out of use.

Catalogue
RF B<84> Iron drop handle (Fig 10.26)
B[2078], OA125, OA126; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Complete. D-shaped drop handle with two fixings at top.

RF B<128> Iron snaffle bit (Fig 10.26)
B[2168]; UNDATED
Incomplete. One half of a snaffle bit with Ward-Perkins type c cheekpieces and 
a variant of Ward-Perkins type IV mouthpiece, made up of a hollow cone with 
a central ring of ?late medieval date (Ward-Perkins 1940, 80, fig 19a; 82, fig 
19b; Clark 1995, 48, fig 33).

RF B<141> Copper-alloy drop handle (Fig 9.7)
B[2171], ST32; PERIOD 8
Complete. Heart-shaped drop handle with part of attachment. Possibly from a 
cupboard door or from a chafing dish. Late medieval to early post-medieval (see 
Margeson & Goodall 1993b, 78; similar to Margeson & Goodall 1993b, 80, 
fig 45, no 491; Bailey 2000, 59, fig 8; Scott 2001, 265, fig 7.5, no 94).

RF B<144> Pewter ?buckle (not illustrated)
B[2171], ST32; PERIOD 8
Incomplete. Possible fragment of a 16th-century buckle frame from high lead-
content pewter.

RF B<146> Copper-alloy buckle (Fig 9.7)
B[2171], ST32; PERIOD 8
Incomplete. Double oval plain buckle frame with missing pin (similar to Egan 
& Pritchard 1993, 83, fig 50, no 242).

RF B<148> Copper-alloy bridle boss (Fig 9.7)
B[2171], ST32; PERIOD 8
Complete. Plain bridle boss of sheet iron with convex flattened central boss and 
one visible rivet hole on the border (similar to Clark 1995, 54, fig 40, no 8).

RF B<149> Iron horseshoe (Fig 10. 26)
B[2171], ST32; PERIOD 8
Complete. Two rectangular nail holes on left branch; four on right branch. 
Calkin on right branch. The left branch is broader than the right branch, 
particularly towards the middle. Toe is very worn. The shoe dates to the late 
15th–early 16th century (similar to Clark 1995, 88, fig 69, type 4).

RF B<150> Copper-alloy dish or vessel (Fig 9.7)
B[2171], ST32; PERIOD 8
Incomplete. Cast. Plain everted-rim fragment.
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RF B<151> Copper-alloy lock escutcheon plate (Fig 9.7) 
B[2171], ST32; PERIOD 8
Complete. Circular. Openwork with keyhole in middle. Double knobs on vertical 
and horizontal axis, single knobs on diagonal axis. Probably for large chest.

RF B<152> Copper-alloy dish or vessel (Fig 9.7)
B[2171], ST32; PERIOD 8
Incomplete. Cast. Plain rim fragment.

RF B<156> Copper-alloy ?crotal/rumbler bell (not illustrated)
B[2096], ST24; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Incomplete. Cast fragment possibly from large pellet bell, suggesting use for 
animals (see Margeson & Lawson 1993, 213; Scott 2001, 262).

RF B<157> Copper-alloy harness ring (not illustrated)
B[2090], OA126; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Complete. 27mm in diameter (similar to Goodall 1993f, 224, fig 171, no 1818).

RF B<160> Lead fishnet weight (Fig 10.26)
B[2076], ST25; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Complete. Rolled net sinker made from rolled lead-alloy sheet (similar to 
Ottaway & Rogers 2002, 2748, fig 1352, nos 15260–64).

RF B<164> Copper-alloy buckle (Fig 9.7)
B[2173], OA129 ST32; PERIOD 8
Incomplete. Circular buckle frame with central bar and bevelled inside edge. 
Pin missing. Early post-medieval (similar to Ward-Perkins 1940, pl 77, no 4; 
Margeson 1993, 29, fig 15, no 160).

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS

0 5cm

0 10cm

Fig 10.17

RF B<84> RF B<128> RF B<149> RF B<160>

RF B<211>

RF B<247>

RF B<294> RF B<1008>

RF H<1018>

RF I<1021> RF I<1022> RF I<1023> RF I<1024> RF I<1025>

RF I<1026>

RF H<1020>
RF H<1016>RF B<1012>

RF B<288>

RF B<197>

Fig 10.26 Post-Roman metalwork RF B<84>, RF B<128>, RF B<149>, RF B<160>, RF B<197>, RF B<211> RF B<288>, RF B<247>, RF B<294>, RF B<1008>, 
RF B<1012>, RF H<1016>, RF H<1018>, RF H<1020>, RF I<1026>, RF I<1021>, RF I<1022>, RF I<1023>, RF I<1024>, RF I<1025>



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

328

RF B<184> Iron metalworking file (Fig 8.19)
B[2009], ST25; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Incomplete. Triangular-sectioned tool fragment (similar to Egan 2005, 148, fig 
142, no 786).

RF B<197> Iron hinge pivot (Fig 10.26)
B[2161], OA129; PERIOD 8
Incomplete. Square-sectioned pivot with rectangular-sectioned tapering shank. 
Shank tip lost (similar to Goodall 1993d, 149, fig 109, nos 1150–57; Ottaway 
& Rogers 2002, 2835, fig 1413, no 12252).

RF B<204> Iron hook (Fig 9.7)
B[2171], ST32; PERIOD 8
Complete. Suspension hook or chain link with looped hand grip. Possible bag 
hook to move sacks and bales (see Margeson & Goodall 1993c, 140, fig 105, 
no 949).

RF B<211> Iron knife (Fig 10.26)
B[2076], ST25; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Incomplete. Whittle-tang knife with horizontal back angling down to tip. 
Broken tang and blade (similar to Goodall 1993b, 126, fig 92, no 792).

RF B<217> Copper-alloy needle (Fig 8.26)
B[2076], ST25; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Complete. Fine needles like this might have been used for embroidery (Egan 
1998, 267; similar to Egan 1998, 269, fig 207, no 876).

RF B<223> Iron knife (Fig 8.22)
B[2068], ST29; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Incomplete. Scale-tang knife fragment with broken tang and blade.

RF B<237> Iron rowel spur (Fig 9.5)
B[2072], OA126; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Incomplete. Long spur with round neck and D-sectioned sides around back of 
wearer’s heel. The front end plunges into curves under ankle, with a figure-of-
eight terminal on one side. The terminal on the other side is incomplete. Sides 
taper towards front and join between moderate crest point (broken). Prominent 
rowel bosses flank a star rowel of eight points (damaged). Long spurs like this 
became fashionable during the 15th century and until the first quarter of the 
16th century (see Ellis 1993, 220, no 1798; Clark 1995, 129; similar to Ellis 
1993, 221, fig 169, no 1795; Clark 1995, 143, fig 103, no 347).

RF B<245> Iron looped spike (Fig 9.9)
B[2242], OA131; PERIOD 8
Complete. Circular hole in head (similar to Goodall 1993c, 147, fig 108, no 
1071).

RF B<246> Iron hinge pivot (Fig 8.26)
B[2022], ST25; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Incomplete. Square-sectioned pivot with rectangular-sectioned tapering shank. 
Shank tip lost (similar to Goodall 1993d, 149, fig 109, nos 1150–57; Ottaway 
& Rogers 2002, 2835, fig 1413, no 12252).

RF B<247> Iron shoe buckle (Fig 10.26)
B[2266], OA130; PERIOD 8
Incomplete. Plain circular frame. The pin is missing (similar to Egan 2005, 34, 
no 70; fig 16, no 75).

RF B<250> Iron door key (not illustrated)
B[2072], OA126; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Incomplete. Fragment of solid stem from rotary key with incomplete bit.

RF B<262> Iron knife (Fig 9.5)
B[2072], OA126; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2

Complete. Whittle-tang knife with back and cutting edge both tapering to tip 
(similar to Goodall 1993b, 127, fig 93, no 811).

RF B<263> Iron door key (not illustrated)
B[2072], OA126; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Incomplete. Rotary key with kidney-shaped bow and solid stem. The bit is 
incomplete.

RF B<267> Iron horseshoe (Fig 9.5)
B[2072], OA126; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Complete. Three rectangular nail holes on inner branch and five rectangular (of 
which two square) slots on the outer edge of the outer branch. However, one 
definite and one possible square nail hole can be detected on the inner edge 
of the outer branch, which might indicate repair or ‘remove’ of the horseshoe. 
The toe is very worn. The shoe is of early post-medieval date (Clark 1995, 83; 
similar to Clark 1995, 88, fig 69, type 4).

RF B<270> Copper-alloy buckle (Fig 9.5)
B[2072], OA126; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Incomplete. Rosettes on the outer edge of each loop on a double oval frame. 
Pin missing. Early post-medieval (similar to Crummy 1988, 17, fig 19, no 
1758; Margeson & Goodall 1993a, 31, fig 17, no 174; Egan 2005, 35, fig 17, 
no 88; Scott 2001, 261, fig 7.2, no 27).

RF B<288> Lead spindle whorl (Fig 10.26)
B[2129], OA131; PERIOD 8
Complete. Conical; weight 106g (similar to Egan 1998, 260, fig 203, nos 803, 
804).

RF B<293> Copper-alloy vessel repair (Fig 9.9)
B[2242], OA131; PERIOD 8
Complete. Folded rivet made of sheet to repair sheet vessels. Examples are 
known from Norwich and London (see Margeson 1993, 92, fig 59, nos 575–7; 
Egan 1998, 176, fig 144).

RF B<294> Iron knife (Fig 10.26)
B[2257], OA128, ST29; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Incomplete. Whittle-tang knife fragment with incomplete tang and blade. The 
bolster (thickening of the iron between blade and tang) suggests a date from 
the middle of the 16th century onwards (see Goodall 1993b, 130–1, fig 97).

RF B<1002> Iron key (Fig 9.5)
B[2072], OA126; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Incomplete. Key for casket or box. Kidney-shaped bow with hollow stem. Bit 
is missing.

RF B<1004> Iron staple (Fig 9.7)
B[2171], ST32; PERIOD 8
Incomplete. Rectangular staple with broad top, wider than long. One broken 
arm (similar to Goodall 1993c, 144, fig 107, nos 1028, 1033).

RF B<1005> Iron knife (Fig 9.9)
B[2242], OA131; PERIOD 8
Incomplete. Scale-tang knife fragment with incomplete tang and blade (similar 
to Goodall 1993b, 129, fig 94, no 826).

RF B<1008> Copper-alloy handle (Fig 10.26)
B[2007]; UNPHASED
Complete. Plain knob handle for door cupboard (similar to Crummy 1988, 
42, fig 47, no 2000).

RF H<1011> Iron hammer (not illustrated)
UNSTRATIFIED
Complete. Hammer head with nail from later repair. 17th–18th century.

RF B<1012> Iron loop handle (Fig 10.26)
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UNSTRATIFIED
Complete. Heart-shaped loop handle with part of attachment. Likely to be 
for a cupboard door, though possibly for a chafing dish. Late medieval to early 
post-medieval (see Margeson & Goodall 1993b, 78; similar to Margeson & 
Goodall 1993b, 80, fig 45, no 491; Bailey 2000, 59, fig 8; Scott 2001, 265, fig 
7.5, no 94).

RF H<1014> Iron ring from shoe patten (Fig 9.15)
H[7316], OA116, OA112, OA114; PERIOD 8
Complete. Ring to be fastened on clogs through raised fixings. Post-medieval; 
17th century onwards? (see Bailey 1993, 54–7; Goodall 1993a, 60–61).

RF H<1015> Iron horseshoe
H[7316], OA116, OA112, OA114; PERIOD 8
Complete. Heavily corroded; only one square nail hole visible. No calkin.

RF H<1016> Iron spur (Fig 10.26)
H[7571], ST23; PERIOD 8
Incomplete. Rowel spur with broken sides and square-sectioned neck. The 
D-sectioned sides join behind the wearer’s ankle with a crest above their 
junction (similar to Clark 1995, 138, fig 97, no 328).

RF H<1018> Copper-alloy buckle (Fig 10.26)
H[7682], OA113; PERIOD 8
Incomplete. Double oval plain frame with missing pin (similar to Margeson & 
Goodall 1993a, 30, fig 16, no 163).

RF H<1020> Iron buckle (Fig 10.26)
H[7721], OA117; PERIOD 8
Incomplete. Plain rectangular buckle frame with remains of pin.

RF I<1021> Copper-alloy buckle (Fig 10.26)
UNSTRATIFIED
Incomplete. Remains of oval frame with fragment of composite plate. The 
forked spacer is integral with the frame. Pin and plate missing. 14th–15th 
century (see Ottaway & Rogers 2002, 2890–91; similar to Egan & Pritchard 
1993, 79, fig 48, no 323; fig 49, no 325).

RF I<1022> Copper-alloy buckle (Fig 10.26)
UNSTRATIFIED
Incomplete. Oval frame with bevelled edge and forked spacer integral with 
frame. Pin and plate missing. ?14th–15th century (see Ottaway & Rogers 
2002, 2890–91; similar to Egan & Pritchard 1993, 79, fig 49, no 326. The 
example from Brisley Farm does not have the characteristic lipped frame).

RF I<1023> Copper-alloy strap-end (Fig 10.26)
UNSTRATIFIED
Incomplete. Tongue-shaped strap-end. The sheet metal is probably folded 
lengthways, though corrosion makes it impossible to establish this for certain. 
Single rivet. Trefoil or fleur-de-lys-shaped knob (similar to Egan & Pritchard 
1993, 131, fig 85, no 605).

RF I<1024> Copper-alloy strap-end (Fig 10.26)
UNSTRATIFIED
Incomplete. Two iron rivets in place to secure the cast shape. Tapering towards 
terminal, which has broken off; one face is plain; the other face has black letters 
? UI or UC engraved on field with incised ‘shading’ at all four sides defined by 
a plain band, the upper one with intermittent chamfered edge. Traces of silver 
plating on decorated face. 14th–16th century (for example of possible terminal 
see Ward-Perkins 1940, 270, fig 85, nos 1 and 2; lettering similar to Ward-
Perkins 1940, 270, fig 85, nos 1, 2 and 6; Margeson & Goodall 1993a, 41, fig 
23, no 283; Egan 2005, 41, fig 23, no 149).

RF I<1025> Copper-alloy strap loop (Fig 10.26)
I[8223], ST22; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2

Incomplete. Five-sided, arched frame, one side of which is missing. The missing 
part would have held an internal rivet. Strap loops or strap guides were meant 
to hold the loose part of a strap in place. A similar example was found in situ 
on the strap of an archer’s wrist guard (see Egan & Pritchard 1993, 229, fig 
143; similar to Egan & Pritchard 1993, 232, fig 147, no 1252).

RF I<1026> Iron tool (Fig 10.26)
I[8336], OA100,OA101, OA102; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Complete. Woodworking tool; spoon bit and lanceolate terminal (see Goodall 
1993e, 180, fig 130, no 1389).

THE COINS AND TOKENS
Trista Clifford

Nine pre-17th-century coins were recovered, predominantly 
from Areas 3 and 4. Only two stratified coins were recovered, 
both from Area 2a: RF B<162> and RF B<124>. The rest were 
found during the metal detector survey.

The copper-alloy coins found during the metal detector 
survey survive in particularly poor condition, probably because 
of the use of agricultural chemicals in the topsoil, contrasting 
with the reasonably well-preserved jetton from a sealed context.

The pre-17th-century examples are catalogued below in 
chronological order; a list of post- 17th-century coins is housed 
in the archive.

Catalogue
RF D/E<85> Sestertius, Lucilla, AD 161–9
UNSTRATIFIED
Mint of Rome
Obverse [LVCIL]LA [AVGVSTA]; draped bust right
Reverse [HILARITAS S C]; Hilaritas standing left, holding palm and 
cornucopiae
Condition: extremely worn: poor
Reference: RIC III, p. 352, no 1740

RF D/E<113> As/dupondius, 1st–3rd century AD
UNSTRATIFIED
Copper-alloy, both faces worn smooth therefore illegible. Diameter 26mm

RF D/E<112> Core from an As/dupondius, 1st–3rd century AD
UNSTRATIFIED
Copper-alloy, surfaces completely eroded, original diameter unknown

RF D/E<42> Nummus or minim, 3rd–4th century AD
UNSTRATIFIED
Copper-alloy, both faces illegible, diameter 11mm

RF B<162> Cut silver short cross farthing
B[2089], G466, OA126; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
London, 1180–1247

RF D/E<106> Edward II silver penny
UNSTRATIFIED
Canterbury, class 11, 1307–27
North 1991, 36 ref 1060+
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RF D/E<108> Lead token
UNSTRATIFIED
Cast lead, long cross, pellet in each quarter, c 1400–1850

RF D/E<107> Elizabeth I silver half-groat
UNSTRATIFIED
London, 3rd issue 1583–1603
North 1991, 137 ref 2016

RF B<124> Jetton
B[2089], G466, OA126; PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Nuremburg, Hanns Krauwinckel c 1580–1610
Barnard 1981, pl XXXIII

10.14  ANALYSIS OF THE 
METALWORKING WASTE FROM 
BRISLEY FARM
Sarah Paynter

BACKGROUND
During the excavations, 4.5kg of material, thought to be 
metalworking waste, was recovered from 49 contexts. Pottery 
indicates that these contexts date to the Late Iron Age/
Romano-British period. The assemblage consisted of 3.5kg 
of ironworking slag, 0.2kg of vitrified clay and 0.9kg of 
geological material.

IRONWORKING OVERVIEW
Ironworking involves two basic types of process: extracting the 
metal from the ore (smelting) and shaping the metal (smithing 
or forging).

Early iron smelting used the bloomery process and resulted 
in the production of a spongy mass of iron metal known as 
a bloom. Bloomery smelting took place in a charcoal-fuelled 
furnace, constructed from clay and/or stone. Air was blown 
into the furnace through a hole near the base to achieve the 
temperatures required for smelting. The process was inefficient 
as a large proportion of the iron from the ore put into the 
furnace was lost when it reacted with impurities to form a waste 
product known as slag. The slag could be removed from the 
furnace in a variety of ways whilst hot, or left to cool within the 
furnace. Archaeologically, furnaces rarely survive to any height 
and so it is difficult to reconstruct their likely structure and 
mode of operation. However, the quantity and characteristic 
shape, texture and microstructure of the smelting slag recovered 
from a site (Bayley et al 2001) may provide information on 
the scale and type of technology used, particularly when this is 

supplemented with data from iron-smelting experiments and 
ethnographic studies.

Smithing is the process of hammering and shaping iron, 
generally at red heat since the metal is then more malleable. 
The iron was heated in a hearth, often charcoal-fuelled, which 
may have been a shallow, walled structure built from clay or 
stone on the floor or at waist height. Air was blown into the 
hearth, through a hole in the hearth wall, in order to achieve 
the temperatures required. Smithing also resulted in the 
production of an iron-rich slag, formed by the reaction of the 
lining of the hearth, ashes from the fuel and oxidised iron. This 
slag generally has a diagnostic shape and texture and in this 
way can be differentiated from bloomery smelting slag, even 
though it is very similar in terms of its composition.

IRONWORKING WASTE FROM BRISLEY FARM
The metalworking waste from Brisley Farm was examined and 
assigned to the categories described below. In Table 10.33, the 
weight of material in each category is listed by context.

Tap slag is a by-product of bloomery smelting. The slag runs 
from the smelting furnace whilst fluid at high temperatures 
and cools with characteristic flow lines on the surface, 
resembling lava.

Smithing hearth bottom (SHB) slag forms in the fuel bed in a 
smith’s hearth. These slags have characteristic convex bottom 
surfaces and concave or flat upper surfaces.

Vitrified clay has a glassy, shiny surface produced by reaction of 
the clay with material such as slag and ash from the charcoal 
fuel at high temperatures. It can be a by-product of smelting 
or smithing since both furnaces and hearths were often partly 
or entirely clay-built. However, many other high-temperature 
processes can also cause clay to vitrify and so it is not 
necessarily diagnostic of metalworking.

Fired clay can be produced by any high-temperature process 
and is not necessarily indicative of metalworking.

Undiagnostic (UD) slag describes metalworking waste, 
particularly small fragments, that lacks sufficient diagnostic 
features for it to be confidently attributed to any other group.
Geological material is a category for stone, iron-pan, clay or 
agglomerates included in the assemblage and not necessarily 
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Context 
no

Group 
no

Land 
use

Feature type/ cut Period Tap
slag (g)

SHB
slag (g)

Vitrified
clay (g)

Fired
clay (g)

UD
slag (g)

Geological
material (g)

E[293] 89 OA35 ditch E[2244] 4, ph 1 47

D[1006] 237 OA62 4, ph 2b 15

D[1008] 177 TD9 ditch D[1007] 4, ph 2c 8

D[1029] 135 OA155 ditch D[1028] 4, ph 2c 5

D[1034] 286 OA62 pit D[1033] 4, ph 2 6

D[1062] 286 OA62 pit D[1062] 4, ph 2 77 12

D[1083] 128 OA41 gully D[1082] 4, ph 1

D[1095] 509 OA84 4, ph 2b 37

D[1102] 261 OA86 5, ph 1 41

D[1106] 261 OA86 gully D[1101] 5, ph 1 79 19

E[1268] 276 TD14 S trackway ditch E[1267] 5, ph 2 556

E[1269] 495 ST13 spread 4, ph 2 51

E[1303] 278 TD14 S trackway ditch E[1302] 5, ph 2 172

E[1389] 221 BC1 4, ph 2c 3 29

D[1998] 264 OA84 5, ph 1 32

B[2024] 453 OA128 4, ph 1 167

E[2254] 90 OA35 enclosure ditch E[2253] 4, ph 2 161

D[2358] 243 ST20 4, ph 2c 40

D[2450] 178 ST20 4, ph 2c 2

E[2651] 21

D[2676] 309 OA51 pit D[2677] 4, ph 2 26

E[2681] 361 OA80 5, ph 1 7

E[2716] 496 4, ph 2 11

E[2777] 361 OA80 ?kiln E[2680] 5, ph 1 4

E[2782] 361 OA80 ?kiln fill E[2784] in E[2680] 5, ph 1 360

E[2795] 307 ST14 4, ph 2 15

E[2808] 207 BC2 enclosure ditch E[2806] 4, ph 2c 27 18

E[2810] 265 OA77 gully E [1381] 5, ph 1 66

E[2823] 207 BC2 4, ph 2c 20

E[2843] 199 ST12 4, ph 2a 5

E[2873] 169 OA51 2nd fill of ditch E[2670] 4, ph 2b 87

E[2876] 207 BC2 4, ph 2c 6

E[2877] 361 OA81 flue/kiln E[2902] in E[2680] 5, ph 1 137

E[2912] 361 OA81 flue/kiln E[2902] in E[2680] 5, ph 1 38 5

E[2950] 168 OA153 ditch E[3014] 4, ph 2c 18

E[2979] OA152 4, ph 2b 42

E[3053] 513 BC1 4, ph 2 3

E[3070] 227 OA51 well E[2748] 1st/lining 4, ph 2b 4

E[3105] 117 ST5 pit E[3104] 4, ph 1 48

E[3156] 209 OA77 front enclosure ditch 5, ph 1 67

E[3158] 280 OA77 ritual enclosure gully E[3157] 5, ph 1 1294 3 34

E[3167] 249 OA77 1st fill of ditch E[3166] 5, ph 1 11

E[3241] 139 OA152 gully E[3240] 4, ph 2c 224

E[3265] 142 OA46 4, ph 2c 15

E[3278] 174 OA45 ditch E[3276] 4, ph 2b 28

E[3626] 39 OA17 3 4

E[3627] 48 OA17 3 3

E[3708] 231 OA49 4, ph 2b 40

E[3874] pit [3873] 221

Totals (g) 2001 796 214 82 455 923

Table 10.33 The weight of each type of ironworking waste by context
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indicative of metalworking. However, iron-rich material 
allocated to this category can include examples of the iron ore 
smelted at the site.

ANALYTICAL METHODS
The principal technique used in this study was scanning 
electron microscopy (SEM) with energy dispersive X-ray 
spectrometry (EDS) analysis. The SEM uses a beam of 
electrons to obtain an image and can achieve large 
magnifications. The images in this report were obtained 
using back-scattered electrons (electrons scattered back by 
the sample). Atoms with large atomic numbers scatter back 
larger numbers of electrons and therefore areas of different 
composition are seen as varying greyscale shades, with the areas 
containing larger concentrations of heavier elements, such as 
iron, appearing a lighter shade.

The samples were also analysed whilst in the scanning 
electron microscope using energy dispersive X-ray spectrometry 
(EDS). X-rays are generated when the electron beam interacts 
with the sample. The composition of the sample can be 
quantitatively determined using the spectrum built up from the 
detected X-rays. In this study a Leo 440I Stereoscan electron 
microscope was used with Isis EDS software and a thin window 
germanium detector. The conditions used for analysis were a 
beam current of between 1.2 and 1.5nA and an accelerating 
voltage of 25kV. The detection limit for most elements was 
about 0.1% (Paynter in prep).

RESULTS
Tap slag
Fragments of tap slag from E[2782] and E[3158] were 
examined. Most of the pieces from E[2782] consisted 
predominantly of large fayalite (Fe2SiO4) crystals with a small 
proportion of wustite (FeO) (Fig 10.27). Some hercynite 
(FeAl2O4) and small amounts of a titanium-rich phase, such as 
ulvöspinel (Fe2TiO4), were also present. The matrix consisted 
of a mixture of glass and very fine crystals. Some magnetite 
(Fe3O4) dendrites were observed at the top surface of several 
slag fragments, where the microstructure was also finer as a 
result of more rapid cooling. In contrast larger, less elongated 
crystals had formed towards the base of the slag samples as 
a result of slower cooling. Boundaries, delineated by small 
crystals of iron oxide, were observed in several of the samples 
where subsequent flows of slag had overlain each other. One 
slag sample contained an iron alloy droplet.

The slag from E[3158] consisted of plentiful wustite and 
fayalite crystals with small amounts of hercynite (Fig 10.28). 
The small regions of glass remaining contained fine crystals. 
The microstructure of the slag was again fine towards the 
top surface and coarser towards the base and there had been 
considerable reaction with a clay surface beneath resulting in 
an increased proportion of fayalite crystals in that region. The 
microstructures of the slag samples are described in more detail 
in Paynter (in prep).

The results of the analyses of the slag are given in Table 
10.34 and discussed below. The samples had broadly similar 
compositions, although the slag from E[3158] contained 
slightly more iron and phosphorus oxides than the samples 
from E[2782].

Fig 10.27 Back-scattered electron image of the tap slag from E[2782], 
showing wustite dendrites (white, branched crystals) some with 
surrounding fayalite (mid grey) and hercynite (dark grey) phases, large co-
precipitated wustite and fayalite crystals (mid grey with white patterning) 
and a matrix (dark grey) containing fine crystals (mid grey)

Fig 10.28 Back-scattered electron image of tap slag from E[3158] showing 
wustite (white), fayalite crystals (mid grey), small amounts of hercynite and 
glass (dark grey) and voids (black)
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Geological material
The Brisley Farm assemblage included quite large quantities of 
geological material but little of this was sufficiently iron-rich 
to be used as an ore and smelted. An ironstone concretion 
recovered from E[3241] had iron-rich outer layers (analysis 
detected in excess of 90wt% iron oxide (Fe2O3)) around a 
siliceous core. However, the nodule had not been heated and 
was not found in a context associated with ironworking waste, 
and so was not necessarily related to metalworking.

