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Pl.ATK A . AERIAL VIEW OF OLDBIRY FROM THK SOUTH-WEST. 
in the background the southern scarp of the North Downs. 

(Reproduced by the courtesy of Major G. W. Allen.) 
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EXCAVATIONS OH OLDBURY HILL, IGHTHAM, 
1938. 

BY J . B. WABD PERKINS. 

INTRODUCTORY NOTE 

EARLY m the year 1938 it was announced that the Kent 
Archaeological Society, acting in association with the Society 
of Antiquaries of London, the Royal Archseological Institute, 
the British Archseological Association and the PreMstoric 
Society, proposed to undertake the excavation of the Iron 
Age earthworks on Oldbury Hill, Ightham. The response 
to an appeal for funds was generous and enabled the Excava-
tion Committee to employ nearly a score of labourers for 
about six weeks during September and early October, 1938. 

I t is impracticable to name everyone whose willing 
co-operation contributed to make the excavations a success, 
but a few individual acknowledgements must be given. 
Mr. H. A. Hooker, the owner of Oldbury HiU, readily gave 
permission for the work, aUowmg the excavators to dig 
wherever they pleased and himself supplying labour for the 
infilling of some of the trenches. Mr. Arthur Franks and 
Miss Hutton rendered much practical help in stormg tools, 
supplying water and in other ways. Messrs. Godwm, 
Hobson and Hovenden, by digging trial holes during the 
summer of 1938, greatly facilitated later work. Dining the 
excavation period much assistance was given by Misses 
Brabazon, Butler, de Cardi and MitcheU and by Messrs. 
Bradford, Field, Greenfield, Pyddoke, Scott, Whimster and 
Zammit. To them and to all others who helped m the field 
sincere thanks are due. Acknowledgements for help in the 
preparation of tMs paper are gratefully tendered to Dr. 
R. E. M. Wheeler, V.P.S.A., Mr. C. F. C. Hawkes, F.S.A., 
Mr. A. W. G. Lowther, F.S.A., Mr. D. F . Allen, Dr. Gordon 
Ward, F.S.A., Mr. S. Priest, F.G.S., Dr. I. D. Margary, 
F.S.A., Mr. H. G. Dines, F.G.S., and those others who have 



1 3 8 EXCAVATIONS ON OLDBURY HILL, IGHTHAM, 1938. 

assisted with information about Kentish or other relevant 
material. Facilities for the examination and Ulustration of 
such material were freely given at the British Museum and 
the Dartford, Maidstone and Sevenoaks Museums, and by 
Messrs. J. P. T. BurcheU, R. F. Jessup, S. E. Winbolt and 
Drs. I. D. Margary and Gordon Ward. The writer also 
expresses his smcere thanks to the Excavation Committee, 
and especiaUy to Sh Edward Harrison, for theh constant 
support. 

Considerations of space and expense have necessarUy 
hmited this report to matters dhectly concermng the actual 
excavations. A further account wiU, however, shortly 
appear m Archazologia, and this wUl contam a fuller dis-
cussion of the comparative Iron Age material from West 
Kent together with check-hsts of aU recorded finds from 
this region and of the hill-forts of South-eastern Britain, 
upon wMch the distribution-map, Fig. 2, is based. The 
crisis of September, 1938, unfortunately made it necessary 
to close down the work rather hurriedly, leaving a few 
minor points unsettled; but these could hardly have 
seriously affected the mam conclusions. FmaUy it may be 
noted m extenuation that this report was fhhshed oMy after 
war had broken out, and whUe the writer was engaged in 
diggmg trenches of a very different sort.1 

THE SITE. 

Oldbury HiU (Fig. 1), which hes about half a mile to the 
west of Ightham vUlage,2 has been from the earhest times a 
centre of human occupation. With the earlier prehistoric 
periods we are not here concerned. The evidence has been 
summarized by Sh Edward Harrison m Archazologia Cantiana, 
XLV (1933), 142-61 ; and it indicates continuous settlement 
m the neighbourhood from the palaeolithic period onwards, 
although it is the middle palaeolithic rock-shelters alone wMch 
have as yet revealed any certam traces of actual habitation 

1 The Editor, who spent some days at Oldbury, must add his 
appreciation of the Author's work in checking the history of the site, 
and his methods of work. 

* O.S. 25-in. sheets XXIX 16, XL 3 and XL 4. 
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on the MU itself. Towards the close of the Early Iron Age, 
however, the MU was fortified by the erection of a bank and 
ditch round the summit. Chance finds and excavation have 
alike failed to prove the existence of any permanent settle-
ment within the area defended. Such settlement there may 
have been ; but it may be regarded as certain that the camp 
was primarUy the fortified centre of a considerable scattered 
Iron Age population m the neighbourhood of Seal Chart 
and Ightham. It was with the character of the defences 
themselves and with theh date that the excavations were 
mamly concerned. 

The hiU is a site of considerable natural strength. This 
is not immediately apparent; for to the south and south-west 
it is overlooked by the shghtly higher ground of the mam 
Lower Greensand ridge, of which it is a lateral extension. 
At the southern end a track leads down from the South Gate 
across a low saddle to join the main ridge ; but elsewhere 
the steep, and in places precipitous, slopes form a strong 
natural defence, of which the builders of the camp made fuU 
use. OMy towards the north does the MU slope gently and 
uniformly from the Mghest point by the South Gate, right 
down to the valley which lies at the foot of the scarp of the 
North Downs. Apart from its size (123 acres within the 
ramparts) the hill was weU suited to the needs of prehistoric 
defence. 

In its present form the earthwork, save for the passage 
of the medieval Sevenoaks-Ightham road above Styant's 
Bottom, is contmuous from the South Gate, above Seven 
Wents, right round the western brow of the hiU to the north 
end of the camp, where it swings eastwards and ends at the 
point where the stream leaves the camp. Immediately to 
the east of the stream there is a short gap caused by the 
dehberate leveUing of the rampart in the mneteenth century, 
after which it runs for some 200 yards shghtly south of east 
across comparatively level ground, and ends sharply on the 
brow of the steep scarp-slope of the eastern face of the MU, 
about 120 feet to the east of the origmal north-east gate. 
Most of the eastern face of the MU has been much damaged 
by quarrying, and the absence of any certain trace of 

13A. 



140 EXCAVATIONS ON OLDBURY HILL, IGHTHAM, 1938. 

artificial defences on tMs side cannot therefore be regarded 
as conclusive