DISCUSSION
A number of smelting sites belonging to the Middle and 
Late Iron Age have been identified. The quantity of slag 
recovered is often small, as at Brisley Farm (Starley 1998; 
Bayley et al 2001; Paynter 2002a), although it can exceed 
a tonne (McDonnell 1988; Crew 1998). A range of slag 
morphologies has been identified, including large, bowl-shaped 
accumulations, tap slag, raked slag and blocks of dense slag. 
This suggests that the slag was removed by different methods 
and that the furnaces used may have differed slightly from one 
another (Clough 1985; McDonnell 1988; Tylecote 1990, 130; 
Crew 1998, 26; Starley 1998; Paynter in prep).

Brisley Farm is on the outskirts of the Weald, where 
ironworking took place on a large scale in the Romano-British 
period (Cleere & Crossley 1985). Archaeological evidence 
suggests that shaft furnaces with thick clay walls and an inside 
diameter of about 0.30m were generally used (Cleere & Crossley 
1985; Paynter 2002b). The slag flowed from the furnace 

whilst it was molten, through a tapping aperture at the base. Very 
large quantities of tap slag are estimated to have been discarded 
at some Wealden Romano-British smelting sites (Hodgkinson 
1999) – 30,000 tonnes, for example, at Beauport Park.

Although no furnace remains were found at Brisley Farm, 
2kg of tap slag was recovered, indicating that iron smelting 
probably took place nearby using a shaft furnace and that at 
least some of the slag flowed from the furnace whilst molten.

Smelting slag has been recovered and analysed from sites 
near Brisley Farm, including Westhawk Farm (Romano-British) 
less than 2km away (Paynter 2002b), and Hawkinge (Early 
Iron Age) about 20km west of Brisley Farm (Paynter 2002a). 
The composition of the slag from these sites is very similar to 
the Brisley Farm slag (Table 10.35) and is characterised by low 
concentrations of lime (CaO) and magnesia (MgO) and quite 
high levels of phosphorus oxide (P2O5). This suggests that the 
same type of ore may have been smelted at all three sites and 
also suggests that the furnaces in which the slags were formed 
were capable of achieving approximately similar smelting 
conditions, including the temperatures reached.

At Brisley Farm and Hawkinge there was little indication 
of the type of ore smelted. From Westhawk Farm, however, 
came a large amount of roasted, concretionary, iron-rich stone, 
which was thought to have been the ore smelted at the site. 
The ironstone was derived from the Lenham Beds, shown on 
British Geological Survey Sheet 288 (Maidstone), or from 
the Sand in the Clay-with-flints of sheets 289 (Canterbury) 
and 305/6 (Folkestone and Dover), and is found along the 
North Downs between Detling and Folkestone. The nearest 
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Site Na2O MgO Al2O3 SiO2 P2O5 SO3 K2O CaO TiO2 MnO FeO Type

Hawkinge (n = 9) 0.6 0.4 5.9 24.3 2.0 0.2 0.8 1.2 0.3 0.3 64.2 dense

σ 0.3 0.0 0.1 1.9 0.3 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.0 3.5

Brisley Farm (n = 11) 0.2 0.4 5.5 20.3 1.6 0.1 0.6 1.5 0.2 0.6 68.9 tap

σ 0.2 0.1 1.0 4.8 0.6 0.1 0.5 0.2 0.1 0.1 5.6

Westhawk Farm (n = 16) 0.2 0.4 6.5 24.2 1.8 0.1 0.6 2.2 0.3 0.5 63.1 tap

σ 0.3 0.1 1.0 2.4 0.5 0.1 0.4 0.6 0.1 0.1 3.9

n –  number of analyses

Table 10.34 Mean composition and standard deviation (σ) of Brisley Farm tap slag, measured by EDS, normalised

Site Na2O MgO Al2O3 SiO2 P2O5 SO3 K2O CaO TiO2 MnO FeO Type

Hawkinge (n = 9) 0.6 0.4 5.9 24.3 2.0 0.2 0.8 1.2 0.3 0.3 64.2 dense

σ 0.3 0.0 0.1 1.9 0.3 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.0 3.5

Brisley Farm (n = 11) 0.2 0.4 5.5 20.3 1.6 0.1 0.6 1.5 0.2 0.6 68.9 tap

σ 0.2 0.1 1.0 4.8 0.6 0.1 0.5 0.2 0.1 0.1 5.6

Westhawk Farm (n = 16) 0.2 0.4 6.5 24.2 1.8 0.1 0.6 2.2 0.3 0.5 63.1 tap

σ 0.3 0.1 1.0 2.4 0.5 0.1 0.4 0.6 0.1 0.1 3.9

n –  number of analyses

Table 10.35 Mean composition and standard deviation (σ) of smelting slag, measured by EDS, normalised
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of these deposits is 9km distant from Westhawk Farm and 
Brisley Farm and less than 1km from Hawkinge. The similar 
composition of the slag from Hawkinge (Early Iron Age), 
Brisley (1st to mid 3rd centuries AD) and Westhawk (2nd to 
mid 3rd centuries AD), and the availability of the ironstone 
at all three locations, suggests that the same type of ore may 
have been smelted. Although there are other ores available at 
varying distances from the sites (Worssam 1985, 13–14), such 
as siderite and its alteration products, no evidence of their use 
has been recovered at the sites. Analyses of siderite from the 
area (Worssam & Gibson-Hill, 1976; Tylecote 1990, 125–7) 
indicate that significant quantities of lime and magnesia, in 
addition to phosphorus, are often present. Therefore smelting 
siderite would be anticipated to produce slags rich in lime and 
magnesia, whereas the slags contain low concentrations of these 
compounds (Table 10.35).

CONCLUSIONS
The assemblage consisted of 3.5kg of ironworking slag, 0.2kg of 
vitrified clay and 0.9kg of geological material. Slag is a robust 
material and was often moved from where it was produced 
for dumping or reuse and this was the case at Brisley Farm, 
where all the slag was recovered from pits and ditches. As no 
ironworking features were found at the site it was not possible 
to determine where the metalworking took place, other than 
that it was probably nearby. Nor was it possible to estimate the 
scale of ironworking at Brisley because such small quantities 
of waste were recovered. The contexts from which the slag was 
recovered were Late Iron Age to Romano-British in date.

The assemblage included some large fragments of tap slag, 
which are indicative of smelting activity. The composition of 
the slag is similar to that of smelting slag from nearby Romano-
British and Early Iron Age sites, suggesting that similar 
smelting conditions were achieved and that the same type of 
ore may have been used. Ironstone from the Lenham Beds 
or Sand in the Clay-with-flints from along the North Downs 
between Detling and Folkestone was probably used as ore at 
Westhawk Farm and this can also be found about 9km from 
Brisley Farm. These results, therefore, suggest several aspects of 
continuity in ironworking technology between the Early Iron 
Age and the mid 3rd century AD across this area.

Some smithing slag was also identified, indicating that 
smithing activity probably took place nearby as well.

10.15  THE GLASS FROM BRISLEY 
FARM
Luke Barber

The excavations recovered only 69 pieces of glass, weighing 1.33kg, 
from 31 individually numbered contexts. The material has been 
fully listed on pro forma archive sheets. The vast majority of the 
assemblage dates to periods 8 and 9, though much is intrusive into 
earlier contexts. Some 33 pieces (168g) of intrusive mid 18th- to 
mid 20th-century glass were recovered from earlier contexts, most 
notably from Area 2a. It is likely that this material was incorporated 
during arable cultivation. This intrusive assemblage primarily 
consists of wine bottle fragments, though window glass and a 
number of other vessels are also present. In situ period 9 glass was 
recovered from only two contexts. Pond H[7962], G417, OA117 
contained three complete 20th-century bottles (751g), including 
two for milk, while the bomb crater I[8919], G413, OA144 in 
Area 8 produced the remains of eight vessels (14 pieces weighing 
374g) including scent, mineral and wine/beer bottles as well as 
some window glass.

The earlier post-medieval period is represented by only 12 
pieces (20g), most of which appear to belong to the 17th to mid 
18th centuries. In the main these include wine bottle, case bottle 
and phial fragments though window glass is present as well as the 
fluted knob from the stem of a wine glass from ditch B[2128], 
fill B[2196], G569, OA131. None of this material can definitely 
be placed in the 16th century and it is highly likely that it was 
intruded during cultivation after Area 2a had gone out of use. No 
glass contemporary with the medieval or very early post-medieval 
occupation was recovered.

Roman glass is represented by just seven small fragments 
(18g). One fragment from a pale blue/green cylindrical bottle 
(10g) was located in pit/well D[2478], G227, OA51. Although 
this could be contemporary with the infilling the fact that it was 
from the uppermost fill (D[2749]) suggests it could be intrusive. 
A similar fragment of glass (<1g) was found residual in period 9 
ditch E[2678], G350, OA119/120. The remaining five fragments 
of Roman glass (7g) are all from period 5, phase 1 ditch E[3113], 
G281, OA77. Two vessels are represented, a cylindrical pale purple 
?bottle and a yellow/brown ?bowl. Such coloured glass would be 
typical of the Claudian to Flavian periods (Price & Cottam 1998).

Too little Roman glass is present from the site to be meaningful, 
but it would appear that glass vessels were on site from the very 
earliest Roman occupation and also just possibly before the 
Conquest. The lack of medieval and early post-medieval glass would 
tend to hint at low-status occupation, though the poorly made glass 
of this period may not have survived the acidic burial conditions.
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10.16  THE HUMAN BONE FROM 
BRISLEY FARM
Jacqueline I McKinley

INTRODUCTION
Human bone from 32 Late Iron Age contexts was subject 
to analysis. The bone from most of these contexts (27) is 
cremated, including the remains of two urned burials; the 
nature of the other deposits is inconclusive but they are likely 
to have included some un-urned burials with redeposited pyre 
debris and deposits of pyre debris. The five contexts containing 
unburnt bone included the remains of two inhumation burials, 
each made with the deceased accompanied by an array of 
weaponry, and redeposited material from grave fills and other 
feature types.

METHODS
Five contexts had been excavated as a series of subcontexts. 
These divisions were maintained in analysis to enable details of 
the formation processes to be assessed, the data being combined 
in the results presented below and discussed in any detail only 
where appropriate. Recording and analysis of the cremated 
bone followed the writer’s standard procedure (McKinley 
1994, 5–21; 2004a). The degree of erosion to the unburnt 
bone was recorded using the writer’s 0–5 system of grading 
(McKinley 2004b, fig 6). Age (cremated and unburnt bone) 
was assessed from the stage of skeletal and tooth development 
(van Beek 1983; Scheuer & Black 2000), and the patterns and 
degree of age-related changes to the bone and teeth (Brothwell 
1972; Buikstra & Ubelaker 1994). Where possible, sex was 
ascertained from the sexually dimorphic traits of the skeleton 
(Gejvall 1981; Bass 1987; Buikstra & Ubelaker 1994). The 
variable integrity of the attributed sex has been denoted as 
unquestioned, probable (‘?’) and most likely (‘??’). None of the 
unburnt bone survived sufficiently intact to allow the recording 
of any metric traits or the consistent and meaningful recovery 
of non-metric data.

RESULTS
A summary of the results is presented in Tables 10.36 and 
10.37. Details are in the archive.

DISTURBANCE AND CONDITION
The surviving depths of the two inhumation graves were 0.28m 
(BC1) and 0.60m (BC2). Although both have probably been 
truncated to some degree there is unlikely to have been any 
disturbance to the human remains as a result, certainly in the 
latter case. Neither grave had been cut by later intrusions. The 
surviving depth of features from which cremated bone was 
recovered had a broad range of c 0.02m to 0.90m; just over 
half were under 0.20m deep, c 31% being less than 0.10m. 
It is possible that the implied truncation in the latter group 
will have removed some bone from the deposits, but little if 
any is likely to have been lost by this mechanism elsewhere. 
Grave D[3135], G306, which at 0.07m deep represented one 
of the shallowest features, contained the greatest amount of 
bone (893.4g). Two deposits (D[1120], G597 and D[2629], 
G612) were damaged by modern looters and one (D[1172], 
G608) during machine stripping of the site; some bone may, 
consequently, have been lost from some or all of these features.

Skeletal recovery from the inhumation graves was very 
poor (Table 10.36), reflecting the heavily degraded condition of 
the bone (graded 5+), a consequence of the highly acidic burial 
environment created by the natural geology in this area. Long-
bone shafts were generally reduced to indistinguishable and 
unidentifiable scraps; most trabecular bone, particularly from 
BC2, had totally disintegrated; the best surviving fragments 
from both burials are the tooth crowns. The left tibia from 
BC2 is in better condition than the rest of the bone; although 
still incomplete and fragmented, the cortex is preserved and 
has a slightly polished appearance. There is no apparent reason 
within the burial environment why this one bone should show 
differential preservation from the rest.

The visual condition of the cremated bone was also 
poor, much of it having a worn, slightly chalky appearance 
indicative of deposition within an acidic environment. Little 
or no trabecular bone – most prone to disintegration in burial 
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Context no Cut Group no Land use Deposit type Quantification Age/Sex Pathology

E[1388] 221 BC1 inh burial c 8% adult c 18–25 years, male calculus

E[1399] 216 BC2 inh burial c 3% s u l adult c 18–25 years calculus

E[1389] E[1388] 221 BC1 grave fill frags a = 19

D[2927] D[2926] 613 OA90 redep frag l adult >18 years

E[3837] E[3801] 93 OA49 redep 2 frags l subadult/adult >13 years

inh – inhumation; redep – redeposited; s – skull; a – axial skeleton; u – upper limb; l – lower limb

Table 10.36 Summary of results from unburnt bone assemblage
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conditions adverse to good bone survival (McKinley 1997, 
245; Nielsen-Marsh et al 2000; McKinley 2004c, 285) – is 
present amongst the remains from most deposits. The most 
notable exception is the urned burial D[3136], G306, where 
trabecular bone is well represented; the presence of the vessel 
probably helped insulate the bone from the acidic grave fill 
(until disturbed). Some trabecular bone was also recovered 
from C[1011], G448, D[1120], G597 and D[2629], G602; 
in the case of D[1120], G597 the writer carefully cleaned a 
fragment of distal femur only to watch much of the trabecular 
bone disintegrate as soon as the surrounding soil was removed 
and the bone was touched by water. It is probable that all 
the deposits originally contained some trabecular bone that 

has been lost post-depositionally or as an inevitable result of 
excavation and post-excavation processing.

DEMOGRAPHIC DATA
A minimum of three individuals are represented amongst the 
unburnt bone assemblage. Each of the extant graves contained 
the remains of a young adult (Table 10.36). Scraps of 
redeposited bone were also recovered from two other contexts, 
one from the fill of the rectilinear enclosure ditch E[3801], 
G99 bounding enclosure OA49 to the west of the mortuary 
enclosures surrounding the two known graves and the other 
from period 5, phase 1 pit D[2926], G613 in enclosure OA90 

Context no Cut Group no Land use Deposit type Bone weight (g) Age/Sex Comment

B[1003] B[1002] 448 OA134 ?rpd/?un burial + rpd 20.0 subadult/adult >13 

years

B[1011] B[1010] 448 OA134 ?un burial + rpd/?rpd 78.7 subadult/adult >13 

years

??female

B[1013] B[1012] 448 OA134 ?rpd/?un burial + rpd 1.5 >infant

B[1017] B[1016] 448 OA134 u/b + rpd 33.9 subadult/adult >13 

years

B[1035] B[1034] 448 OA134 ?un burial + rpd/?rpd 10.9 >infant

B[1037] 448 OA134 ? <0.1 ?

B[1039] B[1038] 448 OA134 ?rpd/?un burial + rpd 30.4 subadult/adult >13 

years

D[1116] D[1115] 596 OA63 redep 0.5 >infant

D[1120] D[1119] 597 OA63 ?un burial + rpd 106.8 adult >18 years 

??female

D[1172] D[1171] 608 OA64 ?un burial 30.9 >infant

D[1174] D[1173] 597 OA64 ?rpd 7.4 subadult/adult >13 

years

D[1647] D[1646] 608 OA64 ?rpd 3.3 subadult/adult >13 

years

D[2190] D[2190] 134 ST20 redep <0.1 ??animal

D[2236] D[2185] 568 OA61 ?redep 0.7 neonate frag u/b cattle 

tooth

D[2258] D[2257] 99 OA49 redep 0.6 subadult/adult >13 

years

D[2629] D[2628] 612 OA51 ?u burial 33.4 adult >25 years 

??female

animal; cremated 

0.6g; frags u/b 

cattle tooth

D[2927] D[2926] 613 OA90 ? 1.3 ?

D[3102] D[3101] 249 OA50 redep 1.6 subadult/adult >13 

years

D[3136] D[3135] 306 OA90 u burial 893.4 adult c 35–55 years 

?female

osteoarthritis 

– 1C, 1 costo-

vertebral

redep – redeposited; rpd – re-deposited pyre debris; un – un-urned; u – urned; u/b – unburnt 

Table 10.37 Summary of results from cremated bone assemblage
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(together with a fragment of cremated skull vault). All the 
bone is in such poor condition that the normal method of 
calculating minimum numbers of individuals (duplication of 
identifiable skeletal elements) cannot realistically be applied, 
but the absence of evidence for disturbance of the in situ 
burials suggests this redeposited bone cannot have originated 
from either of the known graves. The bone from the ditch fill 
is probably from an individual originally buried in the same 
vicinity as those within the confines of the two mortuary 
enclosures. The mixed deposit of cremated and unburnt bone 
from pit D[2926] could represent the remains of an individual 
subject to incomplete cremation (ie, the body was only partially 
cremated) or could be derived from two different sources – an 
inhumation burial and a cremation-related deposit. In view of 
this uncertainty, these remains have not been included in the 
minimum number count.

The nature of many of the cremation-related deposits is 
unclear. The quantities of bone recovered were generally very 
small (<50g in all except three cases), the bone itself is in poor 
condition and the location of un-urned bone within the cut fill 
was often not recorded or rendered otherwise detectable (eg, 
by quadrant and/or spit excavation). The minimum number 
of individuals identified from the cremated bone assemblage is 
eight, that is one from each of the burials or probable burials, 
plus one from the material recovered from the fill of ditch 
D[2185], G568, part of enclosure OA61 at the extreme west 
end of Area 3, which represents the only neonatal remains from 
the assemblage. A minimum of three adults were identified, 
including one probable female and two most likely female; two 
subadult/adult individuals including one most likely female, 
and two individuals who could be specified only as over 5 
years of age. The generally poor quality of the demographic 
information is a reflection of the poor condition of most of the 
bone and the small quantities available for analysis.

A possible three other individuals may be represented 
within deposits that appear most likely to represent the 
remains of redeposited pyre debris. If this were the case the 
material may have derived from the same cremation as material 
from one of the burials and therefore already be represented 
elsewhere within the assemblage. It is, however, possible 
these deposits represent the remains of un-urned burials with 
redeposited pyre debris (Table 10.37) 

Most of the cremation-related deposits (c 63%) are 
derived from features within two small groups in the north-
east portion of Area 3 (three, possibly six individuals) and the 
north-west part of Area 2b (two individuals). The remains of 
the two urned burials were found in close proximity to each 

other in the north-western part of Area 4 (D[3136], G306 and 
D[2629], G612). The fragments of redeposited cremated bone 
were recovered from various dispersed features across Areas 
3 and 4, generally some distance (c 40–80m) away from the 
burial groups and from each other. It is possible that, with the 
exception of the neonatal remains, these bone fragments could 
relate to one or more of the individuals represented within 
the two burial groups in these areas. The burials may have 
been made a short distance away from where the cremations 
were undertaken and as all the bone surviving at the end of 
cremation was not included in the burials, cremated bone 
fragments may have been scattered or accidentally incorporated 
in extant features or redeposited in later ones.

The form of these burial groups is in keeping with most 
others of this date from the county that comprise similar small 
groups or singletons (Parfitt 2004, 16–17; McKinley 2006, fig 
4). The apparent paucity of immature remains is also familiar 
though not all the known cremation burials from the county 
have been subject to recent osteological analysis and data may 
be missing (Bowden et al 1998; Anderson 1999; Hammond et 
al 2003; McKinley 2006, 8–9). Immature remains may have 
suffered preferential destruction (particularly given the very 
poor condition of the bone and the general low bone weights 
recovered) or accidental exclusion from the secondary part 
of the rite in cases where they were cremated with an adult 
(McKinley 2006, 8–9). Many of the cremation-related deposits 
were recovered from features close to the edges of the excavated 
areas and it is highly likely more such deposits lay in the 
intervening areas.

PATHOLOGY
Unsurprisingly, given the poor condition of the most of 
the bone and the low levels of skeletal recovery, very few 
pathological lesions were observed. Slight calculus (calcified 
plaque) deposits were noted on the tooth crowns from both 
inhumation burials. Lesions indicative of osteoarthritis (Rogers 
& Waldron 1995, 32–46) were recorded at two sites within the 
remains from the urned burial D[3136], G306 (Table 10.37). 
The evidence is insufficient to allow any meaningful comment 
with regard to general health or diet.

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS
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PYRE TECHNOLOGY AND  
CREMATION RITUAL
Efficiency of cremation
With the exception of a few fragments from two burials all 
the surviving bone is white in colour, indicating a high level of 
oxidation (Holden et al 1995a; 1995b). The diplöe of one/both 
plates of a few fragments of skull vault from D[2629], G612 
are black (charred), while single fragments of radius shaft from 
the latter and burial D[3136], G306 are blue/grey, indicative 
of different levels of oxidation (ibid). Numerous intrinsic 
and extrinsic factors may affect the efficiency of cremation, a 
combination of which may come into effect in any one case. 
The incomplete oxidation of such individual bone fragments as 
seen here is likely to reflect a specific factor late in the cremation 
process: for example, a bone fragment falling outside the 
confines of the pyre or falling through the pyre and becoming 
partly or fully buried within the fuel ash (cutting off the heat 
and/or oxygen supply). Both observations could indicate a lack 
of tending of the pyre throughout the cremation process.

The observed levels of oxidation within this assemblage 
could, however, be misleading since less well-oxidised bone may 
have been subject to preferential loss owing to the soil acidity 
(see above, ‘Disturbance and condition’).

Weights of bone for burial
The weights of bone recovered from those deposits that 
appear to have consisted of the remains of burials varied from 
a minimum of 10.9g (B[1035], deposit type uncertain) to a 
maximum of 893.4g (D[3136], truncated urned burial), with 
an average of 169.7g. It is unclear how representative these 
weights are of the original quantity of bone deposited in these 
burials; some bone is likely to have been lost from a small 
proportion (including D[3136], G306) because of disturbance 
(see above); it is also probable that trabecular bone has been 
lost to the acid burial environment and this could, in some 
cases, have doubled the weight of bone within the deposits. 
In general the weights recovered are very low, with only two 
at over 100g. The most representative weight is likely to be 
from the urned burial D[3136], G306, the bone from which 
is in considerably better condition than that from all the other 
deposits and is inclusive of a representative proportion of 
trabecular bone. The weight of bone from D[3136] represents 
c 55.8% of the average expected weight of bone from an adult 
cremation (McKinley 1993).

Comparison with other contemporaneous cemeteries is 
hampered by the unknown level of bone loss and inconclusive 
nature of some of the deposits. The average is low for the 

period, though commensurate figures were obtained at 
Westhampnett, West Sussex (McKinley 1997, 68–9). The 
maximum weight is higher than at the latter and in the upper 
ranges of those obtained from sites of this date in Essex 
and Hertfordshire (Stirland 1989; Garland 2004, table 68; 
McKinley 2008). The reasons for such wide variations in the 
weight of bone included in the burial are currently unclear but 
a potential factor is probably the status/esteem in which the 
individual was held within their community.

Fragmentation
The bone from the deposits within the Area 2b group is all 
heavily fragmented, with the majority of bone from all except 
one deposit being recovered from the 2mm sieve fraction (c 
45–73%) and having a maximum fragment size of between 
11mm and 31mm (in the exceptional case the majority was 
from the 5mm fraction). Within the Area 3 group of deposits 
the majority of the bone in most cases was recovered from the 
5mm sieve fractions (c 40–61.5%), with maximum fragment 
sizes of 11–39mm. Most of the bone from the two adjacent 
urned burials in Area 4 was recovered from the 10mm sieve 
fraction (c 56–72%) with maximum fragment sizes of 35mm 
and 48mm.

Numerous intrinsic factors may affect the size of cremated 
bone fragments including the nature of the deposits, the burial 
conditions, levels of disturbance and excavation/post-excavation 
processing of the bone (McKinley 1994; 2000a; 2004c, 298). 
Here, as expected given the soil acidity and disturbance to 
some deposits, the recorded size of bone fragments from most 
deposits is relatively small. The figures do, however, seem to 
suggest some variation in mortuary practice among those 
burying their dead within the different locations. The generally 
larger fragment sizes from the two urned burials in Area 4 
probably reflect to a great extent their different mode of burial 
– the urns offering the bone increased protection against the 
acidic burial environment and thereby better maintaining the 
original bone fragment size. As there is no indication that the 
remains from Area 2 were subject to greater disturbance than 
those from elsewhere or that the burial environment differed, 
it is possible that the recorded greater fragmentation of bone 
from these deposits is a genuine reflection of a variation in 
pyre tending and mode of recovery of the bone from the pyre 
site for burial. Where a higher level of manipulation of the 
remains was employed this would inevitably lead to increased 
fragmentation of the brittle cremated bone.
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Skeletal elements
A wide range of the bone from individual burials (c 7–62%, 
average 30.7%) could be classified to skeletal element, the 
identifiable proportion tending to reflect the condition 
and quantity of bone available for examination (larger 
quantities in better condition enabling greater levels of 
identification). The usual biases were seen reflecting the 
preferential loss of trabecular bone and difficulties of defining 
the element represented by small fragments of eroded long-
bone shaft, generally resulting in the over-representation of 
the morphologically distinctive skull fragments. The most 
representative evidence is provided by the better-preserved 
bone from the urned burial D[3136], which shows the 
anticipated low proportion of axial skeletal elements (c 
11%; predominantly trabecular bone), but also a slight 
over-representation of lower limb elements (c 56%) and 
slight under-representation of skull elements (c 13%). The 
discrepancies are, however, relatively slight and may reflect a 
number of intrinsic factors; there is no convincing evidence 
to suggest that specific skeletal areas were being preferentially 
included or excluded from the burial.

Tooth roots and the small bones of the hands and feet are 
commonly recovered from cremation burials of all periods. 
Between one and 19 of these small skeletal elements (as distinct 
from small bone fragments) were recovered from four burials, 
the highest number being from the urned burial D[3136]. It 
is believed that the frequent presence of these bones may be 
linked with the mode of recovery employed to collect bone 
from the pyre site for burial, with en masse recovery followed 
by subsequent winnowing rather than the hand-recovery of 
individual fragments (McKinley 2004b; 2004c, 300–301). The 
variability of their presence in the burials from Brisley Farm 
may be a genuine reflection of different modes of recovery of 
bone from the pyre sites, reflecting variations within rather 
than between groups in this instance.

Pyre/grave goods
A small quantity of cremated animal bone of unknown 
species and fragments of unburnt cattle tooth were recovered 
from the remains of one urned burial D[2629]. The inclusion 
of animal remains as pyre offerings is a common feature of the 
rite across the temporal range. There are limited British data 
for the Iron Age, but pig and domestic fowl tend to feature 
strongly both here and elsewhere in Europe (Méniel 1993; 
McKinley et al 1997).

Redeposited pyre debris
Pyre debris was commonly observed in the grave fills, occurring 
almost exclusively in association with the un-urned burials. The 
presence of such material is common throughout most of the 
temporal range and British geographic areas (McKinley 2000b, 
41–2; 2004c, 304–6), and is indicative – amongst other things 
– of the proximity of the pyre site to the place of burial.

The distribution of the fuel ash within the grave fill is 
often unclear, no visual distinction between the remains of 
the burial (bone concentration) and the deposit of pyre debris 
having been made in most cases, suggesting the latter had 
intermingling with the former in the period between deposition 
and excavation (excavation of the features in quadrants might 
have enabled the distribution of the bone to be ascertained 
in post-excavation analysis of the remains). In grave B[1034], 
G448 (0.13m deep), the fills of which comprised two layers of 
silt sandwiching a charcoal-rich deposit, slightly over half of 
the bone was recovered from the upper silty layer suggesting 
the pyre debris represented the initial mortuary deposit with 
the burial made over it. In the one case where pyre debris was 
recovered with the remains of an urned burial, small deposits 
appear to have been made both before burial and to one side of 
the vessel following its deposition.

Formation processes
Of the five deposits excavated by subcontexts, two (D[1173], 
G597 and D[3102], G249) were non-burial contexts and no 
details of formation processes were ascertainable. In D[1172] 
the subcontexts represented the distinction between the small 
amount of bone (11.6% total) disturbed during machining 
(skull) and the in situ fill. B[1035] from B[1034], G448 has 
been discussed above. In the urned burial D[3136], G306 
the depths of the three divisions were not recorded and their 
relationship is only relative, so no reliable comment can be 
made concerning the potential relevance of the distribution 
of bone by quantity. What is clear, however, is that there was 
a much more even distribution of elements in the ‘top’ level, 
the lower levels containing predominantly (70%) lower limb, 
but individual elements from all skeletal areas were mixed 
throughout the fill. This indicates there was no strictly ordered 
deposition of elements within the burial.
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10.17  THE CREMATED BONE FROM 
THE BRISLEY FARM SCHOOL SITE
Lucy Sibun

A small quantity of cremated bone was recovered from possible 
early Roman burial L[544], fill of cremation pit L[545] 
(G671, OA175; period 5, phase 1). The bone was recovered 
through environmental processing (sample <38>) and collected 
as 2–4mm and 4–8mm fractions, each producing 10g of 
off-white, calcined bone. The majority of the assemblage is 
unfortunately unidentifiable but possible fragments of human 
cranium were identified in the 4–8mm fraction.

10.18  STABLE ISOTOPE ANALYSIS OF 
HUMAN AND FAUNAL MATERIAL
Julia Lee-Thorp

SAMPLING AND METHODS
A representative sample of bone fragments were chosen for 
analysis from burials BC1 and BC2. The samples included both 
human bone and faunal remains from the burials and faunal 
remains from other, unassociated Iron Age contexts. All the 
bone fragments were highly fragmented and appeared not to be 
promising for collagen extraction. This proved to be the case, as 
extraction failed to provide any organic material that met the 
standards of collagen, from any of the material sampled.

Collagen extraction and analysis
The selected samples were washed in deionised water, before 
the demineralisation step using 0.5 M HCl, with the material 
held at 4°C. The samples were centrifuged and rinsed 3x 
in deionised water, and the water removed. The remaining 
material was gelatinised in a weakly acid solution (pH 3), 
heated at 70°C for 48 hours, and then filtered using Ezee filters. 
The product was dried in a freeze-drier.

Between 0.9 and 1.1mg was weighed into a tin capsule 
that was folded and secured. All samples were loaded into a 
Roboprep elemental analyser coupled to a Europa 20–20 for 
sample combustion to N2 and CO2 and measurement of C and 
N isotopes, along with internal standards.

Enamel preparation and analysis
After cleaning (gentle abrasion with the microdrill), about 5mg 
enamel powder was obtained by abrasion with a microdrill 
equipped with a diamond-tipped burr, from a sample of five 

teeth. The powder was pre-treated in a 2ml micro-centrifuge 
tube, using first 1.8ml of NaOCl solution (~1.7% v/v) for 
30 minutes, rinsing and centrifugation, and then 1.8ml of 
0.1M acetic acid for 10 minutes, again followed by rinsing 
and centrifugation. The sample was freeze-dried before being 
weighed (~1.5mg) into a septum tube. CO2 was produced 
by hydrolysis with 100% phosphoric acid at 70°C in a 
Gasbench II and introduced to a Thermo Finnigan Delta V 
mass spectrometer for isotopic analysis. External and internal 
standards were included in the run (Table 10.38).

RESULTS
None of the samples prepared for collagen gave a molar C/N 
value (a robust control on quality of collagen, where we expect 
values between 2.9 and 3.5), showing that they are highly 
degraded collagen and/or include a high proportion of humates 
(Table 10.38). The δ13C values suggest a strong influence from 
humates. The δ15N values are meaningless, partly because 
of the degraded nature of the collagen residues and high 
proportion of humates, and partly because of the very low gas 
yields. Although the enamel seemed quite soft (ie, perhaps 
slightly demineralised) the results are entirely reasonable. The 
δ13C values of about -13‰ are standard for a temperate C3 
environment such as the UK, so come as no surprise. δ18O 
values around +25‰ to +26‰ are expected for much of the 
United Kingdom (including Kent), but the specimen giving 
+23.1‰ may indicate an origin in a region where rainfall δ18O 
is lower. Current isotope/rainfall maps for the United Kingdom 
show that the lowest values are found in East Anglia and in the 
mountains to the north-east in Scotland, so this animal may 
have come from a different region. However, one cannot draw 
firm conclusions from one tooth/one analysis as δ18O can be 
variable on inter-annual scales.

It does seem that useful data can be extracted from the 
tooth enamel even where the preservation of skeletons is too 
poor to allow extraction of collagen.
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10.19  THE ANIMAL BONE FROM 
BRISLEY FARM
Gemma Ayton

INTRODUCTION
Excavations recovered over 10,000 fragments of animal bone 
from 393 contexts, which included pit and ditch fills as well as 
contexts associated with the area of cremation-related features 
and the burials. The assemblages, especially those from the 
earlier contexts, are in a poor condition owing to the acidic 
burial environment and a seasonally fluctuating water table 
that caused buried deposits to be repeatedly waterlogged. 
Consequently, a high percentage of bone is calcified and highly 
fragmented resulting in the majority of the specimens being 
unidentifiable.

METHODOLOGY
Where possible, the bone was identified to species and skeletal 
element represented though no attempt was made to differentiate 
between sheep and goat or between horse and donkey. The sheep 
assemblage may include goat specimens but will be referred to 
only as sheep to avoid confusion. Undiagnostic fragments, such 
as long bones and ribs have been categorised as cattle-size or 
sheep-size and included in the percentage of identifiable bone 
in the cattle and sheep counts respectively. Epiphyseal fusion 
was recorded and subsequently interpreted using data provided 
by Silver (1969). Although tooth wear stages were recorded, 
not enough data were available to produce any viable results. 
Where measurements were possible these were undertaken using 
methods outlined by von den Driesch (1976) and each fragment 
was studied for signs of butchery, pathology and burning.

The data were then analysed to produce the number of 
identifiable species (NISP) and minimum number of elements 
(MNE) counts where possible. NISP totals include all skeletal 
elements such as skull fragments and vertebrae and minimum 
number of individuals (MNI) was calculated by taking the side, 
part and proportion of the bone remaining into consideration.

Sample no Sample identity Mass (g) δ13C δ15N %C %N C/N Comment

δ13C measurements are 

reported vs PDB, and δ15N 
vs AIR

BRF01 BC1 human bone fragment 0.48 -27.1 9.6 3.13 0.40 9.1

BRF01 BC1 associated pig mandible bone 0.90 -23.7 8.6 3.40 0.88 4.5

BRF01 BC2 human femur sample a 0.87 -25.8 8.9 2.38 0.28 10.1

BRF01 BC2 human femur sample b 1.20 -26.3 13.5 2.49 0.28 10.4 duplicate

BRF01 E[3392] animal 1 bone a 1.03 -29.6 8.1 1.81 0.18 11.8

BRF01 E[3392] animal 1 bone b 1.82 -28.8 8.0 1.75 0.19 10.9 duplicate

BRF01 E[3392] animal 2 bone a 0.99 -27.7 10.0 1.40 0.06 29.1

BRF01 E[3392] animal 2 bone b 1.21 -26.9 -4.1 0.86 0.05 20.8 duplicate

BRF01 E[3458] animal cattle tooth dentine 0.25 -25.4 12.1 5.50 0.96 6.7

None of these samples gave reasonable C/N values, indicating that they are not collagen

Analyses of tooth enamel mineral

Sample no Sample identity δ13C σ δ18O σ Comment

δ13C reported vs PDB, and 

δ18O vs SMOW

BRF01 burial BC1 associated pig tooth -12.8 0.18 26.3 0.53

BRF01 E[3392] tooth 1 -12.4 0.04 25.0 0.08

BRF01 E[3392] tooth 2 -12.7 0.06 25.7 0.12

BRF01 E[3421] cattle tooth -14.4 0.03 26.0 0.09

BRF01 E[3458] cattle tooth -12.7 0.04 23.1 0.09

Standards run

Marble laboratory standard 0.5 0.11 21.9 0.35

Merck CaCO3 laboratory standard -35.5 0.18 13.3 0.02 n = 4

NBS18 international standard -5.0 0.07 7.3 0.16 n = 2

NBS19 international standard 1.9 0.06 28.7 0.16 n = 1

Table 10.38 Analyses of collagen/organic
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NUMBER OF IDENTIFIABLE SPECIES (NISP)
The following taxa were identified: cattle (Bos taurus); sheep/
goat (Ovis/Capra); pig (Sus scrofa); equid (Equidae); dog (Canis 
familiaris); hare/rabbit (Leporid) The number of fragments 
from each taxon are shown in Tables 10.39 and 10.40 and the 
relative percentages of the three main domesticates shown in 
Figs 10.29 and 10.30.

Periods 2 and 3
The relative percentages of the three main domesticates are 
similar in periods 2 and 3. Cattle dominate the assemblages, 
followed by sheep. There is no evidence for pig from these 
two periods.

Period 4
Cattle, sheep and pig are all represented in the Late Iron Age. 
Cattle dominate the assemblage, followed by sheep and then 
pig respectively (Table 10.39).

Period 5
Cattle dominate the assemblage throughout the Roman period. 
The majority of the bone was recovered from period 5, phase 
1, the earliest Roman phase. Just three fragments of pig bones 
were recovered, suggesting that they did not play an important 
role in the diet.

Period 7
The NISP counts for period 7 reflect an increase in the 
number of sheep at the expense of cattle. The number of pig 
bones also increases though they are still the least abundant 
taxon (Table 10.40).

Period 8
The NISP count shows an increase in the quantity of pig bones 
recovered though the assemblage is still dominated by cattle, 
followed by sheep and then pig (Table 10.40).

MINIMUM NUMBER OF INDIVIDUALS (MNI)
It was not possible to calculate MNI for the Iron Age and 
Roman periods as these assemblages are dominated by small 
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Fig 10.29 NISP as percentage for all periods

Fig 10.30 The percentage NISP count of the three main domesticates by 
broad chronological period 

Period 2 3 4 4, ph 

1

4, ph 

2a

4, ph 

2b

4, ph 

2c

Taxon

Cattle 17 158 76 35 208 550 780

Sheep 6 49 31 12 41 269 89

Pig 10 17 9

Equid 9 6

Dog 1

Leporid

Small mammal 2

Unidentified 27 235 126 57 185 1479 694

Totals 50 216 243 104 434 2322 1574

Table 10.39 NISP count for periods 2–4

Period 5, ph 

1

5, ph 

2

5, ph 

3

7, ph 

1

7, ph 

2

8 9

Taxon

Cattle 557 17 12 44 412 120 54

Sheep 105 9 62 289 54 116

Pig 3 6 64 34 1

Horse 4 1

Dog 1 1

Leporid 2

Small mammal 3

Unidentified 1111 11 8 29 186 30 21

Totals 1776 28 29 141 961 240 192

Table 10.40 NISP count for periods 5–9
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tooth fragments and fractured long bones. In order to calculate 
MNI for the medieval and post-medieval periods, all the phases 
within each period have been combined, which has resulted in 
assemblages large enough to undertake the analysis.

Period 7
Cattle are the most abundant taxon during the medieval period 
in terms of NISP and MNI. MNI counts reveal that pig is 
the second most abundant, followed by sheep. The latter are 
over-represented in terms of NISP, probably as a result of the 
fragmentary nature of the assemblage, which includes a large 
quantity of sheep-size ribs and long-bone fragments.

Period 8
MNI counts suggest that sheep may be under-represented in the 
NISP counts and that they were the most abundant taxon during 
the post-medieval period, followed by cattle and then pig.

 BODY PART DATA
Periods 2 and 3
Cattle, sheep, horse and pig are all represented primarily by 
teeth, mandible and cranial fragments though a number of 
calcified long-bone and rib fragments have also survived. In 
an environment hostile to preservation an assemblage like 
this is not uncommon as the enamel of a tooth crown is the 
most resistant skeletal tissue. Calcified bone also survives well 
compared to unburnt bone as it is markedly more resistant 
to destruction in the soil (Mays 1998). The composition 
of the assemblages from periods 2 and 3 may be a result of 
taphonomic factors rather than a reflection of a particular 
butchery or disposal technique.

Period 4
Although the period 4 assemblage is much larger than 
the period 2 and 3 assemblages, in terms of body part 

representation all three periods are very similar. Cattle, sheep 
and pig are all represented by large numbers of teeth fragments 
with a much smaller percentage of other skeletal elements and 
the period 4 assemblage also includes a large number of burnt 
and calcified fragments.

Period 5
Period 5, phase 1 produced the largest amount of animal bone 
in this period. In terms of body part representation, the period 
5 assemblage is similar to both the Early and Late Iron Age 
assemblages, with cattle, sheep and pig represented by large 
numbers of teeth fragments and calcified bone.

Period 7
During the medieval period, cattle, pig and sheep are 
represented by bones from both meat joints and skeletal 
extremities. Sheep and pig are represented by relative quantities 
of all bones though there is an abundance of cattle skeletal 
extremities. This suggests that all of the animals were butchered 
and eaten on site though a quantity of cattle meat joints were 
eaten and discarded elsewhere.

Period 8
The post-medieval assemblage is small and fragmented and so 
data regarding body part representation are scarce. Cattle, sheep 
and pig are represented by all skeletal elements but with a much 
higher number of skeletal extremities. This may be due to the 
highly fragmented nature of the assemblage, which is dominated 
by long-bone fragments that are hard to identify. The abundance 
of elements normally discarded during the primary butchery 
process could represent the move from consumer site to producer 
site, with the animals being killed in the area but eaten elsewhere.

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS

Taxon MNI

Cattle 7

Sheep 3

Pig 4

Table 10.41 MNI for the medieval period

Taxon MNI

Cattle 5

Sheep 7

Pig 2

Table 10.42 MNI for the post-medieval period

Skeletal part Cattle Sheep Pig

Mandible 59 19 8

Cranium 2   

Teeth 39 22 13

Scapula 9 9 3

Humerus 2 2 2

Radius 3 4 2

Ulna 3  6

Pelvis    

Femur 3 1  

Tibia 4 3 1

Calcaneum    

Metapodial 20 3  

Phalange 1 16  1

Table 10.43 Body part representation (number of fragments) for the three 
main domesticated species, period 7



LIVING BY THE SWORD: THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF BRISLEY FARM, ASHFORD, KENT

344

AGE DATA
Periods 2–5
The assemblages from all periods are dominated by small 
tooth fragments and poorly preserved mandibles that were too 
fragmented to provide any useful data regarding tooth eruption 
and wear.

Period 7
Epipyseal fusion data indicate that a high percentage of cattle 
were killed before reaching 2–3 years of age, with 77% of the 
specimens in this group being unfused indicating that they 
may have been killed for meat. A small number of specimens 
from older animals were recovered, perhaps representing the 
remains of a breeding population or animals that were utilised 
for traction (Table 10.44).

Only a small number of sheep specimens provided 
epipyseal fusion data though the assemblage was dominated 
by fused specimens and no evidence of juvenile or neonatal 
animals was recovered (Table 10.45). As unfused specimens 
are more prone to destruction it cannot be assumed that their 
absence from the archaeological record is proof that lamb 
was not consumed though the presence of fused specimens 
indicates that at least a small percentage of the population was 
utilised for secondary products such as wool.

The epipyseal fusion data (Table 10.46) for pig indicate 
that the prime meat-producing age was around 2–3 years of 
age, though these results are based on a very small number of 
specimens. Pigs do not provide secondary products and are 

bred and slaughtered for their meat though a small population 
may have been retained beyond that age for breeding purposes.

Period 8
The fragmentary nature of the post-medieval assemblage means 
that there are no age data available for sheep and pig. A limited 

Age Skeletal part Fused Unfused Total % fused

7–18 mnths scapula 3    

radius, proximal 2    

 humerus, distal 1    

 phalange 1 4    

Total 10  10 100

2–3 years tibia, distal 1 1   

metapodial, distal 2 5   

Total 3 6 9 33

3.5–4 years ulna, proximal   

humerus, 

proximal

  

 femur, proximal 1 1  

 femur, distal   

 radius, distal   

 tibia, proximal   

 calcaneum   

Total 1 1 2 50

Table 10.44 Epiphyseal fusion data for cattle, period 7

Age Skeletal part Fused Unfused Total % fused

7–18 

months

scapula 1   

humerus, distal 1   

 radius, proximal 1   

 phalange   

Total 3  3 100

2–3 years ulna, proximal   

 radius, distal   

metapodial, distal   

 femur, proximal 1  

 tibia, distal 1   

 calcaneum   

Total 1 1  2 50

3.5–4 

years

humerus, 

proximal

   

femur, distal   

 tibia, proximal   

Total     

Table 10.45 Epiphyseal fusion data for sheep, period 7

Age Skeletal part Fused Unfused Total % fused

7–18 

months

scapula 1   

humerus, distal 2   

 radius, proximal 3 1  

Total 6 1 7 86

2–3 

years

metapodial, distal   

phalange 1   

 tibia, distal 1  

 fibula, distal   

 calcaneum   

Total 1 1 2 50

3.5–4 

years

radius, distal   

femur, proximal   

 femur, distal   

 tibia, proximal   

 ulna   

 fibula, proximal   

Total     

Table 10.46 Epiphyseal fusion data for pig, period 7 
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amount of data was extracted for cattle (Table 10.47) and the 
evidence suggests that the prime meat-producing age was older 
than during the medieval period, perhaps around 3–4 years. 
The two fused specimens in the late fusing group (3–4 years) 
may represent animals utilised for secondary products.

METRICAL DATA
Owing to the fragmentary nature of the assemblage very few 
measurements were taken. All measurements are available in 
the archive.

GROUP ANALYSIS
Group 540, OA147; period 4, phase 2c
This group consists of 163 fragments of cattle mandibles and 
teeth that were recovered from a large pit opposite burial 
BC1. The assemblage is in poor condition but may represent 
the deposition of cattle skulls that could be the remains of a 
primary butchery stage or have a more ritualistic significance, 
perhaps being associated with the burial. Grant (1984, 
223) claims that similar special deposits can be identified at 
Danebury, Hampshire though the majority of skulls in this case 
were sheep with a high incidence of dog and horse craniums.

DISCUSSION
The fragmented nature of the Middle Bronze Age, Iron Age 
and early Roman animal bone assemblages leaves us with 
very little evidence regarding animal exploitation. Cattle and 
sheep are represented throughout these periods, with cattle 
dominating the assemblages.

Equid teeth have been recovered from Iron Age ditch 
contexts (E[3327], G35, OA17/18 and E[3332], G217, 
OA15/18). The importance of horses as working and meat-
bearing animals is well documented (Harding 1974) and 
most Iron Age assemblages have produced evidence of horses 
that were valued as working and meat-bearing animals (Jones 
& Dimbleby 1981, 184). Horse jawbones and/or teeth may 
have a more ritualistic and significant meaning – excavations 
at the Iron Age hillfort at Danebury produced examples of 
horse mandibles being deliberately placed in ‘special deposits’ 
(Grant 1984, 221). The ditches in G35, OA17 have good 
evidence of placed deposits, including pottery and fired clay, 
and the horse teeth may represent animal heads that were also 
deliberately placed. The evidence of elaborate horse trappings 
from some Iron Age sites suggests that the ownership of horses 
may have been highly regarded (Maltby 1996, 23). The ability 
to offer a particularly expensive animal may reflect on the 
social standing or wealth of the individual or group making the 
sacrifice or offering (Reitz & Wing 1999, 276). Grant offers 
another explanation for the use of horse as religious offerings, 
suggesting that horses were offered because their loss to the 
community may not have been as serious as the loss of those 
animals that provided essentials such as wool and meat (Grant 
1984, 223).

During the medieval period we see an increase in the 
number of sheep and pig bones recovered and this may 
indicate an intensification of the wool industry or an increased 
preference for pork, lamb and mutton. Age data for cattle 
suggest an emphasis on meat over secondary products, with 
body part representation suggesting that some of the meat 
slaughtered on the site was consumed elsewhere.

CONCLUSION
Because of the poor condition of the animal bone assemblage 
it is difficult to draw any firm conclusions regarding the 
animal husbandry regimes from the Early Iron Age to the post-
medieval period. The three main domesticates dominate the 
assemblages and the frequent occurrence of horse and cattle 
teeth, particularly in periods 2, 3 and 4, may have a ritualistic 
significance representing special deposits, with deliberately 
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Age Skeletal part Fused Unfused Total % fused

7–18 

months

scapula 1    

radius, proximal 1    

 humerus, distal     

 phalange 1 5 2   

Total 7 2 9 78

2–3 years tibia, distal  1   

metapodial, distal 2   

Total  3 3 0

3.5–4 years ulna, proximal   

humerus, 

proximal

  

femur, proximal 1  

d.femur   

d.radius 2 1  

tibia, proximal   

calcaneum   

Total 2 2 4 50

Table 10.47 Epiphyseal fusion data for cattle, period 8
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placed skulls representing religious offerings. The large quantity 
of teeth is more likely, however, to be a result of preservation 
bias since teeth survive better than bone because of their hard 
enamel surface. This theory is supported by the poor condition 
of the remainder of the assemblage, which suggests that it is not 
a true representation of the use and disposal of animals and their 
remains during the actual occupation of the site.

10.20  THE ANIMAL BONE FROM 
CHRISTCHURCH CE HIGH SCHOOL
Lucy Sibun

The site produced 124 fragments (660g) of bone. This small 
assemblage was recovered from 10 contexts, nine of which date 
to the Middle/Late Bronze Age or to the Late Bronze Age/Early 
Iron Age period and one which date to the Late Iron Age.

The Middle Bronze Age to Early Iron Age assemblage 
consists of 119 fragments, 93 of which are identified as cattle, 
sheep or pig. The remainder was unidentifiable. Cattle comprise 
61 fragments (65% of identified sample) and are represented by 
teeth, long bones, a rib, metapodials and tarsals. All identified 
fragments are from adult animals and the minimum number of 
individuals (MNI) was calculated as one. Sheep are represented 
by 29 fragments (31% of identified sample) and long-bone, 
tooth and innominate fragments are present. The MNI is two, 
one mature and one immature (younger than 2 years). Pig is 
represented by only three fragments. These consist of two long 
bones and a metapodial fragment, all from immature animals 
(younger than 2 years). The MNI is one.

The assemblage contains some fragments that have been 
partially charred and some evidence for butchery. A cattle rib 
and distal humerus and a distal tibia of sheep have all been cut 
through. This could be associated with the dismemberment and 
jointing of the carcass.

The Late Iron Age assemblage consists of five fragments of 
bone, all in J[523]. These were all burnt to a white/grey colour. 
Two were identified as sheep-size long-bone fragments; the 
remaining fragments were unidentified.

10.21  MARINE MOLLUSCS FROM 
BRISLEY FARM
David Dunkin

Twenty-four contexts contained marine molluscs (Table 
10.48). The entire assemblage consists of just one species, 
Ostra edulis (Common oyster), and came from two phases 
of occupation, period 7, phase 2 and period 8 (13th–14th 
centuries and post-medieval).

Twenty-two of the contexts had five or fewer fragments 
represented (left or right valves) where the umbo/hinge was 
intact. B[2076], G458 and B[2093], G466 produced 15 and 
six individuals respectively. B[2076] is described as a layer 
within a ditch, probably a midden deposit, and of medieval date 
(13th/14th century). The context lay within an area containing a 
building (ST29) and a stone yard (ST25). B[2093] is described 

Group 

no

Context 

no

Feature type Period Land use

n/a B[2007] ploughsoil n/a n/a

459 B[2009] stone surface 

(yard)

7, ph 2 ST25

459 B[2018] ‘natural’ 7, ph 2 ST25

459 B[2022] subsoil 7, ph 2 ST25

469 B[2026] pit 8 OA130

N/A B[2029] ploughsoil N/A n/a

466 B[2043] occupation layer 7, ph 2 OA126

466 B[2072] building 7, ph 2 OA126

458 B[2076] midden layer 7, ph 2 ST25

466 B[2090] building 7, ph 2 OA126

466 B[2091] building 7, ph 2 OA126

466 B[2092] buried 

ploughsoil

7, ph 2 OA126

466 B[2093] rubbish deposit 7, ph 2 OA126

480 B[2104] layer (trample 

and access 

point)

7, ph 2 OA128

482 B[2141] spread 7, ph 2 ST24

472 B[2160] ditch 8 OA129

475 B[2164] unidentified 

feature

7, ph 2 OA126

483 B[2170] building collapse 8 ST32

484 B[2171] midden deposit 8 ST32

569 B[2196] boundary ditch 8 OA131

469 B[2208] pit 8 OA130

457 B[2256] ditch 7, ph 2 OA128/ST29

457 B[2257] ditch 7, ph 2 OA128/ST29

571 B[2266] ? 8 OA130

Table 10.48 Brisley Farm Southern Farm complex (Area 2a) contexts with 
marine molluscs (Ostrea edulis only)
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as a rubbish deposit, also of 13th- /14th-century date and within 
the southern sector of an enclosed area (OA126) containing a 
building (ST27) and associated yard surface (ST26).

Juveniles (<4 years old) make up c 70% of the entire 
assemblage of oyster shells (all contexts). The remaining older 
individuals, particularly from B[2076], show evidence of shell 
distortion and small size related to age. Furthermore, there is a 
high level of infestation of the older individuals (polychaete worm 
and burrowing sponge). The combined evidence suggests that 
local oyster was being exploited from overcrowded colonies and 
was not being ‘farmed’. The low abundance level and retrieval 
of oyster remains also suggests that it was not an important 
food resource at the site during the medieval and post-medieval 
periods. Moreover, oyster appears to have become a diminishing 
resource through the life of the site. It is worth mentioning that 
oyster shell was also utilised in the medieval period for other 
purposes, such as filler for mortar and for pottery.

It is probable that much of the oyster assemblage from the 
Southern Farm complex represents manuring matrices from 
post-abandonment phases.

The source of the oyster may, given the site’s proximity to 
the Upper Medway, derive from the Medway/Thames estuaries.

10.22  THE CHARCOAL FROM 
BRISLEY FARM
Rowena Gale

INTRODUCTION
A programme of environmental sampling indicated the 
widespread occurrence of charcoal relating to occupation from 
the Middle to Late Bronze Age until the post-medieval period. 
The condition of the charcoal deteriorated noticeably in features 
on the eastern side of the site (ie, Areas 1, 2a and 2b), perhaps in 
response to fluctuating water levels.

Much of the charcoal examined originated from pyre fuel 
debris and, apart from a few undated samples from Area 8, these 
deposits provided the largest samples. Subsequent occupation 
was agricultural and associated charcoal originated from 
domestic and farming activities. Sixty-six samples from Bronze 
Age to medieval contexts were selected for full analysis. Species 
identification was undertaken to obtain environmental data and 
evidence of woodland management, and to examine the use of 
woodland resources in the local economy, especially for ritual 
and funerary purposes during the Late Iron Age.

METHODOLOGY
Bulk soil samples were processed by flotation and sieving. The 
resulting flots and residues were scanned under low magnification 
and the charcoal separated from plant macrofossils. Hand-collected 
charcoal was also examined. Intact segments of narrow roundwood 
were infrequent. Charcoal fragments measuring >2mm in radial 
cross-section were considered for species identification. Large 
samples were subsampled before identification as follows: 10% – 
I[8525], G591; 25% – I[8904], G593; 50% – C[1013], G448; 
E[1424], G219; C[1007], G491.

The samples were prepared using standard methods (Gale 
& Cutler 2000). The anatomical structures were examined using 
incident light on a Nikon Labophot-2 compound microscope at 
magnifications up to × 400 and matched to prepared reference 
slides of modern wood; when possible, the maturity of the wood 
was assessed (ie, heartwood/sapwood).

RESULTS
The taxa identified are presented in Table 10.49. Classification 
follows that of Flora Europaea (Tutin et al 1964–93). Group 
names are given when anatomical differences between related 
genera are too slight to allow secure identification to genus level. 
These include members of the Pomoideae (Crataegus, Malus, Pyrus 
and Sorbus) and Salicaceae (Salix and Populus). When a genus 
is represented by a single species in the British flora, it is named 
as the most likely origin of the wood, given the provenance and 
periods, but it should be noted that it is rarely possible to name 
individual species from wood features and exotic species of trees 
and shrubs were introduced to Britain from an early period 
(Godwin 1956; Mitchell 1974). The anatomical structure of the 
charcoal was consistent with the following taxa or groups of taxa:
• Aceraceae Acer campestre L, field maple
• Betulaceae Alnus glutinosa (L) Gaertner, European alder;  

  Betula sp, birch
• Corylaceae Corylus avellana L, hazel
• Fagaceae Quercus sp, oak
• Oleaceae Fraxinus excelsior L, ash
• Rosaceae , subfamilies:
• Pomoideae, which include Crataegus sp, hawthorn; Malus 

sp, apple; Pyrus sp, pear; Sorbus spp, rowan, service tree 
and whitebeam. These taxa are anatomically similar; one or 
more taxa may be represented in the charcoal

• Prunoideae, which include Prunus spinosa L, blackthorn, 
and P. avium (L) L, cherry/ plum

• Salicaceae Salix sp, willow, and Populus sp, poplar. In 
most respects these taxa are anatomically similar.

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS
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Context 

no

Group no/land 

use

Description Acer Alnus Betula Corylus Fraxinus Pomoideae Prunus Quercus Salicaceae

Period 2
D[1278] G1, OA3, OA4, 

TD1

fill of ditch D[1277], 

?part of field/trackway 

boundary

3u

D[2270] G14, OA1, OA3 fill of enclosure ditch 

D[2269], part of field 

system

cf 2 3h

D[3894] G11, TD1 fill of ditch D[2244], 

part of field system

2u

E[3866] G20, OA1 fill of pit E[3865] 2 4h
E[3887] 3 6h, 4u
E[3888] cf 1 1 3 2 33h, 20s
E[3889] 1 1 4 4 6h, 31r, 

7s
 Period 3
E[2268] G36, OA15, OA16 fill of ditch/ gully 

E[2267]

3h

 Period 4
C[1013] G448, OA134

 

fill of un-urned 

cremation burial 

C[1012]

64h, 41s

C[1011] fill of un-urned 

cremation burial 

C[1010]

76h, 2r, 

5s

C[1017] fill of urned cremation 

C[1016]

4 3 33r, 1s, 

3u
C[1035.1] fill of un-urned 

cremation burial 

C[1034]

1 24h, 2r, 

104s

C[1039] cut from cremation 

burial C[1038]

54h

E[1423] G219, OA168 (a) top of main fill of 

cremation pyre pit

33h, 37r, 

42s, 3u
E[1424] (b) main fill of 

cremation pyre pit

41h, 13r, 

36s, 5u
G[6648] G59, OA19, OA20, 

OA22

fill of gully G[6647], 

associated with pot

3h

H[7816] G335, OA74 fill of pit H[7812] 2h, 1r
Period 4, phase 1
D[1015] G123, OA40, 

OA41

southern enclosure, 

fill of ditch D[1003]

3h

E[2245] G89, OA35 fill of ditch E[2244], 

part of rectangular 

enclosure

2 19h

E[2308] G94, OA36, OA37 fill of gully E[2307], 

northern enclosure

6h, 2s, 4u 1

E[3081] G116, ST5 fill of ditch/gully 

E[3080], roundhouse 

gully?

1 19h 4

E[3891] G120, ST6 fill of ditch/gully 

E[3890], ST6

1 1 26h, 3u

E[3907] G116, ST4 fill of ditch/gully 

E[3906], ST4

2u, 3s

Table 10.49 Charcoal quantification and taxa from Brisley Farm
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Context 

no

Group no/land 

use

Description Acer Alnus Betula Corylus Fraxinus Pomoideae Prunus Quercus Salicaceae

Period 4, phase 2
D[1120] G449, OA63,OA54 fill of cremation pyre 

base D[1119]

81h, 52s

D[1174] G449, OA64 fill of cremation pyre 

base D[1173]

8u

D[1572] G147, OA54 fill of D[1190], central 

enclosure

81h, 3u

D[1705] G298/449, OA64 fill of pyre/ hearth 

D[1701+2]

3u

E[3601] G253, OA43 fill of gully E[3600], 

?partial ring-gully

2h

Period 4, phase 2b
E[2826] G224, OA45, TD8 fill of ditch/gully 

E[1374], burial 

enclosure

2 4h, 1r, 5u

E[2876] G207, BC2 fill of posthole 

E[2875], BC2, forming 

enclosure

2h

E[3163] G137, OA48 primary fill of ditch/

gully E[3162], burial 

enclosure 

cf 1 cf 1 16h, 5r, 

5s, 7u

E[3165] fill of ditch/gully 

E[3162], burial 

enclosure

cf 1 3 13h, 8r, 

5s, 9u

E[3167] fill of ditch/gully 

E[3265], burial 

enclosure

2 46h 1

E[3191] G249, OA48 fill of ditch E[3166], 

forms track/enclosure

2h, 3u

E[3244] G139, OA152, 

OA48

fill of ditch/gully 

E[3240]

cf 3 9h

Period 4, phase 2c
D[2497] G172, OA51 fill of enclosure ditch 

D[2496]

6h

Period 5, phase 1
A[563] G337, OA148 fill of pit A[562] 1 cf 1 55h, 8r, 

21s, 2u
E[1371] G515, OA77 fill of posthole/pit 

E[1370]

1h

Period 5, phase 2 
E[3127] G274, TD14 fill of ditch E[1299], 

recutting of west 

track

1r

Period 5, phase 3
A[537] G334, OA147 fill of pit A[536] ? 

hearth/kiln

3u

Period 6
C[1021.1] G430, OA136 fill of pit C[1020] 64h, 2s
C[1059] fill of pit C[1058] 41h, 28s, 

3u
C[1019] fill of pit C[1018] 3h
C[1019.1] 1 102h, 1s
C[1019b] 1 163h, 11s

Table 10.49 continued
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Period 2
Open Areas (OA) 1, 3 and 4 consisted of fields bounded by 
ditches as part of coaxial field system for stock. These were 
crossed by Track/Droveway (TD) 1 running north–south. 
The origin of small quantities of charcoal obtained from 
ditch fills D[1278], G1, D[2270], G14 and D[3894], G11 is 
uncertain but they may relate either to agricultural activities or 
to domestic fires used by the farmers. The charcoal consisted 
mostly of oak (Quercus sp), although blackthorn (Prunus 
spinosa) was (provisionally) identified in D[2270].

A considerable amount of charcoal was collected from the 
fills of the large pit E[3865] (dated to 1410–1000 cal BC) in 
G20, OA1. Much of the charcoal was too degraded to identify; 
the taxa identified included oak, blackthorn, the hawthorn/
Sorbus group (Pomoideae), hazel (Corylus avellana) and field 
maple (Acer campestre). Although of unknown origin, oak 
clearly formed the major fuel resource. The charcoal was too 
fragmented to assess the use of managed woodland.

Period 3
Open fields OA15 and OA16 were located about 100–200m 
from the flood plain and were possibly used for grazing stock. 
Oak charcoal was sparsely present in the fill of the associated 
enclosure ditch E[2267], G36.

Period 4
During the Late Iron Age and early Roman period the area was 
dedicated to mortuary monuments and funerary activities.

A cremation cemetery in OA134 was located at the 
southern end of the excavated site, where burials in G448 
included urned and un-urned cremation deposits. Charcoal-
rich deposits, often with relatively large fragments, were 
recorded in several of the un-urned cremation burials, thus 
providing evidence of the type of wood used for the pyre 
structures. Cremation burial C[1012], for example, contained 
the remains of wide roundwood or poles of oak, probably 
in excess of 140mm in diameter, from moderate to fast-

Context 

no

Group no/land 

use

Description Acer Alnus Betula Corylus Fraxinus Pomoideae Prunus Quercus Salicaceae

Period 7, phase1
H[7145] G378, OA111 fill of pit H[7144] 3h
H[7152] fill of pit H[7150] 3h
I[8528] G386, OA95, 

OA98

fill of ditch terminal 

I[8527], enclosure 

ditch

1 35h, 13s

I[8749] G440, OA95 fill of pit I[8748] 4 2 1 3h, 1s
Period 7, phase 2
B[2125] G452, OA126 fill of ditch B[2124] 2r 1r
B[2250] G454, OA125, 

OA126

primary fill of ditch 

B[2249]

1r 2r 18h, 3r, 

4s, 1u
B[2273] G566, OA125 fill of gully B[2272] 1 1 2 3 1h, 10r
I[8228] G398, OA100, 

OA104

fill of ditch I[8277] insufficient charcoal for identification
I[8229] 1h

I[8336] G400, OA100, 

OA101, OA102

fill of enclosure ditch 

I[8335]

1 8h

I[8464] G405,OA103/104 fill of gully I[8465] 28h/u, 1r, 

8 root
I[8609] G391, OA98, 

OA103, OA104

fill of waterhole 

feature I[8607]

2s

Undated
C[1007] G491, OA137 fill of pit C[1006] 80h, 1s
C[1041.1] G491, OA137 fill of pit C[1040] 4 56h, 20s
I[8525] G591, OA171 fill of pit I[8524] 155h, 19s
I[8526] 33h, 21s
I[8603] fill of pit I[8602] 36h, 

1root
I[8657] G592, OA171 fill of posthole I[8656] 9h
I[8761] fill of posthole I[8760] 1 24h
I[8812] fill of posthole I[8811] 34h
I[8904] G593, OA171 fill of pit I[8903] 95h

h – heartwood; r – roundwood (diameter <20mm); s – sapwood (diameter unknown); u – maturity undetermined (Quercus only)

The number of fragments identified is indicated

Table 10.49 continued
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grown trees. Similar results were recorded in cremation burial 
C[1010], although twiggy oak was also recorded. A higher 
proportion of narrow roundwood was present in cremation 
burial C[1035] and included some fairly fast-grown wood; 
alder (Alnus glutinosa) was also identified. The large volume 
of charcoal from the fill of cremation burial C[1039], 
although very degraded, also appeared to consist entirely of 
oak largewood. Wide, fast-grown oak roundwood was also 
dominant in the urned cremation burial C[1016], although 
small amounts of hazel and the hawthorn/Sorbus group were 
also present.

Further evidence for the predominant use of oak for 
pyre construction was obtained from the cremation/pyre pit 
in G219 in OA168, excavated during the watching brief. 
This produced abundant although rather degraded charcoal, 
consisting of oak largewood and narrower roundwood, 
including some moderately fast-grown wood.

Experimental work on pyre structures and cremation by 
McKinley (1994) indicates that roughly one tonne of wood 
is required to consume an adult human body. Traditionally, 
a platform was built from substantial poles or branches, such 
as those provided by large ‘naturally’ grown woodland trees 
or poles from managed woodland, with narrow roundwood, 
twigs or herbaceous material as infill or kindling. The presence 
of wood from moderate to fast-grown oak trees in the pyre 
debris at Brisley Farm could be indicative of timber obtained 
from managed woodland, although trees growing ‘naturally’ 
in non-competitive conditions such as open woodland or as 
isolated specimens also grow reasonably fast. Evidence from 
pollen analysis taken from Iron Age deposits in Areas 3 and 4 
indicates an open landscape with sparse woodland consisting 
almost entirely of oak (see Chapter 10. 27). The selection of 
oak for pyre construction is likely to have been determined 
primarily by its ready availability in the vicinity, although an 
element of ritual selection may also be implicated. The latter 
is supported by the growing body of evidence of the use of 
specific woods (most notably oak) for significant cremations, 
possibly linked to status, age or gender (Smith 2002). To 
date, the archaeological evidence mainly relates to Bronze Age 
funerary customs, although this practice probably continued 
throughout later periods, as suggested by documentary 
evidence from Tacitus (Germania, 27), who wrote in the 1st 
century AD that ‘the bodies of famous men are burned with 
particular kinds of wood’. Although referring to German 
practices, comparative data from Britain include five cremation 
burials at the Late Iron Age/Romano-British cemetery 
at Baldock, Hertfordshire, which indicated the exclusive 

use of oak (Gale 2005). This evidence, however, contrasts 
with the remains of funerary pyres and cremation burials 
within the large Late Iron Age/Romano-British cemetery 
at Westhampnett, West Sussex, where the use of multiple 
species included predominantly oak, ash (Fraxinus excelsior) 
and cherry (Prunus avium) (Gale 1997). Wood from non-oak 
species in the pyre deposits at Brisley Farm may originate from 
grave goods/funerary furniture or its use as kindling.

North-west of the cemetery, fields in OA19, OA20 and 
OA22 probably provided pasture. The fill of gully E[6647] in 
G59, part of the field system, contained large fragments of oak 
from both slow- and moderate to fast-grown trees. The remains 
of a pottery vessel in this context could imply that the charcoal 
came from either domestic or ritual origins.

A small quantity of oak charcoal was obtained from the 
fill of gully H[7812], G123, possibly part of a banjo enclosure 
at the northern aspect of the site in OA74. The origin of the 
charcoal is unknown.

PERIOD 4, PHASE 1
Open Areas 40–41 related to fields and enclosures (possibly 
part of a banjo enclosure). Oak was recovered from the fill of 
the southern enclosure ditch D[1003], G123.

Although the precise function of the large group of 
structures in Areas 3 and 4 is uncertain, their proximity to 
the cemetery implies an association with funerary activities. 
Charcoal samples obtained from the ring-gullies of these 
structures may represent hearth debris from domestic fires 
associated with heating or cooking during feasting or similar 
events. These included ditch/gully E[3890], G120, ST6; 
E[3906], G116, ST4; and E[3080], G116 – this last only 
provisionally assigned as a roundhouse. These deposits 
demonstrated that firewood consisted predominantly of oak 
but also included birch (Betula sp), hazel, blackthorn and 
willow (Salix sp)/poplar (Populus sp). This material was more 
fragmented than that from the pyre/cremation deposits.

Similar origins probably apply to charcoal deposits in 
ditches/gullies enclosing the structures in OA35–37 – for 
example, from the fills of E[2244], part of the rectangular 
enclosure G89, and gully E[2307], the northern enclosure 
G94. These indicated the common use of oak but also field 
maple and willow/poplar.

PERIOD 4, PHASE 2
Open Area 4 consisted of a large circular area containing a 
series of pits and potential cremation burials/pyre sites and a 
central feature; this was enclosed by OA63 and OA54. The 
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charcoal-rich sample from the base of the cremation pyre 
D[1119], G449 contained the fragmented remains of oak 
roundwood or poles with estimated diameters in excess of 
150mm (before burning); these were obtained from trees 
with slow to moderate growth rates. Although less abundant 
than from the pyre base D[1173] and the fill of pyre/hearth 
D[1701+2], both G449, these samples also indicated the use 
of oak. It is probable that the large deposit of charred oak from 
ditch D[1190], part of the central enclosure G147 in OA54, 
was also pyre debris.

Two possible structures were recorded within OA43. A 
small sample of oak charcoal was collected from an associated 
ring-gully E[3600], G253.

PERIOD 4, PHASE 2B
The adjacent Burial Complexes (BC) 1 and 2 probably 
formed the focal point for ritual activities within the cemetery. 
Discarded/deposited fuel debris, probably from hearths or 
burning events associated with feasting and ritual, was collected 
from ditch fills in the main enclosure of the burial complexes 
and from subdividing gullies within the enclosures (OA45/
OA48/ OA152). Debris from E[3163], E[3165] and E[3167] 
(all G137), for example, consisted mainly of oak but also 
included the hawthorn/Sorbus group, blackthorn, willow/
poplar, cf field maple and hazel. In some features, however, 
charcoal was less abundant as, for example, in ditch/gully 
E[3240], G139, posthole E[2875], G207 (the main enclosure 
of BC2), gully/ditch E[1274], which formed part of the ‘way’ 
to BC1, and ditch E[3176], part of track/enclosure G248. 
Oak was common to each of these contexts; in addition, 
the hawthorn/Sorbus group was recorded in E[1374] and cf 
blackthorn in E[3240].

PERIOD 4, PHASE 2C
The roundhouse Structure (ST) 14 was situated within the 
ditched enclosure in OA51. The function of the structure is 
unknown but it appears to have been designed to be seen from 
the warrior burial enclosure and may therefore have been for 
ritual purposes, perhaps the preparation of food for feasting. 
A small quantity of oak charcoal was recovered from the fill of 
enclosure ditch D[2496], G172.

ENVIRONMENTAL EVIDENCE
As indicated above, pollen samples collected from Late Iron 
Age deposits are consistent with arable and pastoral farming, 
with sparse oak woodland in the largely open landscape (see 
Chapter 10.27). Low levels of pollen from hazel, ash, alder, 

birch, lime (Tilia sp) and Sorbus -type were also recorded. 
Evidence from the charcoal analysis correlates closely with these 
results but indicates that field maple, blackthorn and willow/
poplar also grew (sparsely) in the area. The boundaries of the 
numerous enclosures may have been defined by hedgerows 
although there was scant evidence of hedgerow species such 
as blackthorn and hawthorn in the charcoal. Owing to 
poor preservation of the charcoal and the absence of intact 
roundwood it was impossible to verify the use of managed/
coppiced woodland. Despite the frequency of substantial 
oak roundwood with moderate to fast growth rates in the 
pyre deposits, this does not necessarily imply sourcing from 
managed woodland (see above), although it could be argued 
that, given the apparent paucity of woodland in the area, 
coppicing would have been necessary to maintain supplies, not 
only for pyre construction but also for provision of building 
timber and domestic firewood.

Period 5
PERIOD 5, PHASE 1
During the early Roman period BC1 and BC2 appear to have 
been respected and, indeed, to have survived as a ritual arena, 
as suggested by numerous placed deposits, whereas many 
field systems underwent extensive restructuring. In OA77, a 
new enclosure incorporated the southern enclosure ditches of 
BC1 and BC2, and posthole group G515 was interpreted as 
evidence of a contemporary structure. Although very sparse, 
oak charcoal identified from the fill of posthole/pit E[1370] 
probably represents fuel debris.

A charcoal-rich sample from the fill of pit A[562], part of 
posthole group G337 in OA148, consisted predominantly of 
oak largewood, narrow roundwood and twiggy material, some 
of which was from fast-grown trees; in addition, blackthorn was 
provisionally identified. The purpose of the pits is unknown 
although some showed signs of in situ burning.

PERIOD 5, PHASE 2
Reorganisation of the landscape continued with the redefining 
of the main east–west trackway TD14. Although there was 
little evidence of charcoal in the fill of the enclosure ditches, 
ash roundwood was found in the fill of ditch E[1299], G274, 
the recutting of the west track.

PERIOD 5, PHASE 3
Apart from the formation of fields/enclosures in OA91–94, 
located close to the funerary monument in Area 4, the 
diminished activity at this time probably reflects the impending 
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abandonment of the site. Fuel residues in the fill of pit A[536], 
G334, possibly a hearth or kiln, indicated the use of oak.

Period 6
Occupation at this time was slight. Pits (G430) in OA136 were 
identified as possible cremation burials. Charcoal-rich deposits 
in pits C[1018], C[1020] and C[1058] consisted mainly of oak 
from fairly substantial roundwood; pit C[1018] also contained 
small deposits of field maple and hazel. These results parallel 
those of cremation deposits in earlier periods.

Period 7
PERIOD 7, PHASE 1
The medieval period saw the establishment of small farmsteads, 
which sometimes incorporated the extant Iron Age field 
boundaries. Pit group G378, OA111 may have been used 
for the disposal of household or agricultural waste, including 
hearth debris. Although sparse, oak charcoal was identified 
from the fills of pits H[7144] and H[7150]. A wider range of 
taxa, including maple (Acer sp), hazel, blackthorn and oak, was 
present in pit I[8748], G440, OA95.

Although of unknown origin, charcoal collected from 
the terminal of ditch I[8527], part of enclosure ditch I[8528] 
in OA95 and OA98, almost certainly represents fuel debris. 
The deposit consisted almost entirely of oak from substantial 
roundwood, although blackthorn was also identified.

PERIOD 7, PHASE 2
Activity was confined mainly to Area 8, the Northern Farm, 
although charcoal deposits at the Southern Farm in Area 2a 
indicated continuing occupation or use of this area. Farm 
buildings and yards in OA125–126 were enclosed by ditches. 
Associated charcoal from the fills of ditches/gullies B[2124], 
G452, B[2249], G454 and B[2273], G566 probably derived 
from discarded domestic or agricultural hearth debris. The 
charcoal was fragmented and friable but indicated the use of 
multiple species, including oak, field maple, hazel, ash, the 
hawthorn/Sorbus group, blackthorn and cherry/ plum (Prunus 
avium). The frequency of narrow roundwood may imply the 
use of coppiced wood or faggots from managed woodland. 
Interestingly, blackthorn and cherry/plum occurred in B[2249]; 
since the latter was not recorded from earlier deposits, its 
presence here could suggest the cultivation of orchard trees.

Five samples from Area 8 produced small amounts of oak 
charcoal, too degraded to provide meaningful data. These relate 
to ditch and gully fills I[8289], G398, I[8336], G400 and 
I[8464], G405 in OA100–104 and to the waterhole feature 

I[8607], G391, OA98, OA103 and OA104. I[8336] also 
included blackthorn.

UNDATED
Open Area 137 was located in Area 2b. Large quantities of 
oak charcoal were collected from the fills of pits C[1006] and 
C[1040], G491. Ash was also identified from C[1040].

Charcoal-rich deposits consisting almost exclusively of oak 
were recovered from pits and postholes in OA171 – I[8524] 
and I[8602], G591; I[8903], G593; and I[8656], I[8760] 
and I[8811] G592. These included fairly fast fast-grown 
wood from wide roundwood/largewood. Oak rootwood was 
recorded in pit I[8602]. I[8760] also included maple. The 
origin of this charcoal is unknown, although it may relate to 
agricultural occupation of the land during the medieval or 
post-medieval periods.

Environmental evidence
The identification of charcoal collected from contexts dating 
from the Middle to Late Bronze Age to medieval periods 
demonstrates the consistent availability of oak, mostly from 
fairly substantial cordwood or poles. There was no evidence 
to suggest either spatial or temporal diversity. Less frequent 
species included hazel, blackthorn, alder, field maple, ash, 
the hawthorn/Sorbus group and willow/poplar. Although 
it could be argued that these results are biased in favour of 
species selection (ie, oak), evidence from the pollen record (see 
Chapter 10.27) indicates that the scant woodland areas that 
survived in this region were composed largely of oak. Owing to 
the poor condition and fragmentation of the charcoal, evidence 
of woodland management was inconclusive.

10.23  THE CHARCOAL FROM THE 
BRISLEY FARM SCHOOL SITE
Lucy Allott

INTRODUCTION
Samples taken during excavations at Brisley Farm School 
produced small assemblages of wood charcoal. Fragments 
were recovered in both the flots and residues produced during 
flotation and provided limited evidence for fuel use during 
Roman and medieval phases of land use (Table 10.50).
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METHODOLOGY
Charcoal specimens were fractured along three planes (TS – 
transverse, TLS – tangential longitudinal and RLS – radial 
longitudinal sections) following standardised methodology 
(Leney & Casteel 1975). The fractured surfaces were viewed 
using both a stereozoom Leica EZ4D microscope at 8–45× 
magnifications (for preliminary sorting) and an incident 
light Olympus BHMJ microscope at 50, 100, 200 and 400× 
magnifications (for taxonomic identifications). Identifications 
were made through comparison with modern reference 
material at the Institute of Archaeology, University College 
London and with taxa documented in identification manuals 
(Schweingruber 1990; Hather 2000; Schoch et al 2004). The 
presence of roundwood fragments and vitrified charcoal were 
also recorded.

RESULTS
A small quantity of vitrified charcoal was present in the 
assemblage, perhaps as a result of prolonged exposure to high 
temperatures (Braadbaart & Poole 2008). These fragments were 
also often cracked and distorted, which may also be caused by 
charring at high temperatures. Many of the charcoal fragments 
contained sediment particles resulting in poor preservation of 
anatomical features.

During the early Roman period, evidence for fuel use 
was restricted to a moderate assemblage of wood charcoal in 
L[553] (the fill of pit L[554], G671, OA175; period 5, phase 
1), which was associated with a nearby cremation and which 
may have contained pyre material. This assemblage consists 
of oak (Quercus sp) fragments that were heavily concreted 
with sediment. Distorted and vitrified fragments were also 
common, suggesting charring at high temperatures. Oak 
may have been used in pyre construction and is a common 
component of funerary-related charcoal deposits. Although it 
is not apparent from this single sample whether oak was used 
exclusively for funerary activities, early Roman deposits from 

the main Brisley Farm excavation also reveal a reliance on oak 
(see Chapter 10.22).

Use of oak may reflect its availability locally as it was also 
the only taxon recorded in mid 12th- to mid 13th-century 
ditch fill L[154] (cut L[155], G650, OA180; period 7, phase 
1), which formed part of a medieval field boundary, and 
was predominant in samples from undated/unphased pits 
L[105], L[425], L[179] and L[471] (G679–G682) and in 
hearth feature L[522], G682. Field maple (Acer campestre) 
was the only other taxon noted in the upper fill of pit L[105], 
although given the poor preservation and distortion of many 
of the pieces it is likely that other taxa were present but were 
not identified. The assemblage from pit L[425] included 
wood from slow-grown mature specimens as well as from 
several quicker-grown individuals and pieces of roundwood. 
Although this reveals some diversity in maturity of wood being 
used, the assemblage was too limited to suggest evidence for 
management strategies.

The range of taxa identified is limited and the strong bias 
towards oak may reflect preferential selection for fuel and other 
wood-using purposes; however, the assemblage probably hardly 
reflects the true range of wood used at the site or present within 
the local vegetation environment. A more diverse range of taxa 
was recorded in the richer charcoal assemblages recovered from 
Brisley Farm Areas 1–8 (see Chapter 10.22).

10.24  THE CHARRED PLANT 
REMAINS FROM BRISLEY FARM
Wendy J Carruthers

INTRODUCTION
Soil samples were taken from a range of features for the 
recovery of environmental information. The samples were 
processed using standard flotation techniques, with a 250µm 
mesh being used to retrieve the flots and 1mm mesh to retain 

Sample no Context no Period Quercus sp Acer 

campestre

Distorted 

unidentifiable

Indeterminate 

twig wood

Total fragments 

identified/classified

38 L[544] 5, ph 1 21 (including 1 r)  7  28

4 L[154] 7, ph 1 25  x  25

1 L[104] 0 22 2 x  24

32 L[424] 0 30  x 1 31

8 L[178] 0 24  x  24

34 L[470] 0 18  x  18

40 L[523] 0 15  x  15

r – roundwood; x – present; 0 – undated/unphased

Table 10.50 Charcoal quantification and taxa from the Brisley Farm School site
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the residues. Sample sizes are given at the bottom of the species 
table (Tables 10.51–10.54).

In 2002, 400 flots from Areas 1, 2a and 2b (BRF99) and 
Areas 3–4 (BRF01) were assessed by the author. Out of these 
only 16 flots were thought to have further potential. A second 
assessment was carried out by the author in 2004 on the flots 
of 47 samples from Areas 5–7 (BRF03), but these proved to be 
even less productive, and none were recommended for further 
analysis. Excavations in Area 8 (PIG04) during 2004 produced 
additional environmental samples. Eight of these were 
examined, but only five flots contained a few charred plant 
remains. Results from the full analysis of all the productive 
samples are discussed below.

RESULTS
The results of the analysis are presented in Tables 10.51–10.54. 
Nomenclature and much of the habitat information follow 
Stace (1997). Additional information about weed ecology was 
taken from Ellenberg (1988).

Notes on preservation and contamination
The discussion below describes the poor state of preservation 
and scarcity of the charred plant remains. An additional 
problem was the frequent occurrence of uncharred 
Chenopodiaceae (fat hen, orache etc) and blinks (Montia 
fontana ssp chondrosperma) seeds in the samples. Because the 
seeds are black and look identical to charred seeds, they had 
to be broken open to determine whether or not they were 
charred. All the blinks seeds that were broken open turned 
out not to be charred, but a few fat hen (Chenopodium 
album) seeds were charred. No fresh-looking embryos were 
present in the uncharred seeds, so it is possible that they had 
survived uncharred for many centuries. However, because 
the provenance of these seeds was suspect they were omitted 
from Tables 10.51–10.54. Clay soils are prone to cracking 
when dry, allowing modern seeds to fall down cracks into 
archaeological deposits. The provenance of the charred cereal 
remains was not likely to have been affected to any great extent. 
However, the few hulled wheat remains present in the medieval 
samples could represent redeposited material rather than the 
continued cultivation of ancient wheats. This needs to be tested 
by radiocarbon dating, as a few sites – for example, Stansted 
(Carruthers 2008) – have produced evidence for the continued 
cultivation of hulled wheats into the medieval period.

DISCUSSION
Soils in the area are predominantly Weald Clay, which is acidic 
and very slow-draining. A fluctuating water table, repeated 
waterlogging and the fine, silty nature of the clay has led to 
problems in the recovery of the charred plant material. Mineral 
and silt impregnation has increased the density of the charred 
remains and reduced the chances of its being recovered by 
flotation. The state of preservation of the charred plant remains 
in the flots was generally poor, with silt impregnation, surface 
erosion and fragmentation all creating difficulties when it 
came to identification. Because charcoal was fairly abundant 
in many of the samples, however, the overall scarcity of 
charred cereal remains is thought to be genuine on the whole, 
although some material will inevitably have been lost owing 
to difficult recovery and poor preservation conditions. Only 
two prehistoric and two medieval samples produced more than 
five charred plant fragments per litre (fpl) of soil processed 
(see Tables 10.51–10.54) and the maximum concentration 
reached was only 21.2 fpl, owing to the large number of acorn 
fragments in sample E[3559], G35. Low numbers of charred 
cereal remains amongst deposited waste, therefore, probably 
reflect the fact that clay soils were difficult to cultivate in the 
past, so that pastoral agriculture was more important than 
arable for many of the periods of occupation. Furthermore, 
the religious nature of many of the Late Iron Age features 
could be a factor, as less domestic debris is likely to accumulate 
around a site of this type. Because the evidence from all 
periods was scant, very little statistical analysis was possible 
(eg, comparisons between the occurrences of emmer and of 
spelt wheat over time). Instead, the results of the analysis are 
discussed more generally below, period by period.

PERIOD 3 (MIDDLE/LATE BRONZE AGE)
Field systems, enclosures and trackways had been constructed 
by this period, but there was very little indication from the 
charred plant remains that arable agriculture was important. 
The two samples that produced charred plant remains came 
from a pit and an enclosure ditch in Area 4.

Pit E[3594], G56, OA15 produced an unusual assemblage 
of charred acorn (Quercus sp) cotyledons from fill E[3595]. 
Although the 105 fragments probably only amounted to 6 or 
7 acorns, this quantity rules out accidental charring amongst 
fuelwood. It is interesting to note that another site in southern 
England located on heavy clay that produced very few charred 
cereal remains, Hartshill Copse, Upper Bucklebury, Berkshire 
(Carruthers 2004), also provided evidence for the use of acorns 
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from a 1st-millennium BC feature (provisional date from an 
assessment only). Wild food remains such as hazelnut shell 
fragments, sloe stones, blackberry seeds and hawthorn seeds 
were surprisingly frequent in the charred plant assemblages 
from this site. Perhaps the economies of these difficult soils 
were more firmly based on livestock rearing and the gathering 
of wild food resources. The charcoal evidence (see Chapter 
10.22) shows how widely available acorns would have been in 
the Brisley Farm area throughout the periods studied. Although 
the bitter tannic acid must first be removed before acorns are 
palatable, they have a higher calorific value than cereals and 
are almost as rich in proteins (Schneider 1990). A diet that 
contained high proportions of meat or fish could easily be 
supplemented with acorns at times when stored, high-calorie 
foods were needed. Tannins can be removed from acorns by 
leaching flour made from the ground-up kernels, or by boiling 
the flour for long periods in plenty of water (ibid.).

Enclosure ditch fill E[3626], G39, OA17, consisting of 
material accumulated within a recut of ditch E[3625], G39, 
contained a small quantity of emmer/spelt processing waste. An 
identifiable glume base from emmer wheat (Triticum dicoccum) 
confirmed the presence of this cereal, but most of the chaff 
fragments could not be identified beyond emmer/spelt. A 
fragment of chess caryopsis (Bromus sect Bromus) and a couple 
of dock seeds (Rumex sp) were the only weed taxa represented. 
These are common weeds of cultivated and disturbed places 
that grow in a wide range of soil types, although they are often 
more frequent on nutrient-rich soils. Clay soils are often quite 
rich in nutrients if they are not intensively farmed, and the 
addition of manure would have helped to improve the soil 
texture and make it easier to work. Alternatively, cereals may 
have been grown on the more easily worked alluvial soils to 
the south of the site. However, it should be noted that weeds 
of damp to wet ground were absent from all the prehistoric 
samples from Brisley Farm (apart from uncharred blinks seeds, 
which were probably modern), so there is no clear evidence for 
cultivation of alluvial soils that were probably marshy in the 
past. It is more likely that this area would have been used for 
the grazing of livestock.

PERIOD 4 (LATE IRON AGE)
By far the greatest number of flots containing charred plant 
remains came from features dated to this period. Although 
charred cereal remains were not present in high concentrations 
in any of the samples, the widespread occurrence of material 
indicated that cereals were an important component of the diet 

at this time. Sporadic occurrences of grains, chaff fragments 
and weed seeds were found in pits, postholes and ditches in 
Areas 3 and 4 (see Table 10.51), ‘Other period 4 samples’ 
and samples D[1695], G299 and E[3156], G209). These are 
likely to represent general background domestic waste that had 
become scattered around the site. Activities that were likely to 
have produced this type of burnt waste may have been small-
scale parching of grain over a fire during day-to-day cooking 
activities or the accidental burning of grain that had fallen into 
the fire. Waste materials such as cereal chaff and hazelnut shell 
would also have been useful as tinder to light domestic fires.

The single sample from a posthole/pit dated to the 
Late Iron Age, D[2273], G633, ST20, produced a small 
assemblage containing a possible bread-type wheat grain 
(cf Triticum aestivum type), a wheat/rye grain (Triticum sp/
Secale cereale), some indeterminate cereal grain fragments and 
a small fragment of chess. It is tempting to suggest that the 
possible bread-type wheat and possible rye could represent 
new crops being introduced, since rye and bread-type wheat 
begin to increase on other sites in the Romano-British period 
(eg, Heathrow Terminal 5; Carruthers 2010). However, the 
evidence from this period is too sparse to draw conclusions. 
Cereal cultivation, if taking place at all locally, was clearly 
very limited.

One sample that produced a richer assemblage of cereal 
chaff and grain, was D[1967] from pit D[1966], G296, ST17. 
Although chaff was more abundant than grain, at a ratio of 
18:56:1 (grain to chaff to weed seeds, with the chaff adjusted to 
take account of spikelet forks), the very low occurrence of weed 
seeds suggests that this deposit might originally have consisted 
of a deposit of semi-processed emmer and spelt (Triticum 
spelta) spikelets, rather than a mixture of processed grain and 
cereal-processing waste. The ratio of emmer to spelt was 6:1. 
Unfortunately, other assemblages from this site were too poorly 
preserved and sparse to see whether this ratio was typical of the 
period or whether there were changes in the balance between 
emmer and spelt through time. Therefore, the following 
observation is somewhat subjective, because of the limited 
nature of the data.

In the author’s experience of Iron Age sites in southern 
England, the ratio of emmer to spelt wheat seems to be more 
heavily biased towards emmer than is usual for the period, 
particularly considering the clay nature of the local soils. Spelt, 
a hardier wheat and a crop much better suited for heavy, clay 
soils, first appeared in southern England in the Middle Bronze 
Age and generally becoming dominant by the Late Iron Age 
and Romano-British periods on most sites. Because charred 
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Table 10.51 Charred plant remains from Brisley Farm, period 4

Sample/context no E[3595] E[3626] D[1695] D[1967] E[3156] Other 

period 

samples 

(37)

Feature type pit 

E[3594]

ditch 

E[3625]

pit 

D[1694]

pit 

D[1966]

ditch 

E[3185]

Period 3 3 4, ph 2 4, ph 2 4, ph 2

Grain       

Triticum aestivum type (bread-type free-threshing wheat grain)      cf 5

Triticum dicoccum/spelta (emmer/spelt grain)    25 2 6

Triticum sp (indeterminate wheat grain)      1

Hordeum sp (indeterminate barley grain)    6  13

Avena sp (wild/cultivated oat grain)   1 2  cf 3

Avena/Bromus sp (oat/chess caryopsis) AD    5  3f

Indeterminate cereal caryopsis   7 69 5 9

Chaff       

Triticum sp (free-threshing wheat rachis fragment)       

Triticum dicoccum (emmer glume base)  1  34  1 cf 2

T dicoccum (emmer spikelet fork)   cf 1 1   

T. spelta (spelt glume base)    6  8 cf 1

T dicoccum/spelta (emmer/spelt rachis fragment)    4  1

T dicoccum/spelta (emmer/spelt glume base)  23  197 1 9

T dicoccum/spelta (emmer/spelt spikelet fork)  4  48 2 2

Hordeum sp (barley rachis fragment)    1   

Avena sp (oat awn fragment)    +++  +(5s)

Secale cereale L (rye rachis fragment)     cf 1  

Other       

Ranunculus acris/bulbosus/repens (buttercup achene embryo) 

DG

     1

Corylus avellana L (hazelnut shell fragment) HSW*    1  4

Quercus sp (acorn cotyledon fragment) HSW* 105f      

Quercus sp (immature acorn) HSW     1  

Persicaria maculosa/lapathifolia (redshank/pale persicaria 

achene) Cdo

   2   

Polygonum aviculare (knotgrass achene) CD     1 2

Fallopia convolvulus (L) A Love (black bindweed achene) CD    1   

Rumex sp (dock achene) CDG  2 15 1 3 5

Brassica/Sinapis sp (mustard, turnip, charlock etc) *CD      1

Malus sylvestris (apple pip) *   1    

Prunus sp fragment (sloe stone etc fragment) *      1

Vicia/Lathyrus sp (vetch/tare <2mm seed) CGD 1     1

Vicia/Lathyrus sp (vetch/tare 2–3mm seed) CGD      1

Vicia/Lathyrus sp (vetch/tare 3–4mm seed) CGD      1

Galeopsis tetrahit L (common hemp-nettle nutlet) ADWod    1   

Plantago major L (greater plantain seed) CGo      1

Odontites verna/Euphrasia sp (red bartsia/eyebright seed) 

ADG

     1

Galium aparine L (cleavers nutlet) CDSH      2

Bromus sect Bromus (chess caryopsis) AD  1f  1 1f 2+3f

Poaceae (small seeded grass caryopsis) CDG   1    

Total remains 106 31 26 405 17 90

Sample volume (litres soil) 5 12 35 40 23  

Charred fragments per litre 21.2 2.6 0.7  0.7  

+ – occasional; ++ – several; +++ – frequent; ++++ – abundant 

Habitat preferences: A – arable; C – cultivated; D – disturbed/waste; F – fens; G – grassland; H – hedgerow; M – marsh/bog; P – rivers/ditches/ponds; S – scrub; W – woods

Soil preferences: a – acidic soils; c – calcareous soils; d – damp; h – shaded; n – nutrient-rich soils; o – open ground, * – plant of economic value
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spelt chaff is more robust and easily identifiable under poor 
preservation conditions, the bias towards emmer in the Brisley 
samples is even more atypical and noteworthy. At Stansted 
airport on Essex clay soils, for example, spelt chaff was more 
frequent than emmer in all but one of the samples dated to the 
Late Iron Age/early Romano-British period. Weeds of damp to 
wet soils, such as sedges (Carex spp) and spike-rush (Eleocharis 
subg Palustres) were relatively common in the Stansted samples, 
as on many other sites of the period, but at Brisley it is notable 
that no wet-ground weed seeds were found until period 7, 
phase 1 (13th century). Stinking chamomile (Anthemis cotula), 
a weed of damp, clay soils, was similarly not found until period 
7, phase 1, although it first appears in the Iron Age to Romano-
British period on many sites in southern England (Jones 1981). 
It is possible, therefore, that the charred cereal remains present 
in the Iron Age and Roman samples at Brisley Farm represent 
grain purchased elsewhere and brought into the area as semi-
cleaned spikelets, rather than crops grown locally on the heavy, 
clay soils.

Pollen evidence from early Roman (mostly period 5, phase 
1) pits and ditches (see Chapter 10.27) indicates that grassland 
herbs were dominant in the area during this period with small 
areas of oak/hazel woodland. Pollen from cereals and weeds of 
disturbed ground and arable cultivation were present in variable 
quantities in some of the features. Scaife suggests that cereal 
cultivation could have been taking place locally on drier areas, 
but that a secondary origin for the pollen is possible – from 
threshing debris or stored crops (Robinson & Hubbard 1977). 
The apparent dominance of emmer over spelt and the absence 
of weeds of clay soils and damp ground, such as stinking 
chamomile and sedges, together suggest to the author that 
cultivation was not taking place locally, either on the clay or 
on the wet alluvial soils. The notable absence of charred cereal-
processing waste around the site, therefore, could be due to the 
specialised, religious nature of the site and the subsequent lack 
of activities relating to arable cultivation in the area excavated.

In addition to emmer and spelt wheat, a few grains of 
barley (Hordeum sp) (probably hulled six-row barley, but too 
poorly preserved to be confirmed) and oats (Avena sp) (wild/
cultivated) were present in the samples. Although the oats were 
not confirmed as a crop plant, the widespread occurrence of 
oat awn fragments in the samples suggests they were probably 
cultivated at this time. The presence of both barley and oats in 
small quantities in a wide range of samples follows the pattern 
of cereals that were primarily grown for fodder (in the author’s 
experience), as fodder crops have less chance of becoming 

charred during processing but are likely to be more widely 
scattered around a site as waste.

Wild foods such as fruits and nuts were still being gathered 
during this period. Small fragments of hazelnut shell (Corylus 
avellana) and probable sloe stone (Prunus sp) were found in 
some of the samples. A crab apple pip (Malus sylvestris) was 
found in pit fill D[1695], G299. Considering how few charred 
plant remains were present in the samples overall, the recovery 
of items such as these, which rarely become preserved by 
charring, is significant. The immature acorn is more likely to 
have become charred amongst fuel wood than to have been 
destined to become food (E[3156], G209).

Soil samples taken from the two warrior burials, BC1 and 
BC2, were disappointingly unproductive. This is often the case 
with burials as, if plant remains were interred with the corpse as 
food offerings or garlands, they would probably not have been 
burnt. The eight samples from BC1 produced no charred plant 
remains and BC2 produced only two emmer/spelt grains, two 
barley grains, a spelt glume base, a few oat awn fragments and 
a fragment of hazelnut shell from 17 soil samples. This sparse 
assemblage is more characteristic of scattered domestic waste 
that may have been present in the soil at the time of interment, 
rather than ritually placed food remains.

Small pit D[1692], G299, part of circular space OA64, 
produced a possible small burnt offering of grain, since 13 
charred emmer/spelt grains were present, mixed with only a 
few contaminants (a barley grain, an oat grain, a cereal-sized 
stem base and four weed seeds). The weeds represented were 
common arable weeds of the type often remaining with the 
grain after processing: chess, cleavers (Galium aparine) and 
the seeds of weedy grasses (Poaceae). Chaff fragments were 
not present, so this deposit may originally have consisted of a 
handful of processed emmer and/or spelt wheat that was burnt 
and placed in the grave.

PERIOD 5, PHASE 1 (EARLY ROMAN)
Only two samples dated to this phase produced more than 
three items of charred plant material: enclosure ditch D[1680], 
G149 and possible burial pit D[1694], G299 (Table 10.52). 
These comprised a few emmer/spelt grains and chaff fragments, 
along with unidentifiable cereal grains. This material probably 
represents general background burnt domestic waste.

Eight other samples (mainly ditches and two pits) 
produced one to three items, with most of the identifiable 
cereals being barley grains (four grains). Again, domestic waste 
or fodder was the likely source of the material. Because of 
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the scarcity of material from this period, comparisons cannot 
usefully be made with other periods or sites. The overall lack of 
burnt cereal waste, however, does suggest that arable agriculture 
was not important to the occupants of the site at this time. In 
both the period 5, phase 1 and period 5, phase 2 samples the 
scattered charred plant remains could have been derived from 
manuring the fields with domestic waste. Land use is likely 
to have been focused around livestock rearing rather than 
arable agriculture, as the pollen evidence (see Chapter 10.27) 
demonstrates that open grassland was the principal vegetation 
type during period 5, phase 1.

PERIOD 7, PHASES 1 AND 2 (13TH–14TH 
CENTURIES)
Samples from the two farms produced mainly cereal grains, 
as is typical of the medieval period. Cereal-processing waste 
is rarely found in samples of this period, as the processing 
probably occurred some distance from the buildings, and heat 
is not required to separate the grain from the chaff for the types 

of cereals being grown for human consumption. The charred 
cereal grains and occasional weed seeds probably represent 
burnt domestic waste.

Bread-type wheat was the dominant cereal from both 
farms, with oats and barley being present in smaller quantities. 
Only a trace of rye was found, so this crop may have been 
grown as an early bite crop (ie, grazed off the field while still 
green) or on a sporadic basis. Rye is better suited to sandy soils 
than clay soils. Additional crops at the Northern Farm were 
probably pea (cf Pisum sativum; two samples, but identification 
not confirmed because of lack of hilum) and flax (Linum 
usitatissimum) in ditch B[2249], G454, OA125.

Beam slot B[2011], G464, ST28 on the Northern Farm 
produced an unusual assemblage containing several straw 
nodes and stem bases. This type of processing waste is rare in 
medieval samples, as straw was of value for thatching, building 
materials such as wattle and daub, fodder and bedding. Straw 
also rarely survives charring in any great quantity as it usually 
burns completely away or becomes fragile. This assemblage may 
represent thatch, thatch base coat, flooring materials or animal 

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS

Sample/context no D[1680] D[1693] pit D[2273,] 

posthole D[2330]

Other period 

5 samples (7) Feature type enclosure ditch pit 1692

Period 5, ph 1 5, ph 1 5, ph 2

Grain     

Triticum aestivum type (bread-type free-threshing wheat grain)   cf 1  

Triticum dicoccum/spelta (emmer/spelt grain) 2 5  3

Hordeum sp (hulled barley grain)    1

Hordeum sp (indeterminate barley grain)    3

Secale cereale L (rye grain)    cf 1

Triticum spelta/Secale cereale (spelt/rye grain)   1  

Indeterminate cereal caryopsis 3 8 4 6

Chaff     

T dicoccum/spelta (emmer/spelt glume base) 2    

T dicoccum/spelta (emmer/spelt spikelet fork) 1    

Avena sp (oat awn fragment) +    

Cereal-sized culm node  1   

Other     

Brassica/Sinapis sp (mustard, turnip, charlock etc) *CD    1

Bromus sect Bromus (chess caryopsis) AD 3  1f 1

Total remains 11 14 7 16

Sample volume (litres soil) 20 35 22  

Charred fragments per litre  0.4 0.3  

+ – occasional; ++ – several; +++ – frequent; ++++ – abundant 

Habitat preferences: A – arable; C – cultivated; D – disturbed/waste; F – fens; G – grassland; H – hedgerow; M – marsh/bog; P – rivers/ditches/ponds; S – scrub; W – woods

Soil preferences: a – acidic soils; c – calcareous soils; d – damp; h – shaded; n – nutrient-rich soils; o – open ground

* – plant of economic value

Table 10.52 Charred plant remains from Brisley Farm, period 5
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bedding that had fallen into the beam slot following a fire and 
become protected in this way. Additional weed taxa present in 
this sample were corn marigold (Chrysanthemum segetum), an 
introduced arable weed of acidic soils that became common 
only in the medieval period, and two herbs less typical of 
arable assemblages, woundwort (Stachys sp) and water-pepper 
(Polygonum hydropiper). These two taxa may have come from 
hay grown on the marshy alluvial soils to the south of the site. 
Thatch base coat, floor coverings or animal bedding could all 
have contained hay mixed with straw.

The only other sample to produce corn marigold was a 
ditch sample that produced 12 flax seeds, B[2250], G454, 
OA125 (Northern Farm). This sample also contained one 
of the few wet-ground weed seeds, from spike-rush. Since 
flax requires a moist root run, it is likely that this crop was 
grown on the alluvial soils to the south of the site. The 
sample also produced the most stinking chamomile seeds and 
largest number of cereal grains, so mixed waste appears to be 
represented. The local clay soils would have been well suited 
to the cultivation of bread-type wheat, and the presence of 

Sample/context no Enclosure ditch 
I[8528], pits 

I[591], I[2335]

I[8687] I[8749] B[2012] B[2055] B[2250] Other period 
7, ph 2 

samples (10)
Feature type

 
pit I[8748] B[2011] layer

 
Period 7, ph 1 7, ph 1 7, ph 1 7, ph 2 7, ph 2 7, ph 2

Grain        
Triticum aestivum type (bread-type free-threshing 
wheat grain) 4    cf 1 16 1

Triticum dicoccum/spelta (emmer/spelt grain) 1   1    
Triticum sp (indeterminate wheat grain)   1     
Hordeum sp (indeterminate barley grain)     4 1  

Avena sp (wild/cultivated oat grain) 2   2 cf 1 5 2

Avena/Bromus sp (oat/chess caryopsis) AD 2     16 1
Secale cereale L (rye grain)      cf 1  
Triticum spelta/Secale cereale (spelt/rye grain)     3 3 2
Indeterminate cereal caryopsis 13  9 2 8 44 2
Chaff        
Triticum sp (free-threshing wheat rachis fragment)   1 7   3
T dicoccum/spelta (emmer/spelt glume base)    2   1
T dicoccum/spelta (emmer/spelt spikelet fork)        
Hordeum sp (barley rachis fragment)    8    
Avena sp (oat awn fragment)        
Secale cereale L (rye rachis fragment)    2    
Cereal-sized culm node    22    
Cereal-sized culm base    6    
Other        
Quercus sp (acorn cupule fragment) HSW 1       
Persicaria maculosa/lapathifolia (redshank/pale 
persicaria achene) Cdo    10    
Polygonum aviculare (knotgrass achene) CD    4   3
Rumex sp (dock achene) CDG    2  2 1
Vicia hirsuta (L) Gray (hairy tare seed) DG   1     
Vicia/Lathyrus sp (vetch/tare <2mm seed) CGD  2    1  
Pisum sativum L (pea) *      1 1
Linum usitatissimum L (cultivated flax) *      12  
Plantago lanceolata L (ribwort plantain seed) Go       1
Anthemis cotula L (stinking chamomile achene) Adh 1     5  
Chrysanthemum segetum L (corn marigold achene) 
AD    4  1  
Eleocharis subg Palustres (spike-rush nutlet) MPd  1    1  
Bromus sect Bromus (chess caryopsis) AD 5  1f   5 3
Total remains 29 13 13 75 17 114 21
Sample volume (litres soil) 23 14 20 6 20 18  
Charred fragments per litre 1.3 0.9   0.9 6.3  

+ – occasional; ++ – several; +++ – frequent; ++++ – abundant 

Habitat preferences: A – arable; C – cultivated; D – disturbed/waste; F – fens; G – grassland; H – hedgerow; M – marsh/bog; P – rivers/ditches/ponds; S – scrub; W – woods

Table 10.53 Charred plant remains from Brisley Farm, period 7
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stinking chamomile (an indicator of clay soils) suggests that 
cultivation was taking place locally during this period. Barley 
and oats are fairly adaptable crops that may have been helped 
by the introduction of improved husbandry practices such as 
crop rotation, liming and manuring. Perhaps the (possible) peas 
were grown as part of a rotation system, since the inclusion of 
legumes helps to restore nitrogen to the soil. Unfortunately, the 
two farms produced too few samples to enable comparisons to 
be made between them.

CONCLUSIONS
The Brisley Farm samples produced so few charred cereal 
remains that arable cultivation appears to have been a minor 
component of the economy, at least for the prehistoric period. 
Cereal remains recovered from the Late Iron Age to Romano-
British periods could represent wheat brought on to the site as 
semi-clean spikelets, since spelt wheat was not as frequent as 
might be expected in the samples, and arable weed indicators 
of heavy, damp soils were absent. Emmer wheat appears to have 
been the main cereal grown for human consumption, along 
with spelt. Barley and oats were minor crops probably used 

primarily for fodder. Wild foods from woodland margins and 
hedgerows were an important aspect of the diet, including crab 
apples, acorns, hazelnuts and probably sloes.

By the medieval period the introduction of bread-type 
wheat enabled cultivation to take place on the difficult clay 
soils. Barley, oats, a little rye, peas (unconfirmed identification) 
and flax were also being grown, with wheat, barley, oats and 
rye possibly being grown in rotation with the peas, and the 
flax probably being grown on the damp, alluvial soils to the 
south of the site. Some gathered hedgerow foods were still 
being consumed.

10.25  THE CHARRED PLANT 
REMAINS FROM CHRISTCHURCH 
CE HIGH SCHOOL
Wendy J Carruthers

INTRODUCTION
Eight flots were selected for analysis after processing and 
assessment of the samples (Table 10.55). The samples were 
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Table 10.54 Charred plant remains from Brisley Farm, period 8

Sample/context no Period 8 samples (2) Undated E[3687], I[8603], 

I[8761]

Grain   

Triticum aestivum type (bread-type free threshing wheat grain) 1 4

Avena sp (wild/cultivated oat grain)  2

Avena/Bromus sp (oat/chess caryopsis) AD  3

Indeterminate cereal caryopsis  40

Chaff   

Hordeum sp (barley rachis fragment)  1

Other   

Quercus sp (acorn cupule fragment) HSW  2

Quercus sp (immature acorn) HSW  2

Spergula arvensis L (corn spurrey seed) Aa  1

Persicaria maculosa/lapathifolia (redshank/pale persicaria achene) Cdo  1

Polygonum aviculare (knotgrass achene) CD  1

Vicia/Lathyrus sp (vetch/tare <2mm seed) CGD  2

Vicia/Lathyrus sp (vetch/tare 3–4mm seed) CGD 1  

Plantago lanceolata L (ribwort plantain seed) Go  1

Anthemis cotula L (stinking chamomile achene) Adh  1

Bromus sect Bromus (chess caryopsis) AD  2

Poaceae (small seeded grass caryopsis) CDG  2

Total remains 2 65

Sample volume (litres soil)   

Charred fragments per litre   

+ – occasional; ++ – several; +++ – frequent; ++++ – abundant   * – plant of economic value

Habitat preferences: A – arable; C – cultivated; D – disturbed/waste; F – fens; G – grassland; H – hedgerow; M – marsh/bog; P – rivers/ditches/ponds; S – scrub; W – woods

Soil preferences: a – acidic soils; c – calcareous soils; d – damp; h – shaded; n – nutrient-rich soils; o – open ground
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processed using bucket flotation with the flots caught on a 
250µm sieve and residue on a 1mm mesh.

METHODS
Each flot was dry-sieved using a 3mm mesh sieve to remove 
the large-sized charcoal. The large fraction was checked for 
seeds before being bagged and returned to the excavators. The 
remaining flot was sorted under a dissecting microscope.

DISCUSSION
The samples produced very little charred plant material, 
although sample 9, the largest sample, contained a reasonable 
quantity of charcoal and a few seeds. It is impossible, therefore, 
to say much about the character of the assemblages. The 
few seeds that were recovered were in a reasonable state of 
preservation, although silt encrustation was a problem, making 
visibility of charred material difficult.

Apart from a few general weeds of disturbed and cultivated 
soils (eg, dock, redshank/persicaria, clover/trefoil) the only 
remains of note were two oat grains (Avena sp) from two adjacent 
Iron Age pits in the north of the site. Although it was not 
possible to confirm that these were cultivated rather than weed 
oats, the grains were large enough to indicate cultivation. Oats 
are not commonly recovered from samples of this date, although 
they do occur sporadically from the Late Iron Age in southern 
England (Campbell & Straker 2003), increasing in Roman and 
later deposits. Emmer/spelt wheat and barley, however, are much 
more commonly found in Iron Age assemblages. It is possible, 
therefore, that the two large grains are contaminants. Much more 
extensive sampling is needed to investigate this unusual record.

10.26  THE CHARRED PLANT 
REMAINS FROM THE BRISLEY FARM 
SCHOOL SITE
Lucy Allott

INTRODUCTION
A targeted program of sampling was implemented during 
archaeological excavations at Brisley Farm School. Results 
of the assessment contribute to existing data for this locality, 
recording remains associated with Roman and medieval phases 
of land use. The majority of samples were from features that 
remain undated, the contents of which are summarised in the 
full archive report (Thorne 2010).

METHODOLOGY
Bulk sample sizes varied from 10 to 40 litres and were 
processed in their entirety in a flotation tank; the flots and 
residues were retained on 250µm and 500µm meshes. Residues 
were passed through 4mm and 2mm geological sieves and 
each size fraction was sorted for bioarchaeological and artefact 
remains to maximise recovery. The flots were measured and 
weighed before being passed through 4mm, 2mm, 1mm, 
500µm and 250µm sieves. Each size fraction, >250µm, was 
viewed and sorted for charred macroplant remains under 
a stereozoom microscope at magnifications of ×7 to ×45. 
Identifications were made by comparing the macroplant 
remains with modern reference specimens held at the Institute 
of Archaeology, University College London and with specimens 
documented in reference manuals (Berggren 1969; 1981; 

Context 

no

BS 

no

Sample size

(litres)

Date Context 

details

Flot details Charred plant remains

J[523] 1 4 Late Iron Age pit fill, cut 

J[522]

<2ml flot, occasion small oak charcoal, 

roots, silt

1 Trifolium/Lotus sp (clover/trefoil seed)

1 Persicaria sp (redshank/persicaria embryo)
J[535] 2 4 Middle/Late 

Bronze Age

pit fill, cut 

J[534]

<2ml flot, a few small oak fragments

J[616] 3 8 undated posthole, cut 

J[615]

<2ml flot, stones, occasional small 

charcoal
J[633] 4 4 undated posthole, cut 

J[632]

c 8ml flot, mostly small oak charcoal

J[640] 5 16 Late Bronze Age/

Early Iron Age

pit fill, cut 

J[636]

14ml flot, roots, stones, silty; difficult to 

see, concreted lumps
J[686] 6 16 Early Iron Age pit fill, cut 

J[685]

5ml flot, roots, several small charcoal, 1 

cf  oak fragment 

1 Avena sp (oat grain fragment)

J[686] 8 4 Early Iron Age pit fill, cut 

J[685]

<3ml flot, coal, stones, occasional small 

charcoal
J[695] 9 24 Early Iron Age pit fill, cut 

J[694]

14ml flot, frequent charcoal, burnt bone, 

pot, roots; concreted lumps of silt

1 large Avena sp (oat grain)

2 Rumex sp (dock seed)

Table 10.55 Charred plant remains from Christchurch CE High School site
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Anderberg 1994; NIAB 2004; Cappers et al 2006; Jacomet 
2008). Nomenclature used follows Stace (1997).

RESULTS
Charred macrobotanical remains are relatively infrequent and 
poorly preserved in all the samples taken. Macrobotanicals 
were frequently abraded, resulting in poor preservation of 
the surface anatomical features used for identification. Both 
macrobotanical remains and charcoal also showed signs that 
infiltration of sediment particles had occurred, which may 
be associated with fluctuations in ground water and seasonal 
wetting and drying.

Uncharred seeds are common in many of the assemblages 
and, as there is no evidence for sustained waterlogging of 
deposits at the site, the majority of these remains are almost 
certainly of modern or relatively modern origin. Clay soils 
at Brisley Farm are subject to cracking during dry summer 
months, forming large gaps into which such contaminants 
can fall. This introduces a level of uncertainty regarding the 
reliability of the location of charred remains, which could also 
be subject to movement within the soils. The results of the 
assessment are summarised below.

Charred plant remains recovered during this phase of 
intervention provide only a limited amount of evidence for 
peas or beans from fill L[553] of pit [L554], G71, OA175, 
dating to the early Roman phase of land use (period 5, phase 
1); this feature was probably associated with cremation activity. 
Assemblages associated with ditch features forming part of the 
period 7, phase 1 medieval field system are somewhat better 
represented, with bread-type wheat (Triticum aestivum type) 
preserved in many of the samples. Peas (Pisum sativum) and 
beans (Vicia sp), barley (Hordeum sp) and oat (Avena sp) are 
also present although these are slightly less common. Because of 
the limited nature of the assemblages, it is not possible (beyond 
broad observations) to compare frequencies of the different 
crop remains present nor to suggest that one crop was preferred 
over others. It is interesting to note that chaff and weeds are 
uncommon, with only occasional grass seeds (Poaceae) and 
cabbage/mustard (Brassica sp) evident. Although this may be 
a result of preservation bias, it may also indicate that the crops 
were not processed in the vicinity. Remains of pea/bean and 
cabbage/mustard seed were recorded in the period 7, phase 2 
medieval building enclosure (G664, OA183). The medieval 
assemblages are comparatively similar to those recorded at 
Brisley Farm Areas 1–8 (see Chapter 10.24) in which bread-
type wheat was also common. They therefore lend further 

support to evidence for the somewhat hardier bread-type 
wheat, enabling cultivation of heavy clay soils that might have 
been more problematic to farm before its introduction.

10.27  POLLEN ANALYSIS
Rob Scaife

INTRODUCTION
Extensive sampling of all of the principal contexts was carried 
out for pollen studies. Because of the multi-period nature 
of the site, the principal aim of the study was to obtain a 
vegetation and land-use history for the local area. After an 
initial assessment of the pollen preservation and content (Scaife 
2003), a fuller analysis of selected features and contexts was 
carried out. This report deals with the results of pollen analysis 
of contexts that span the Bronze Age, Iron Age and Romano-
British periods.

THE POLLEN DATA
Five pollen diagrams and a number of spot samples have been 
analysed. These were obtained from a range of features and contexts 
of different ages. They are listed in Tables 10.56 and 10.57.

POLLEN METHODOLOGY
In all cases sediments/contexts analysed consisted of fine silt 
and clay with almost no organic content. Absolute pollen 
frequencies were small, which in some cases negated pollen 
counts or identification of less than adequate numbers of pollen 
grains. Samples for pollen analysis were obtained from the 
open faces of trenches. The most important contexts (D[2497], 
D[2606], D[2611], D[2617], D[2617] and D[2743]), were 
sampled during excavation using metal box monolith profiles. 
Subsamples of 2ml volume taken from these monoliths were 
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Table 10.56 Contexts shown in pollen diagrams

Context 
no

Group 
no

Land use Period Comments

E[3622] G17 OA1 2, ph 2 Late Bronze Age to 
Early Iron Age gully

D[2024] G149 OA84 5, ph 1 Roman enclosure 
ditch

D[2005] G187 ST18 4, ph 2 Late Iron Age 
posthole 

E[3811] G95 OA35 4, ph 1 Iron Age pit

D[2224] G267 OA81 5, ph 1 Roman pit
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prepared in the laboratory using standard procedures for the 
extraction of subfossil pollen and spores (Moore & Webb 1978; 
Moore et al 1991). Counts of up to 500 grains per level (the 
pollen sum) plus all extant marsh/aquatic taxa and spores of 
ferns were made from each level where preservation permitted. 
Identification and counting were carried out using an Olympus 
biological microscope (BH) fitted with Leitz optics. Pollen 
counts obtained are presented in Table 10.58 and Figs 10.31–
10.35 with percentages calculated as follows:

• Sum = % total dry land pollen (tdlp)
• Marsh/aquatic = tdlp + sum of marsh/aquatics
• Spores =% tdlp + sum of spores

Taxonomy in general follows that of Moore & Webb 
(1978) modified according to Bennett et al (1994) for pollen 
types and Stace (1997) for plant descriptions. The pollen 
diagrams were plotted using TILIA and TILIA-GRAPH 
(Grimm 1991). These procedures were carried out in the 
School of Geography, University of Southampton.

PERIOD 2, PHASE 2 (LATE BRONZE AGE TO 
EARLY IRON AGE)
E[3622], G17 (Fig 10.31)
Pollen is extremely sparse in these sediment fills and only four 
levels through the gully fills were examined. However, some 
useful information was obtained and is characterised as follows.

TREES AND SHRUBS
Quercus (oak) and Corylus avellana type (hazel) are dominant. 
The former increases in value from 5% at the base of the profile 
to 15% at the top. Corylus avellana type peaks in the middle 
of the profile (to 23%). Other taxa include small numbers of 
Betula (birch; <1%), Pinus (pine; 1%), Fraxinus excelsior (ash), 
Tilia (lime/linden), Alnus glutinosa (8% at 200mm) and Salix 
(willow).
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Fig 10.31 Pollen diagram E[3622]

Context 

no

Group 

no

Land use Period Comments

D[2497] G172  OA51 4, ph 2b Late Iron Age 

enclosure ditch
D[2606] G304 OA53 4, ph 2 Late Iron Age pit
D[2611] G171 OA51 4, ph 2b Late Iron Age 

enclosure ditch (basal 

fill)
D[2612] G171 OA51 4, ph 2b Late Iron Age 

enclosure ditch 

(upper fill)
D[2617] G172 OA51 4, ph 2b Late Iron Age 

enclosure ditch
E[2679] G350 OA119 9 Modern boundary 

ditch
D[2743] G15 TD1 2 Middle Bronze Age to 

Early Iron Age track/

droveway ditch

Table 10.57 Contexts from which spot samples were taken
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HERBS
Assemblages are not diverse and are dominated by Poaceae 
(grasses; 55% at the base of the profile) and Lactucoideae 
(dandelion types; to 25% in the upper half of the profile). 
Plantago lanceolata (ribwort plantain; to 9% at base of profile) 
and sporadic cereal pollen are also present.

SPORES
There are very substantial numbers of Polypodium vulgare 
(common polypody fern; to c 50%) along with monolete 
Pteropsida (Dryopteris type ferns; to 11%) and some Pteridium 
aquilinum (bracken; to 6%).
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INFERRED VEGETATION
Absolute pollen numbers are small, reflecting the poor pollen-
preserving conditions and probably rapid accumulation of 
sediments in this ditch context. This is further suggested 
by indications of differential preservation in favour of more 
robust pollen types. The latter include especially Lactucoideae 
(dandelion types) and spores of ferns (Polypodium vulgare, 
Dryopteris type and Pteridium aquilinum). There is also an 

increase in these more robust taxa in the upper and more gleyed 
sediments. Interpretation is further complicated by the typical 
problems of the taphonomy of pollen in fills of ditches, pits 
and other small features where pollen catchment may be small, 
and pollen may also have been reworked from earlier soils/
sediments and/or waste dump from human activity. However, 
some useful information has been gained for the Bronze Age/
Early Iron Age environment of this site.
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It is clear that woodland remained in the vicinity of the 
site with oak and hazel being the main elements. Birch, pine 
and alder all produce copious quantities of wind-disseminated 
pollen and as such their small values here do not indicate any 
local significance. Occasional lime and ash may, however, 
be attributed to some occasional local growth or from more 
extensive stands at some distance. In the case of the former, 
it is now generally accepted that lime formed the dominant 
woodland, or was at least co-dominant with oak, during the 
middle Holocene (Atlantic; Flandrian Chronozone II) and 
earlier sub-Boreal (Neolithic and Early–Middle Bronze Age; 

Flandrian Chronozone III) (Greig 1982; Waller 1994; Scaife 
2000a; 2000b; 2003). It is probable, therefore, that earlier 
woodland clearance had taken place and that which remained 
may have been oak and hazel on the heavier soils, less suitable 
for cultivation.

The substantial importance of herbs further suggests that 
woodland clearance for agriculture had taken place before 
the creation of this feature and the deposition of the earliest/
primary fills. There are small numbers (sporadic occurrences) 
of cereal pollen that attest to arable activity. However, this 
does not indicate local activity of any great significance. It is 
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Feature type Ditch Pit Pit Ditch Ditch Ditch Ditch Ditch
Context no D[2497] D[2606]

top

D[2606] 

base

D[2611] 

primary

D[2612] 

secondary

D[2617] E[2679] D[2743]

     
Trees
Betula 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
Pinus 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Quercus 12 4 10 15 13 20 50 11
Tilia 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Fraxinus 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
Alnus glutinosa 2 0 3 1 3 1 1 0
Sorbus type 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Corylus avellana type 0 0 3 0 1 5 9 1

Herbs
Ranunculus type 4 0 1 0 2 0 2 0
Sinapis type 15 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
cf Hornungia type 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dianthus type 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
Chenopodium type 1 0 1 3 3 0 1 0
Fabaceae undiff 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Trifolium type 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
Apiaceae 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fallopia convolvulus 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Rumex 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0
Convolvulus 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
Plantago lanceolata 1 4 4 5 7 1 14 5
Bidens type 1 2 0 1 2 1 4 0
Anthemis type 1 0 0 3 0 2 0 0
Cirsium type 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Centaurea nigra type 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
Centaurea scabiosa type 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lactucoideae 11 13 16 5 6 12 31 20
Poaceae 98 95 55 107 93 104 95 55
Cereal type 1 27 3 6 12 0 3 4
Unidentified/degraded 2 4 3 3 5 6 5 2

Marsh
Cyperaceae 0 0 4 0 1 0 0 0

Fern spores
Pteridium aquilinum 6 6 29 20 16 15 19 23
Dryopteris type 13 3 1 9 7 38 5 52
Polypodium vulgare 7 6 9 16 36 9 38 178

Moss spores
Sphagnum 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4

Table 10.58 Pollen counts by context
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also possible that the cereal pollen may derive from secondary 
sources such as food, faecal debris, crop-processing waste and 
floor coverings that may have been disposed of in this feature.

Herb pollen assemblages are dominated by grasses 
(Poaceae) with Lactucoideae (dandelion types). These, plus 
ribwort plantain (Plantago lanceolata), which is well represented 
in the lower ditch sediments, are evidence of locally important 
grassland/pasture.

PERIOD 4 (LATE IRON AGE)
E[3811], G95: pit fill (Fig 10.32)
Pollen preservation, as in other profiles, is better in the lower 
levels/fills with evidence of differential preservation in the 
upper levels (Lactucoideae).

TREES AND SHRUBS
Quercus is dominant with higher percentage values in the lower 
fills (to 20%) declining
 upwards. There are only small numbers or sporadic 
occurrences of other taxa, including Betula, Pinus, Fraxinus, 
Tilia and Alnus. Corylus avellana type is the principal shrub 
with continuous but small values (6%) in the basal fills.

HERBS (C 85% OF TOTAL POLLEN)
Poaceae (to 78%) and Lactucoideae (increasing to 30%) are 
dominant. There is a moderately diverse range of other taxa 
in the lower fills with a range of Asteraceae (daisy family) 
types. Weeds of waste and disturbed ground are present 
(Chenopodiaceae, Polygonum aviculare type, Plantago major 
type) along with small numbers of cereals. Grassland-associated 
taxa are present (Plantago lanceolata, Ranunculus type, 
Asteraceae types).

SPORES
Spores of ferns comprise Pteridium aquilinum (11%) and 
monolete forms (Dryopteris type ferns and Polypodium vulgare 
(common polypody fern); peak to 33%). Occasional liverwort 
spores are identified.

THE INFERRED VEGETATION
The inferred vegetation is similar to that of the preceding period 
(above) with overall dominance of herbs. These assemblages 
suggest a local grassland, pasture environment. Small numbers 
of cereal pollen grains and occasional weeds of waste and 
disturbed ground are evidence of arable activity, possibly at 

some distance or derived from waste farinaceous products 
disposed of in the ditch. There is evidence of oak woodland.

D[2005], G187: fill of posthole D[2004] (Fig 10.33)
Trees and shrubs (30% of total pollen) are subordinate to herbs 
(70–80%).

TREES AND SHRUBS
Quercus (to 28%) is dominant. Other taxa include sporadic 
occurrences of Betula, Pinus, Tilia and Alnus. Tilia occurs 
especially in the lower levels. Corylus avellana type is the 
principal shrub (average 5%).

HERBS
Poaceae are dominant (to 79%) with peaks of Dianthus type 
(6%), Plantago lanceolata (to 5%), Lactucoideae (18% at 
480mm to 320mm) and Cirsium type (16% in the basal 
sample). There are small numbers of cereal pollen (<1%).

SPORES
Polypodium vulgare is most important with peaks at 480mm 
(40% sum+spores) and at the top of the profile (27%). There are 
continuous records of Pteridium aquilinum (to 6%) and monolete 
forms (Dryopteris type ferns; to 11%). Occasional liverworts 
(undifferentiated and Anthoceras punctatum) are present.

INFERRED VEGETATION
This profile is undated but the substantial levels of Quercus 
(to 28%) and the presence of small numbers of lime/linden 
(Tilia) in the lower levels possibly suggest a date comparable 
to the profile from G17 (above) of Late Bronze Age to Early 
Iron Age date. The very substantial numbers of Polypodium 
vulgare (common polypody fern) is similarly indicative 
of woodland, although these may be over-represented by 
differential preservation. As with other profiles there is a degree 
of homogeneity with evidence of locally dominant grassland/
pasture and minimal evidence of arable activity.

PERIOD 5 (ROMAN)
D[2024], G149: fill of enclosure ditch (Fig 10.34)
Arboreal and shrub pollen are at 25–30% of total pollen. 
Herbs are, however, dominant (70–80%). There is evidence of 
differential preservation in the upper levels of these sediment fills.
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TREES AND SHRUBS
Quercus is dominant (to 25%) with a range of other taxa, 
which occur in small numbers. These include sporadic Betula, 
Pinus, Fraxinus, Alnus, Corylus avellana type and Salix.

HERBS
As in other profiles, Poaceae (55%) and Lactucoideae 
(expanding to 25% at the top of the profile) are the principal 
herb taxa. Herb diversity is greater in the lower levels where 
pollen preservation is better. These include cereal pollen (to 
10%) and sporadic occurrences of taxa of waste and disturbed 
ground affinity (Chenopodiaceae, Sinapis type, Plantago major 
type, Spergula type, Polygonum aviculare type). Pastoral taxa 
include dominant Poaceae, Lactucoideae noted and taxa that 
are not identifiable to a lower taxonomic level (especially 
Asteraceae types). Lactucoideae become more important in 
the upper levels owing to differential preservation in their 
favour. There are small numbers of wetland taxa consisting of 
Typha angustifolia type (burr reed and/or lesser reedmace) and 
Cyperaceae (sedges).

SPORES OF FERNS
Pteridium aquilinum (to 28% at 500mm) and Polypodium 
vulgare are most important. The latter is consistent throughout 
at 8–10% increasing to high values in the upper level (35%).

D[2224], G267: fill of enclosure ditch (Romano-
British) (Fig 10.35)
Two local pollen assemblage zones have been defined in this c 
500mm of the column sample and are described as follows.

ZONE 1: 520MM TO 280MM
Zone 1 is defined by a greater number of herbs, partly a result 
of taphonomic factors such as better pollen preservation in 
the basal fills, which have remained wetter and less oxidised. 
Tree pollen is relatively important with Quercus (to 27%) and 
small/sporadic numbers of Betula, Pinus (extra-regional), Fagus 
sylvatica (beech) and Alnus. Shrubs consist of small numbers of 
Corylus avellana type (5%), Salix and Calluna (heather; <1%). 
Herbs are, as in other profiles, dominant (75–80% of total 
pollen). Poaceae (80%) is most important with Lactucoideae 
(to 12%), Ranunculus type (6%) and Chenopodiaceae (5%). 
Cereal pollen (6%) and weeds of disturbed ground are present 
and comprise Sinapis type, Spergula type, Chenopodiaceae 
(noted), Plantago major type, Persicaria maculosa type, Fallopia 
convolvulus and Polygonum aviculare type. Other taxa recovered 
may also be from this segetal group but are less definable. 

Spores comprise Pteridium aquilinum (7%), and monolete 
forms (Dryopteris type ferns and Polypodium vulgare); to 10%).

ZONE 2: 280MM TO 80MM
Herbaceous diversity is reduced and pollen preservation is 
poorer in the upper levels of this profile. This is reflected 
in the expansion of Lactucoideae (to 20%) resulting from 
the differential preservation of this robust taxon. Poaceae, 
however, remain dominant (60%). There are reductions in 
Ranunculus type and Chenopodiaceae. Quercus remains the 
most important arboreal taxon (15%). Small numbers of Alnus 
and Corylus avellana type (<1%) remain. There is an expansion 
of spores (Pteridium aquilinum) and derived pre-Quaternary 
palynomorphs.

INFERRED VEGETATION
The pollen assemblages in both profiles of Roman date 
(D[2024] and D[2224]; period 5) show a continuation of 
regional oak and hazel woodland with some evidence for 
occasional and probably local growth of ash and beech. These 
latter, compared with the former, are less well represented in 
pollen assemblages and even small numbers may be attributed 
to at least some local occurrences. In other aspects, the profiles 
also show the importance of grassland, probably pasture. 
However, cereal pollen is more abundant than in earlier 
contexts. Percentages to 10% are present in D[2024]. This can 
be interpreted as an expansion of arable activity during this 
period. It should also be considered, however, that this may be 
pollen (and associated arable weeds) derived from secondary 
sources such as crop processing (threshing and winnowing) or 
from waste debris dumped into these features containing crop-
processing debris, waste, farinaceous, food or faecal debris.

DISCUSSION
Existing pollen data spanning the late prehistoric and early 
historic periods from the interior (non-coastal zone) of Kent 
come from the early work of Godwin (1962) at Wingham and 
Frogholt. More recent data come from Thurnham Roman villa 
well (Scaife 2000a) and East End, Ash (Scaife 2000b). These 
may act as comparisons with data from Brisley Farm.

Although pollen has been recovered from the majority 
of samples analysed, as might be expected from such 
archaeological contexts, the pollen preservation was very 
variable, with evidence of differential preservation in favour 
of more robust taxa (eg, Lactucoideae and fern spores). This is 
attributed to the fact that the sediments were low in organic 
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content and may have been subjected to periods of wetting 
and drying causing oxidation (gleying) and destruction of the 
subfossil pollen. In spite of these problems, some information 
has been forthcoming from this study.

The pollen assemblages are without exception dominated 
by herbs and, in particular, Poaceae (grasses) and consist of taxa 
typical of pasture. There are also some taxa that are associated 
with disturbed ground and arable cultivation (see below). 
Evidence of woodland comes from tree and shrub pollen. 
Numbers are largely subordinate to the herbs, with up to 20% 
of total pollen. Quercus (oak) is the principal tree taxon in all 
samples with lesser/sporadic numbers of Betula (birch), Tilia 
(lime), Fraxinus (ash), Alnus glutinosa (alder), Fagus sylvatica 
(beech) and Corylus avellana type (hazel). Presence of lime/
linden is characteristic of the earlier period 2 contexts.

In spite of the rather poor pollen preservation in the 
contexts examined, useful information has been obtained 
since this is a region of the country where there is little pollen 
data. This paucity of data is due to a range of factors including 
absence of peat-forming environments, alkalinity of the 
bedrock geology and resultant calcareous groundwater, this 
last being detrimental to pollen preservation. Furthermore, 
the pollen taphonomy in ditches and pits may be complex, 
with the possibility of pollen being reworked from earlier soils/
sediments. There is also the fact that the pollen catchment may 
be of only local origin rather than the more regional portrayal 
that may be obtained from the (more usual) pollen analysis 
of peat mires. This may, however, be considered of value in 
specifically elucidating the on-site vegetation and environment.

All the contexts and samples suggest that the local 
environment was one of grassland, possibly pasture with little 
local woodland. This is in agreement with other data from 
southern England showing that the late prehistoric period 
was the period of major woodland clearance and especially 
of lime/lindens (Tilia), which had remained widespread and 
important until the Bronze Age. After the Middle/Late Bronze 
Age ‘lime decline’ (although asynchronous and earlier at some 
southern English sites), which saw widespread (asynchronous) 
removal of this previously dominant woodland, oak and hazel 
woodland remained and these may have been managed. The 
representation of oak and hazel here is commensurate with this 
background remaining woodland and is seen in other Kentish 
sites as noted above

The presence of cereal pollen and associated arable weeds 
demonstrates use of, and possibly some local cereal cultivation 
on, drier ground adjacent to the site. However, pollen may 
also have been derived from secondary sources, coming from 
grain storage and/or on-site processing such as winnowing or 
threshing, which would liberate and disperse pollen trapped in 
the cereal husks (Robinson & Hubbard 1977).

Poaceae (grasses) are the most important taxon along with 
pollen of other grassland plants. This reflects the dominance of 
pasture on and around the site. This is not surprising given the 
low-lying nature of the site and its present-day character.

10.28  DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE
Gwen Jones

THE DOCUMENTARY BACKGROUND
The survival of documents pertaining to Kingsnorth is poor. 
For centuries the parish may have been little more than a 
backwater, one of several old parishes perhaps overshadowed by 
the growth of Ashford. Such documents as there are have been 
split between different repositories, including the Huntingdon 
Library in America. In the 13th, 14th and 15th centuries 
the land was divided into very small parcels and while The 
National Archives in Kew hold a series of early rentals that list 
the names of tenants and the extent of their holdings, little 
indication of location is given. The only-sporadic survival of 
other documents and the amalgamation of smaller tenements 
have made it impossible to trace the continuous descent of 
Brisley Farm as depicted in the tithe map (Fig 9.14) and 
schedule (Table 10.59).

KINGSNORTH MANORS
There were originally four manors: Kingsnorth, which 
developed on land belonging to the main settlement; 
West Hawks, on land surrounding the Roman settlement; 
Moorhouse, located somewhere ‘on the low ground’, according 
to Hasted (1972); and Mumfords (a corruption of the name 
‘de Montfort’), on land held by the de Montfort family in the 
11th and succeeding centuries. The four became five when the 
original manor was split into two in the early 14th century and 
became East and West Kingsnorth manors. The division came 
very possibly because the early settlement had grown and taken 
in extra land, but may have been the result of an inheritance 
either divided by or disputed between two branches of the de 
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Kingsnorth family who had taken their name from the manor. 
Such evidence as has been identified suggests that manorial 
control on the ground was weak, perhaps because Kingsnorth 
manor was subordinate to the royal manor of Wye, which by 
gift of William the Conqueror was controlled from afar by 
Battle Abbey.

There is some documentary confusion regarding the capital 
sites: field names cited in an indenture of 1640 (KHLC U48/

T33) appear to indicate that East Kingsnorth was centred 
on Park Farm, but a later document (KHLC U705/T/14/2), 
includes a map of some of the land of East Kingsnorth manor 
showing some tenements that can be plotted on modern 
Ordnance Survey maps. It contradicts the other document and 
shows that East Kingsnorth manor was centred on the moat 
and buildings now called Court Lodge Farm (TQ 9934 3961), 
not far south-east of Brisley Farm. This map does not, however, 
include the land covered by Brisley Farm. A document that 
is evidence that Brisley Farm did belong to East Kingsnorth 
manor is the 1722 map (KHLC TR1103/1) of Willowbed 
Farm, which abuts Brisley on the south side (Fig 10.36). 
On this, Brisley’s land is marked ‘land of Mr Henry Carter’. 
In a rental of 1720 (KHLC U55/M236) Knight Carter – 
presumably a relative or forebear of Henry Carter – is named, 
although the land he owned is not named. It seems probable, 
therefore, but is not finally proven that the Brisley land did 
belong to East Kingsnorth manor.

THE HISTORIC LAND USE OF THE PARISH
Until the growth of Ashford encroached upon the parish in 
the second half of the 20th century, Kingsnorth was entirely 
agricultural in character despite the basically poor quality of the 
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Fanny Barton owned and occupied the farm
Field no Field name Type of 

cultivation

Acres Rods Perches

10 Further Field P 1 2 9
11 House Field P 1 0 17
12 garden 0 0 30
13 house and garden 0 1 01
14 Waterman Field P 6 1 32
280 Little Plough Field A 2 1 35
281 Platt A 0 0 28
282 House Field P 6 3 14
283 Barn Platt P 0 2 24
285 lodge and granary 0 0 36
286 house, garden & 

lodge yard

0 1 16

287 orchard P 0 2 01
288 house and garden 0 0 36
295 Six Acres P 7 0 16
296 Long Field P 3 3 20
309 Upper Meadow P 4 2 04
310 Barn Field P 4 3 28

Total 42 1 28

Part of what then belonged to Washford Farm became part of the excavation area 

This was owned by the heirs of John Swaffer and farmed by Stephen Bishop 

and was then largely arable
15 Joy Woods Field P 1 1 18
16 Shaw W 0 0 09
17 Shaw W 0 0 04
18 Water Field P 4 2 04
19 Spot A 0 0 39
20 garden 0 0 25
21 Stack Platt 0 0 11
22 lodge & yard 0 0 07
23 house, barn & yard 0 0 18
24 garden 0 0 21
25 House Field P 3 2 25
289 Platt & pond A 0 1 04
290 Platt & pond A 0 2 20
291 Inner Meadow P 2 1 18
292 First Meadow P 2 1 09
294 Upper Meadow P 2 1 16
301 First Rock Field A 2 2 14
302 Lodge Field & 

lodge

P 1 2 24

303 Further Lodge 

Field

A 1 3 27

308 part of Jerry’s 

Rock

A 2 3 02

Total 22 3 36

P – pasture; A – arable; W – wood

Table 10.59 Brisley Farm tithe apportionment

Sawpit Field
7.2.19

Hammel
3.2.02

House Field
5.0.06

Hither Tors
6.2.26

Further Tores
6.0.16

Further Bushey 
Field
4.3.11

3 Corner Field
2.3.07

Rockey Field
7.3.07

Stone Pitt
2.2.06

Great Spicers
7.1.29

 Bushey 
1.0.26

 land belonging to 
Henry Carter

 Willowbed Farm
1722-: transcript of map 

by Jared Hill

 MRS 
SPARROW

Hither Bushey 
Field

5.0.04

Meadow
3.3.22

Fig 10.36 Map of Willowbed Farm, 1722 (KHLC TR1103/1)
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soil. In 1838 the surveyor Thomas Pain Hilder described it in 
1838 as follows (TNA: PRO IR18/3669):

The parish is situated in East Kent, it is high though flat 
and has in part a marshy appearance. The soil is generally loam 
and gravel seated on clay or stiff alluvial earth. Towards the 
south and south-west it is more mixed and inferior. The land 
is moderately well adapted to the growing of corn and the 
feeding of sheep; to the latter it is particularly applicable … 
The meadows and pasture land is some of it good and some 
very inferior … The woodland is moderately good. There has 
been a considerable change in farming a portion of the land by 
draining and which has affected the produce.

The soils are based either on alluvium laid down by the 
Stour and its tributary streams or on Weald Clay and Atherfield 
Clay (HMSO 1965). Where the land rises west of Brisley 
Farm an outlier of Hythe Beds was at some time extensively 
worked for stone (ibid, 3). Other reports on the quality of the 
soil in the parish were equally mixed. Some considered it ‘good 
feeding land’ (Bagshaw 1847), but its essentially retentive, miry 
nature was reported in Kelly’s directory (1899): ‘heavy, subsoil 
clay with marshland to the north of the parish and to the south 
woodland’ and earlier, in similar vein, by Hasted (1972).

Nineteenth-century manures and dressings improved both 
crops and yields: by 1899 and 1934 the soils were yielding 
‘wheat, beans and oats’ as main crops (Kelly’s 1899; 1934). Not 
mentioned, however, was the large area of permanent grassland 
on the poorer soils: stock rearing, particularly of sheep, had 
been a mainstay of the local economy since medieval days and 
possibly before.

The tithe survey carried out in 1838 (TNA: PRO 
IR18/3669, map and apportionment 1839) showed that 
considerable improvement in arable acreage and yields had 
been achieved since the late 18th and early 19th centuries 
(Table 10.60). Before the survey, Metyard, one of the two 
surveyors, reported that the parish had been ‘much neglected 
in comparison with surrounding ones till lately’ but also that 
‘greater care in draining and alternating the soil with the clay 
beneath’ had resulted in greater crops (TNA: PRO IR18/3669, 
tithe file 1839). Long neglect had considerably devalued the 
grassland, however: much of the parish was ‘yet laid in poor 
thin thistly pasture producing a scanty supply for sheep in 
spring and quite burnt up in summer’. Investigations into the 
drainage of the valley (KHLC S/EK/S/I/22–28) made at the 
end of the 18th and in the first half of the 19th century show 
that on the alluvium the grassland was mainly pasture. Only 
small areas were fit for meadow. The same balance appears to 

have obtained on the clays: such meadow as there was would 
have been found on the patches of better soils.

Whereas evidence of neglect runs counter to the claims 
for ‘good feeding land’ for sheep made by Hilder and Bagshaw, 
poor-quality pasture explains why many of the larger farmers 
held either land or grazing rights on Romney Marsh: the sheep 
were overwintered in Kingsnorth and surrounding parishes, 
but fattened on the marsh in the summer. Davison (2002) 
noted that:

A close yet complex relationship grew up between the 
marsh and the surrounding district: transhumance and 
agistment of stock practised by farmers and graziers in 
both areas. The same practice occurred within the uplands 
themselves – not all the farmers and graziers overwintered 
their stock on their own farms but moved some to other 
farms elsewhere.

There was, therefore, frequent movement of stock in 
the area on the part of both large and small farmers. Hasted 
particularly noted the ‘unpleasant and dreary landscape’, the 
wide hedgerows and the ‘execrable’ broad roads bordered by 
wide green verges (1972). The ‘broad’ roads and the green 
verges indicate that transhumance had formed the post-
medieval road pattern of the area. The wide hedgerows, also 
mentioned two centuries earlier (KHLC p212/3/6, 1614) in 
the description of fields ‘partly pasture and partly wood’, ‘partly 
arable and partly wood’ and ‘partly meadow and partly wood’ 

answered tenants’ needs for fuel and wood for repairs. Any 
large stretch of woodland was normally held by the lord of the 
manor for his own profit. His tenants were ‘allowed’ building 
timber for which they paid by agreement.

The 17th-century picture of the Kingsnorth landscape 
suggests small-scale subsistence farming: wood was gathered 
from the hedgerow; sheep, some cattle, also geese, pigeons, 
turkeys, hens, capons and bees were kept; and corn, grain and 
hemp were cultivated in fields bordered sometimes by the 
shaws (coppices or thickets), more frequently by ditches.

A very similar regime is revealed in a document of 1387, 
when a moiety of the manor of Kingessnode (Kingsnorth) 
plus an annexed tenement and the moiety of a toft and garden 
were confirmed to Katharine, Lady Dengarne (Cal Fine R, 

Cultivation Acreage  % 
Arable  903 29.5
Meadow/pasture 1600 52.3
Woodland  165 5.3
Hops  117 3.8
Glebe  21 0.7

Table 10.60 Cultivation in 1838 (source TNA: PRO IR18/3669)



373

1383–91). The land transferred consisted of ‘47 acres of arable, 
good pasture, 2½ acres of meadow, 50 acres of pasture for sheep 
and 10 acres of underwood’. Even though the acreage of ‘good’ 
pasture is not specified, there was clearly more grass than arable.

BRISLEY FARM
‘Brisley’ is a family name in the area and as attached to this 
farm must refer to a time before 1825, in which year the poor 
rate books show Edward Barton as farmer (KHLC p212/11/1). 
There is no mention of a tenant called Brisley in the rental of 
East Kingsnorth manor in 1720 (KHLC U55/M236), but 
Knight Carter’s land and Willowbed Farm are included. It has 
proved impossible to trace the names of earlier owners. The 
Brisleys, therefore, may have acquired some or all of the land in 
the mid to late 18th century, by which time some of the small 
areas of land, some or many of them still divided by ditches, 
must have been consolidated into larger fields.

Brisley Farm, therefore, comprised land consolidated at 
some time by 1838 (TNA: PRO IR18/3669). ‘Brisley’ then 
measured 42 acres 1 rod 6 perches constituting, in that parish, 
a farm of low to middling size (see Table 10.59 and Fig 9.14). 
Modern Brisley includes fields that formerly belonged to two 
other tenements. They are clearly divided off on the tithe 
map. The two houses listed in the land that belonged to the 
42 acres may result from consolidation (see Table 10.59). The 
fact that many of the fields are very small suggests that such 
amalgamations were in 1838 of relatively recent post-medieval 
date. The four south-eastern fields were a separate tenement in 
1722 – see Widow Sparrow’s name on the map of 1722 (Fig 
10.36) – and other fields belonged to Washford Farm on the 
northern side of the road.

EARLY RENTALS
Medieval rentals for the land covered by the manors survive 
either in The National Archives or in the Huntingdon Library 
in America; the earliest date from 1335/6 in the reign of 
Edward III. Information in the earliest roll is echoed and much 
of it repeated in later rolls, but not given in the same order. 
The most informative is that compiled in 1448 for the manor 
of East Kingsnorth (ESRO microfilm XA3/23 of TNA: PRO 
E315/56). This roll deals with 64 tenements that together 

total 1205¼ ‘acres’ (the exact extent of an acre then cannot be 
assumed to be identical to that of a modern acre but may have 
been smaller) plus 46 ‘crofts’. There is no definition of a croft; 
they were sometimes associated with a house and at other times 
just land. Their acreages varied and occasionally are not given.

The picture of mid 15th-century land holding revealed is 
extremely complicated, but probably typical both of the time 
and area. The owner of the land paid the manorial rent but 
more often than not did not farm the land. There is no obvious 
connection between the acreage and the size of the money rent, 
or between the rent and the number of subdivisions of the 
tenements. The differences in rent reflect the different times 
at which the tenements were created: rents were often less at 
early dates and much greater at later ones – perhaps because of 
inflation, perhaps because of landlord greed.

There is a clear distinction between ‘land’ (interpreted 
as arable), ‘pasture’ and ‘meadow’, and all three frequently 
lay in very small parcels. No mention is ever made of hedges. 
Either the parcel-holders just respected an agreed boundary, 
or there was a baulk, a line of stakes or a ditch. The parcels 
were let out to tenants who often, but not always, farmed 
their holding themselves: quite frequently they sublet it either 
to their own subtenant or to several. There is, therefore, huge 
variation in the organisation of each property – some parcels 
were as little as half an acre, others could be anything up to 
15 or even 33 acres. Other holdings were or included ‘crofts’. 
All but one of the owners are men but, proving that women 
were not debarred from ownership, one woman is listed as 
an owner and seven women are listed as tenants. Other issues 
further complicate the picture: the landowner of one property 
could become the tenant of a small parcel or parcels of other 
properties; a tenement might have two or three listed owners; a 
tenant might have more than one parcel of a tenement and in 
addition be holding a parcel or parcels of other tenements.

Analysis of the roll shows that just over half the holdings 
were of less than three acres (ESRO microfilm XA3/23 of 
TNA: PRO E315/56) (Table 10.61). There were 263 separate 
tenancies; over half (156; 59.3%) were of plots of three acres or 
less: <1 acre = 9.1%; 1–2 = 22.4%; 2–3 = 18.6%; 3–4 = 9.1%.

The next largest group was of tenancies of 4–9 acres: 4–5 
acres = 5.7%; 5–6 = 5.3%; 6–7 = 5.7%; 7–8 = 6.0%; 8–9 = 
4.6% (27.3% of the whole).

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS

>1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 20+
24 59 49 24 15 14 15 16 12 2 6 4 6 2 1 2 2 0 2 0 4 4 263

Table 10.61 Acreages (in bold) over the totals of individual land plots held either by tenants or subtenants
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CONCLUSION
The landscape developed much more slowly in Kingsnorth 
than in more fertile and less waterlogged parishes. The accent 
on pasture and the late retention of many of the medieval 
holdings must have minimised plough damage before the 
second half of the 19th century, as would the fact that drainage 
of the land was not undertaken before the early years of that 
century. While amalgamation of different holdings was possibly 
instituted and they were then in some way enlarged or reduced, 
it is probable that the boundaries existing within those holdings 
were changed only when strictly necessary. This resulted in the 
survival of many small fields and should have left fairly intact 
earlier landscapes underlying the present one.

10.29  RADIOCARBON DATING
Peter Marshall

Six samples were submitted for radiocarbon analysis from the 
Brisley Farm and Christchurch CE High School excavations. 
The three samples of cremated human bone from un-urned 
cremations submitted to the Scottish Universities Environmental 
Research Centre, East Kilbride (SUERC) were prepared 
following methods outlined in Lanting et al (2001), and 
measured by Accelerator Mass Spectrometry (AMS) as described 
by Xu et al (2004). Three charcoal samples dated at Beta Analytic 
Inc were pre-treated using the acid/alkali/acid protocol of 
Mook & Waterbolk (1985) and measured by AMS and liquid 
scintillation as outlined at http://www.radiocarbon.com/.

Both laboratories maintain continual programmes of quality 
assurance procedures, in addition to participation in international 
inter-comparisons (Scott 2003). These tests indicate no laboratory 
offsets and demonstrate the validity of the measurement quoted.

The main aim of the radiocarbon dating programme was to 
determine the following:
• The age of three of the un-urned cremations and test 

whether they might be contemporary
• Wether pit C[1019], containing possible pyre material, 

was contemporary with the cremation activity in Area 2b
• The date of Bronze Age pit E[3865]
• The date of Bronze Age pit J[534]

The results are conventional radiocarbon ages (Stuiver 
& Polach 1977) and are quoted in accordance with the 
international standard known as the Trondheim convention 
(Stuiver & Kra 1986).

The calibrations of these results, which relate the 
radiocarbon measurements directly to the calendrical time 
scale, are given in Table 10.62 and in Fig 10.37. All have been 
calculated using the data sets published by Reimer et al (2009) 
and the computer program OxCal v4.1 (Bronk Ramsey 1995; 
1998; 2001; 2009). The calibrated date ranges cited are quoted 
in the form recommended by Mook (1986), with the end 
points rounded outward to 10 years for errors greater than 25 
years. The ranges in Table 10.62 have been calculated according 
to the maximum intercept method (Stuiver & Reimer 1986); 
the probabilities presented in Fig 10.37 are derived from the 
probability method (Stuiver & Reimer 1993).

The three radiocarbon results from the un-urned 
cremations are not statistically consistent (T’=25.6; ν=2; 
T’(5%)=6.0; Ward & Wilson 1978). This indicates that they 
are not all of the same age; SUERC-27558, from area 2b, is 
clearly much later than the other two cremations from Area 
3. The two earlier cremations (cremation 21 (SUERC-27559) 
and cremation 24 (SUERC-27560) are though statistically 
consistent (T’=0.1; ν=1; T’(5%)=3.8) and could therefore be of 
the same actual age. The radiocarbon dating therefore suggests 
that the cremations are Late Iron Age/Romano-British in date.

Laboratory code Context no Material δ13C (‰) Radiocarbon age (BP) Calibrated date (95% confidence)

SUERC-27558 pit C[1010], fill C[1011], G448, 
OA134

cremated bone -19.9 1795±35 cal AD 120–340

SUERC-27559 pit D[1119], fill D[1120], G597, 
OA63 OA54

cremated bone -22.1 2020±35 160 cal BC – cal AD 70

SUERC-27560 pit D[1171], fill D[1172], G608, 
OA64

cremated bone -22.9 2005±35 100 cal BC – cal AD 80

Beta-171102 pit C[1018], fill C[1019], G430, 
OA136

charcoal: Quercus 
sp (sapwood)

-26.1 950±40 cal AD 1010–1180

Beta-171104 pit E[3865], fill E[3888], G20, OA1 charcoal (ID 
unknown)

-25.0* 2990±140 1530–830 cal BC

Beta-192616 pit J[534], fill J[535], G575, OA165 charcoal: Quercus 
sp (sapwood)

-25.8 3140±40 1500–1310 cal BC

* assumed value

Table 10.62 Radiocarbon results from Brisley Farm and Christchurch CE High School
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The charcoal sample (Beta-171104) from pit E[3865], 
thought to be Middle/Late Bronze Age in date, confirmed 
this interpretation although the large error on the radiocarbon 
measurement means the calibrated date range, 1530–830 cal 
BC, is very wide.

Another charcoal sample (Beta-192616) was associated 
with a very small amount of pottery of Middle or Late Bronze 
Age date, in pit J[534]. Although there is some possibility that 
this single fragment of charcoal was residual within its feature, 

the calibrated date range, 1500–1310 cal BC, is broadly 
consistent with the pottery and provides some evidence for 
Middle Bronze Age activity on the Christchurch CE High 
School site.

Charcoal from a further pit with evidence of in situ 
burning which was thought to be Late Iron Age in date owing 
to its proximity to the cremation burials and filled with possible 
pyre-related debris is clearly not contemporary as it is Saxon in 
date (cal AD 1010–1180).

CHAPTER 10  SPECIALIST REPORTS

Phase Brisley Farm
R_Date Beta-171102
R_Date Beta-171104
R_Date Beta-192616
Phase cremations

R_Date SUERC-27558
R_Date SUERC-27559
R_Date SUERC-27560

2500 2000 1500 1000 500 cal BC/cal AD 500 1000

calibrated date (cal BC/cal AD)

Fig 10.37 Probability distributions of dates from Brisley Farm and Christchurch CE High School. Each distribution represents the relative probability that an 
event occurred at a particular time. These distributions are the result of simple radiocarbon calibration (Stuiver & Reimer 1993)
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11.1  INTRODUCTION

This concluding chapter attempts to move beyond the detailed 
sequence of evidence as presented in the chronologically 
based narratives and consider a series of themes that have 
characterised the nature of landscape development at Brisley 
Farm: subsistence, farming and the environment, structures 
and buildings, production and industry, communication 
and roads, and ritual, religion, symbolism and the dead. In 
considering these themes, some suggestions and questions 
for future study have also been included and the South East 
Research Framework (SERF 2007) considered.

11.2  SUBSISTENCE, FARMING AND 
THE ENVIRONMENT

The settlements located at Brisley Farm were, above all 
else, subsistence farming communities. This was as true in 
the medieval and post-medieval periods, right up until the 
archaeological evaluation in 1998, as it was in the Bronze Age 
and Iron Age. At times during the long history of the site, the 
farming landscape has been overshadowed archaeologically by 
the unique and intriguing Late Iron Age funerary and ritual 
remains. Yet underlying and interlinking all the activity has 
been the subsistence strategy and it is through this strand that 
we have most consistently reached back to understand the 
people who once occupied this landscape, through evidence of 
their fields, livestock and crops.

There are three aspects that, throughout the long 
settlement of the site, have been influential: the underlying, 
poor draining, Weald Clay substrate; the low-lying alluvial 
surrounding landscape; and the spur of higher ground leading 
to Colemans’ Kitchen Wood. The effect and influence of 
these are clearly apparent in the nature and location of the 
archaeological remains discovered. There was a dynamic, 
environmentally influenced relationship between the 
exploitation of the rich, but seasonally waterlogged, pasture of 
the alluvial lowland, the need for water management regimes 
and habitation of the higher, dryer ground.

The Late Bronze Age and Early Iron Age periods were a 
time of agricultural intensification and restructuring in southern 
Britain (Champion 2007a, 298; Serjeantson 2007, 80), and 
the large fields aligned from north-east to south-west across 
the Brisley Farm landscape reflect this. It seems likely that this 
system extended across the south of Ashford, as remnants of 
its boundaries have been identified at Westhawk Farm (Booth 
et al 2008, 25) and Christchurch CE High School. There is 
little evidence to suggest that these were arable fields and the 
archaeological and pollen data indicate that this was a landscape 
of grassland, probably pasture used for the rearing of animals, 
with the little remaining local woodland consisting of oak and 
hazel. At this time there could have been a greater reliance 
on sheep, rather than cattle, particularly as some of the ditch 
systems seem to be geared towards managing sheep herds, 
although the limited faunal assemblages recovered at Brisley 
Farm do not lend themselves to testing such interpretations.

This evidence, as far as it stands, fits well with the regional 
pattern; field systems are common across the south-east, 
although usually concentrated along the coast and in major 
river valleys (Yates 2007, 21). Given that there is increasing 
evidence for them in hitherto unsuspected places, such as the 
Brisley Farm vicinity, such field systems are likely to have been 
more widespread than is currently recorded and they perhaps 
stretched across the Weald. There is in general, though, a 
comparative lack of direct evidence for the subsistence basis of 
the settlements on the Weald for this period and this remains 
a priority for future investigation. Problems with the survival 
of botanical and particularly faunal remains are likely to 
persist, but the collection of such assemblages, especially from 
associated settlement sites, will be crucial for the developing 
and testing of interpretations.

In the later prehistoric periods the layout of the fields 
and enclosures broadly followed the alignment of the earlier 
field system and there may have been an expedient use of the 
remains of these former boundaries. There is a good argument 
that the land around Brisley Farm started to be sporadically 
or seasonally reoccupied after apparent abandonment in the 
Early to Middle Iron Age. This reoccupation was probably 
associated with the movement of herds between the summer 
pastures of the Weald and Romney Marsh and the higher, 
dryer ground towards the North Downs that was needed in the 

CHAPTER 11  CONCLUSIONS
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winter months. This process is formalised, ultimately, by the 
construction of a probable corral – somewhere to round up a 
small herd and select and slaughter animals. It seems likely that 
this corral was used for multi-species management, including, 
perhaps, the horse, which would fit with the rise of nascent 
bands of horsemen as has been suggested for lowland areas 
in this period (Creighton 2000, 16–21). Associated with this 
phase are a few quernstone fragments, the first indication of 
grain processing, although whether grain was actually grown in 
the vicinity in this period is questionable.

The importance of animal management is emphasised 
again in the Late Iron Age, demonstrated, for example, by 
a possible antennae ditched enclosure. Probably reflecting 
the more permanent nature of the settlement, the faunal 
assemblages of cattle, sheep and pig increased in size and 
provide evidence of the processing, consumption and 
deposition of animals and their remains at the site. Although 
still relatively sparse, the greatest number of charred plant 
remains was recovered from Late Iron Age features and the 
evidence suggests that cereals were an important part of the 
diet at this time. However, the presence of semi-processed 
material suggests that the crops may not have been grown in 
the immediate vicinity, and that grain was brought to the site 
as semi-cleaned spikelets. This is supported by pollen analysis, 
which suggests that the vegetation was similar to the preceding 
periods with overall dominance of herbs and local grassland 
indicating a continuing pasture environment with evidence of 
surrounding oak woodland.

The rectangular fields imposed across the landscape in 
the Roman period were probably used for livestock although 
it is possible that cereal production was becoming more 
important. These fields mark a significant change in land use 
in areas of the site that had, in the later Iron Age, contained 
high-status buildings, funerary or sacred enclosures and a 
cremation cemetery. The creation of this formalised system 
of fields coincided with the development of the Westhawk 
Farm settlement to the south-east and probably became part 
of the agricultural (and spiritual) hinterland that supplied this 
roadside town.

The existing fields may have continued in use following the 
Roman period, but there is no direct evidence that the ditch 
systems were actively maintained, and they may have been 
completely abandoned. However, the fairly strong suggestion 
that some earlier boundaries were reused in the medieval period 
would suggest that some markers remained or, at least, that 
some use of the fields occurred in the intervening years for 
which no archaeological trace was left.

The establishment of the two medieval farmsteads (the 
Northern and Southern Farms) marks a significant change in 
the subsistence regime from the earlier periods, with the first 
compelling evidence of a mixed farming strategy. Additionally, 
the absence of pits containing domestic waste is an indicator 
that most rubbish was disposed of with other waste and spread 
on the fields during manuring. This would certainly suggest 
the presence of arable cultivation, which is supported by the 
charred plant evidence of fairly abundant cereal grains, of 
which bread-type wheat was the most common. The animal 
bone assemblages show an increase in the number of sheep and 
pig from earlier periods in comparison with cattle, perhaps 
in part because of an increased reliance on wool. The skeletal 
parts represented in the bone assemblage suggest that most of 
the animals were butchered and eaten on site though it could 
be inferred that a quantity of cattle meat joints were eaten and 
discarded elsewhere as these are absent in the assemblage.

11.3  STRUCTURES AND BUILDINGS

The lack of evidence for structures in the prehistoric periods 
in Kent has been highlighted in the South East Research 
Framework (SERF 2007). The Brisley Farm project has gone 
some way towards addressing this shortcoming and the Late 
Iron Age evidence in particular represents real additions to 
the data set for the interpretation of the construction and 
use of buildings. However, for all the periods, including the 
medieval and post-medieval, there are structural aspects that 
have not survived, notably floor levels. To an extent, and this 
is especially true of the medieval period, the location and form 
of buildings has been inferred from the negative space where 
they once sat and their probable function deduced from the 
material culture recovered from surrounding cut features, so 
although a number of structures and buildings were identified 
at the Brisley Farm site not all of them contribute information 
on construction techniques.

Some evidence for buildings, particularly the early 
prehistoric, is very limited. For example, in the Late Bronze 
Age to Early Iron Age only a short section of double post 
settings were found in association with a wider spread of 
settlement-related features (pits and postholes), possibly 
marking the location of a structure. There is no evidence for 
the ring-gully construction technique apparent in the late 
prehistoric and Romano-British periods and it may be that 
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buildings sat above ground, leaving little or no imprint to be 
found archaeologically.

Post-built construction also represents the first really 
convincing evidence for a building, in this instance put up in the 
earlier Late Iron Age. The circular post arrangement probably 
represented uprights for a wattle wall, which in turn supported 
the roof. It is not unfeasible that the roof extended to the ground 
creating an outer and inner space within the building.

Ring-gullies provide by far the most widespread and 
compelling evidence for buildings and, as the Late Iron Age 
progressed, these became increasingly common and the 
settlement must have had a village-like feel. The ring-gullies 
were probably deliberately dug to demarcate the space and 
provide drainage, although some gullies, which are more 
vertical-sided, may have been footing trenches. There is 
evidence for a range of building techniques employed within 
the broad category of ring-gully structure. Typically, they 
appear to have been self-supporting, sitting cone-like on the 
ground; others exhibit evidence of post settings within the 
ring-gully, suggesting perhaps a framework for cob-style walls. 
Additionally, a roundhouse (ST20) incorporated plank- and 
stake-built walling, almost certainly to achieve a deliberately 
impressive visual effect. The growing permanence of the Brisley 
Farm settlement in the late 1st century BC and throughout 
the 1st century AD is reflected by the number of buildings 
that have left archaeologically visible traces of rebuild or repair, 
usually by a demonstrable shift in the position of the ring-gully. 
Although sometimes requiring an interpretative leap of faith, 
there do appear to have been functional differences between 
some of the buildings. These functions have been extrapolated 
by a combination of inference from the surrounding land use, 
the size of the buildings and the character of the artefactual 
and environmental deposition in the ring-gullies themselves. 
Broadly, there were three categories: those that were primarily 
mortuary, funerary or sacred in use; those that were domestic; 
and apparent ancillary or workshop structures. There are some 
instances where a ring-gully did not mark the location of a 
structure and represents the demarcation of space for other 
purposes (the very small ring-gully ST15, which may have been 
a small, open shrine with a central post, is a good example). A 
single rectangular post-built structure was also constructed in 
the 1st century AD, which is generally anomalous with respect 
to British evidence but does have Continental parallels.

Rectangular buildings became the normal method of 
construction in the medieval period. The evidence suggests 
two possible buildings surrounding a yard surface at the 
Northern Farm and four around the yard surface of the 

Southern Farm. Mostly these structures were recognised in 
the field by an absence of evidence – a gap in the surrounding 
spread of features and deposits. This is particularly true of 
the Southern Farm, although it was also apparent to a degree 
for the two structures postulated at the Northern Farm. In 
addition, there was fairly ephemeral evidence for sill beams 
and post-construction in the case of some of the structures. 
The sizes of the buildings were on the small side (generally 
about 3 × 5m) although the largest (13 × 6m) is similar in size 
to domestic buildings identified at Lydd Quarry, Kent (Barber 
& Priestley-Bell 2008). The potential size of these structures 
clearly has a bearing on function and on this basis the largest 
structure at the Southern Farm could have been domestic in 
nature. The construction methods utilised in the structures at 
both farms were transitional in that they combined elements 
of two building traditions, earth-fast and box-frame. The 
continued use of earth-fast posts may have been a solution to 
topographical discrepancies requiring the use of posts with 
sill beams tenoned into them to create a level surface for 
construction. The post-medieval evidence for buildings is, 
mostly, tied to the story of the decline and destruction of the 
two farms with little new construction, the only exception 
being a new small structure with stone foundations that has 
little to add to the wider history of building techniques.

11.4  PRODUCTION AND INDUSTRY

Production and industry have not played prominent roles in 
the history of the Brisley Farm landscape, with little direct 
evidence for any processes taking place on the site from any of 
the major phases of occupation. The Roman period produced 
limited evidence for iron smelting and smithing, part of a 
broader tradition of ironworking for which the Weald was well 
known. In contrast, evidence for industry in the medieval and 
post-medieval periods is absent, the focus being apparently 
concentrated on the management of the two farms.

Evidence for textile production is meagre in all periods 
and often there is little to link the deposition of the artefacts 
directly to actual processes carried out on site. Loom weights 
and spindle whorls, though present, were not recovered in any 
significant quantity, even during the Late Iron Age when there 
was a considerable level of activity. This probably reflects the 
specialist function of the settlement at this time and suggests 
that the usual range of domestic tasks and activities were not 
being carried out regularly at this site.
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The only evidence for metalworking occurred in the 
Roman period. Although no features associated with metal 
production were identified, there was good evidence that iron 
smelting took place and 2kg of tap slag was recovered. The 
composition of this slag is consistent with examples recovered 
from the excavations at Westhawk Farm and Hawkinge. A 
small amount of smithing waste was also recovered, suggesting 
that metalworking took place, at least to a limited degree.

11.5  COMMUNICATION AND ROADS

For much of the history of Brisley Farm, the evidence for roads 
and communication tends towards the local movement of 
stock by droveways around pasture fields. This is particularly 
true of the Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age. That said, 
transhumance was almost certainly practised and it does 
seem probable that there was a more widespread system of 
droveways and tracks linking geographically dispersed areas. 
There was also the creation of a ditch-bounded track leading 
towards the hill of Colemans’ Kitchen Wood. A particularly 
interesting aspect was the development of an axial space aligned 
between the hill and the future location of Westhawk Farm. 
This became formalised in the Roman period and developed 
into a road that connected the town of Westhawk Farm with 
the outlying former settlement at Brisley Farm. There is the 
a strong suggestion that this road formed part of the wider 
system of Roman communication leading west over (or past) 
Colemans’ Kitchen Wood. Both the medieval farms were 
roadside developments and seem to have been associated with 
the pattern of roads that still exists.

11.6  RITUAL, RELIGION, 
SYMBOLISM AND THE DEAD

This is the largest and most complex theme that has emerged 
from the study of Brisley Farm. To explore these aspects it has 
been necessary to interpret, or at least attempt to interpret, 
archaeological evidence that often consists of poorly preserved 
artefactual and environmental assemblages from features 
or deposits that may represent either single, rapid events or 
longer sequences of repeated deposition, within a theoretical 
framework for ritual behaviour and funerary rites. It is only 
when ‘sacred’ behaviour becomes formalised as shrines and 

cemeteries, that interpretation is easier. The interpretation 
of such features prompted consideration of some interesting 
questions, such as what defines a shrine? Can it just be a 
post, or a tree, or even an open space? And how should we as 
archaeologists attempt to identify and define such things?

The evidence from Brisley Farm suggests that the criteria 
for categorising a ‘shrine’ should be flexible but that there are 
some key indicators. A likely element is the eccentric placement 
of the structure within an enclosure, an enclosure that does 
not necessarily have to be symmetrical or square and may be 
curvilinear and asymmetric. The shrine itself may be circular 
but it, and/or its associated cut features, does not have to 
contain an expected range of elite votive paraphernalia but 
quite possibly just food-associated offerings (eg, burnt animal 
bone, broken food or drinking vessels). It is probably best, 
however, to shy away from defining a shrine solely by artefact 
deposition, as the Brisley Farm evidence demonstrates that 
such structures can only really be interpreted as part of a wider 
understanding of the land use. After all, a votive offering may 
be just spoken words.

If the environment and subsistence strategy were provided 
an underlying impetus, the archaeological record suggests 
that religious and ritual behaviour permeated the lives of the 
prehistoric and Roman inhabitants and became increasingly 
important as the Late Iron Age progressed. There was no 
evidence in the archaeological record of ritual or religious 
behaviour in the medieval and post-medieval periods but this is 
unlikely to mean such activities or beliefs were not held.

Evidence of the deliberate deposition in pit contexts of 
pottery and loom weights in both ‘settlement’ contexts and 
out in the fields is fairly common, especially in the Middle to 
Late Bronze Age and Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age. As 
the deposition involved domestic or ordinary artefacts it is 
suggested that these ‘ritualistic’ actions were integrated with 
everyday life. There was no hard evidence for the treatment of 
the dead.

There are potentially complicated reasons behind the 
foundation of the Middle/Late Iron Age landscape that seem 
to include important symbolic elements. This is manifested 
in the apparent respect for ancient boundaries. Mostly these 
were respected by new ditch cuts but at times old field 
entrances appear to have been deliberately cut through. 
Structured deposits were also common, with a sequence of 
deposition in enclosure/corral ditches deriving from events 
that apparently involved animals, the breaking of pottery and 
possibly querns and fire, suggesting cooking, consumption, 
destruction and transformation followed by the selection and 
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deposition of artefacts. One fairly strong hypothesis is that 
the corral became the focus of communal gatherings with rites 
and celebrations associated with the annual herd roundup. A 
further, more circumspect, theory is that this place became 
imbued with a sacred significance that influenced the type of 
occupation to come.

There is very little evidence from the Middle/Late Iron 
Age for ‘ritual’ activity, although there does seem to have been 
some symbolic behaviour underlying certain elements of the 
land use. There was apparently deliberate deposition in ditches 
and the construction of the settlement enclosures does seem 
to have respected previous boundaries, which could represent 
the validation of new or continuing claims to the land by 
direct association with former earthwork alignments and the 
deliberate imposition of these new systems on to prominent 
elements of the old.

During the 1st century AD, the entire site and environs 
seems to have been concerned with religious or sacred practice. 
It is possible that Brisley Farm grew as a meeting place (which 
had its origins in annual round-ups held around the former 
corral) in ‘neutral territory’ at the junction of several routeways 
and became a cult or religious sanctuary. As the 1st century AD 
progressed, the increasing formalisation of religious practice 
was perhaps reflected by successively more complex and defined 
enclosed spaces. The major element of this formalisation was 
the cutting of D-shaped enclosures either side of the north-
west–south-east-aligned axial way, which must have, at least to 
an extent, defined and regulated the religious spaces, buildings 
and activity. This axial route was aligned with the midwinter 
sunrise and Colemans’ Kitchen Wood. It seems entirely likely 
that it was set up on a deliberately auspicious alignment, 
in common with that suggested for Continental religious 
sanctuaries (Haselgrove 2007b, 500).

The most obvious and pivotal parts of the landscape in this 
period were the two elite warrior burials, and the way in which 
the barrow monuments associated with these burials appeared 
to influence behaviour in the Iron Age and Roman periods is 
one of the driving factors of the 1st-century AD evidence. This 
is manifested in a complex sequence of ditch and pit cutting 
and infilling that cannot adequately be summarised here. It is 
sufficient to say that the dead seem to have had a real, tangible 
effect on the behaviour of the living. In addition, and at broadly 
the same time, a series of cremation burials was placed around 
a circular space and there is also evidence, though sparse, 
of disarticulated human bone in ditch contexts, suggesting 
excarnation. Thus three (at least) human burial practices were 
utilised in the same small area and in the same century. There 

is a fairly good argument that Brisley Farm may have acted as a 
cemetery for surrounding settlements/farmsteads, from which 
few human remains have been recovered.

Religious or sacred structures were probably present on 
the site and it is theorised that there were mortuary structures 
built in close association with the warrior burials and that 
there was also possibly a small shrine next to the circular space, 
although probably not a building as such. Two of the larger and 
more elaborate buildings (elite roundhouse ST20 and enclosed 
roundhouse ST14) may have been residences of religious 
specialists, given the bias of evidence towards sacred activity.

Even after the virtual abandonment of the site in the 
Roman period it still remained as a sacred place, as is clearly 
demonstrated by the construction of the enclosure in front 
of the two warrior burials and its subsequent apparent use as 
a shrine of deposition. This could represent the development 
of a form of hero cult with the warrior burials as a focus. The 
construction of this ‘shrine’ may reflect underlying social 
and political processes, notably the increased control of the 
traditional religious specialists and rural sacred sites by the 
emerging polities through the use of highly visible, formalised 
sacred sites (Creighton 1995, 297). Several Roman cremation 
burials also demonstrate a degree of continuity in the land 
use. The location of these burials next to a boundary may be 
a further development, as this was not usual for the Iron Age 
cremations, but is paralleled at Westhawk Farm during this 
period (Booth et al 2008, 370). It is also possible that the 
cremation cemetery in Area 2b was a roadside burial ground 
perhaps used by the population of Westhawk Farm.

BRITISH EASTERN CHANNEL AREA (BECA): AN 
APPRAISAL OF THE BRISLEY FARM EVIDENCE
Hamilton’s paper ‘Cultural choices in the “British Eastern 
Channel Area” in the late pre-Roman Iron Age’ (2007) argued 
the case for a region encompassing the south coast from Hayling 
Island, Hampshire, to Ramsgate, east Kent, bounded by the 
North and South Downs, and, relying on the preliminary results 
of the post-excavation assessment, used Brisley Farm as one of 
the examples. Since then the analysis work has been completed 
and new information has become available. Considering how 
much more further work has been undertaken, the site still fits 
fairly well into BECA regional framework.

The possible religious/sanctuary nature of aspects of the 
Late Iron Age landscape has some parallels with Continental 
examples (see Chapter 5) and with other evidence (eg, 
imported pottery with the warrior burials), and suggests that 
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Europe may have been more of an influence than the ‘core’ 
of the Aylesford–Swarling model. The potential presence of 
religious specialists occupying the site, though not the warrior 
burial individuals themselves as is suggested for the Mill Hill, 
Deal example (Hamilton 2007, 93), also seems in keeping 
with the BECA hypotheses. Perhaps one of the most important 
aspects is the circular sacred/funerary space (OA64). This 
echoes the form of the Westhampnett cemetery (another key 
BECA site) and, significantly, finds parallels on the Continent 
with the sanctuaries of Gournay, Saint-Maur and Vendeuil 
(Haselgrove 2007b, 500). There is good evidence for the later 
cult importance of the site in the focus on one of the warrior 
burials, although there is a suggestion that this focus may 
be linked to a reorganisation of the land, it being a way of 
affirming ownership rights.

The origins of the Brisley Farm settlement deep in the 
Middle Iron Age (Hamilton 2007, 98) is more doubtful, with 
the intensity of occupation seemingly beginning at the end of 
that period and the start of the Late Iron Age, at around 100 
BC. However, there is a longevity to aspects of the land use 
(the respect of former, Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age field 
boundaries, for example) that, although perhaps not a driving 
force behind the rapid cultural change in the 1st century BC and 
1st century AD, does suggest an engagement with the past which 
was not superseded entirely by external (eg, Roman) influences.

Perhaps the most distinctive aspect of the wider landscape 
is one that was touched upon in the BECA paper but has since 
then become more apparent – the spread of Late Iron Age 
sites around the south Ashford area (Fig 1.7). This is worthy of 
further investigation across the BECA region and particularly 
perhaps on the northern periphery of the Weald.

11.7  FUTURE RESEARCH

Some broad questions and ideas arise from this brief 
consideration of the Brisley Farm archaeological story that 
future investigations may help to address.

The evidence for the management of animals, for example, 
particularly in the earlier Late Iron Age really requires 
further examples to support (or not) ideas of transhumance, 
seasonality, the use of corrals and, most significantly, the 
growing use of the horse and the implications of this for Iron 
Age society. The proto-hypothesis that part-processed grain was 
brought to the site from elsewhere rather than being grown in 

the immediate vicinity also requires testing with other lowland 
Iron Age sites once more have been published.

Land reorganisation by the imposition of differently 
aligned field divisions is an important trend in the late 1st 
century AD at Brisley Farm. The extent to which this represents 
a systematic, region-wide reorganisation driven by the Roman 
administration is an interesting question and one which 
deserves further consideration by comparative examples from 
across the region.

Questions occur, too, concerning buildings, particularly 
in the Late Bronze Age and Iron Age. Some plausible ideas 
regarding construction have been put forward here but 
there does seem to have been a degree of variation. Does 
this variety depend on building function, for example, or on 
ground conditions (including underlying geology)? Detailed 
examination of comparative examples would be worthwhile.

Many, many, questions arise from the complicated and 
long-lasting Iron Age religious and sacred uses of the site 
(not least regarding terminology). Perhaps even more so than 
with other themes, the sacred activity remains difficult to 
interpret because only a very small element is preserved below 
ground. For this reason, a close integration with anthropology 
is beneficial so we can at least attempt a reconstruction of 
the past ritual processes. A major hindrance, however, is 
the lack of comparative British sites, particularly those with 
integrated religious/settlement activity, as opposed to those 
with clear sacred use such as Hayling Island. It may be that 
there are many more examples that have not been recognised. 
Dating evidence is generally at a poor resolution and further 
refinement is important for the better understanding of the 
ritual significance of cut features. For instance, the Brisley 
Farm evidence suggests that some ditches and enclosures were 
dug and infilled in a very short time (and maybe that was 
the point). Evidence from future excavations where a similar 
process is suspected but where the dating evidence is better may 
help to develop this argument.

11.8  FINAL THOUGHTS

It seems fitting to conclude by bringing the focus back to the 
Late Iron Age, which saw the most extensive and unusual 
occupation and, of course, the two warrior burials.

Regarding the wider context of the Weald and its influence 
on the type and location of occupation that we might expect 
to find there, the Iron Age evidence is complex and the site 



383

demonstrates aspects of different traditions that are evident 
throughout Kent, Sussex and Hampshire, reflecting a dynamic 
and highly individualistic society in the Late Iron Age 
(Hamilton 2007, 94). This picture could be further refined 
in the future with respect to specific localities or places. The 
location of Brisley Farm, within the wet pasture and forest of 
the Weald but close to the chalk uplands of the North Downs, 
must be important. It is possible that the Weald may have been 
a cultural barrier to those who lived further away and wished 
to pass through, but was a resource for local populations. 
Possibly places such as Brisley Farm, on the edge of the Weald, 
which were important to local populations, became more 
significant as the Iron Age progressed, as waypoints or access 
ways to or through the Weald. Religious importance may 
have grown from this. Until recently Brisley Farm has been a 
relatively isolated example of an extensively excavated Wealden 
Iron Age site but recent work in Horley, Surrey (Swift 2009), 
has revealed a similar mid Late Iron Age settlement, with a 
probable ritual structure or shrine, also located in the northern 
Weald, on very wet ground and near a river.

This might suggest that such locations were embedded 
with spiritual significance and ‘required’ ritual structures in 
association with settlement and farmland, or, as has been 
suggested for Brisley Farm, were occupied by the religious 
elite. It would be interesting to explore, through future 
excavations across the region, whether such postulated Iron 
Age settlements straddle main routes through the Weald and if 
broad similarities but specific differences between the Iron Age 
settlements in the Weald reflect the individualism suggested for 
the region.

Throughout the project the (fairly rough, admittedly) 
diamond in a swamp of Weald Clay mud, ditches, ephemeral 
enigmatic pits and strange patterns and alignments of features 
has always been the two warrior burials. Hunter (2005) makes 
the important observation that we cannot actually know what 
individuals buried in this way did in life, and goes as far as 
saying that what they did was irrelevant, but that what was 
important, and what we can try to understand archaeologically, 
was that in death they were buried, unequivocally, with the 
trappings and in the unmistakeable image of the warrior.

Warfare was important, but since the Second World War 
it has been underplayed in Iron Age studies. This is reflected in 
the anxiety caused by the term ‘warrior burials’. In some cases it 
has been specifically avoided, partly because of what it implies 
about the profession of the deceased, but partly also, perhaps, 
because of its direct martial connotation. The more accurate 
‘burial with weapons’ is sometimes preferred, but is somehow 

far less human and by default serves to take attention away 
from the individual.

What is unique about the Brisley Farm burials is that 
they are close together, in a wider, settlement context, buried 
in the same broad tradition but with clear distinctions. These 
distinctions provide a way into the evidence. It can be argued, 
fairly convincingly, that the first (BC2, buried around AD 
10) was buried in a clear, martial way, his sword even partly 
drawn as if ready for action. It was this individual who became 
the focus of later cult activity, of hero worship. So perhaps 
this really was a warrior, deserving of the title. The later burial 
(BC1, buried around AD 50) was different: more hurriedly 
buried, with Romanised grave goods and a sword, with the hilt 
at the feet. Was this person a politician, or civilian leader buried 
with the accoutrements of the warrior? Or was this ‘warlord’ 
status inherited from his father buried next to him? The familial 
relationship cannot be proved but is an evocative theory.

It will be interesting to see whether further examples of 
Conquest-period inhumations will be uncovered to suggest that 
such rites were part of a broader pattern of burial behaviour or 
whether the Brisley burials will remain unique. If so, this would 
add a great deal to our understanding of the interplay between 
Rome and the newly conquered elite of Britannia who, if the 
interpretation of the Brisley Farm evidence is correct, looked 
both to their Celtic past and to Rome for validation.

There is no doubt that the late 1st century BC and the 
1st century AD saw an explosion of activity at Brisley Farm. 
For a while at least, the site was occupied. But the nature of 
this settlement is elusive and one of the key things Brisley 
Farm has revealed is the integration, but also the subtle 
segregation, of funerary, ‘domestic’ and sacred spheres of life. 
There are roundhouses in close proximity to burial and sacred 
monuments but seemingly defined within ‘zones’ of occupation 
type (see Fig 5.70), echoing perhaps the more formal, planned 
layout of Westhawk Farm in the Roman period. This has 
prompted questions as to who lived in the buildings and it has 
been suggested that it may have been religious specialists or 
curators of the sacred spaces. Were these people farmers as well? 
Because of the poor condition of the material culture, these 
subtleties are very difficult to test further.

Something for which the evidence is more compelling is 
the circular space, formed by cremation burials, ritualistic pits 
and postholes around a central feature, and with a possible small 
shrine located off to one side. This is significant new evidence 
of the concern for the circular form in the Late Iron Age and 
the idea has been put forward that this may be a ‘house for the 
dead’ echoing in some way the circular form of the roundhouse, 
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the ‘house of the living’. This apparent concern for the circular 
seems to fade away in the Roman period.

A new discovery has been the implementation of cultic 
practice at the site of the warrior burials almost immediately 
after the interment of the latest one. This is at odds with 
evidence from other sites, which generally suggests a hiatus 
before a return to ‘old’ monuments. This could be related to 
concepts of changing land ownership – the imposition of a 
new field system at the same time is probably not coincidental 
– and the desire to refer to the past as means of validation 
for changing structures (both literally in terms of the field 
boundaries and symbolically in terms of social hierarchies). 
The most literal expression of this is the cutting of the Roman 
ditch through the Iron Age circular space formed by cremation 

burials and other ‘special’ pits – yet the ditch stopped at an 
important Iron Age central feature, thus at once both slighting 
and respecting.

The sudden cessation of the cult activity at Brisley Farm is 
just as interesting. Had the site by this time served its purpose, 
as Westhawk Farm was up and running and had its own more 
impressive shrine? Reference to the old Iron Age ‘heroes’ and 
the possible facilitation of the votive rites by the former priestly 
order (or their descendants) could have become irrelevant 
or troublesome. Or was Brisley Farm just forgotten with the 
passage of time? Whatever the case, the Iron Age evidence of 
Brisley Farm has proved that the key to understanding future 
events is to look to the past.
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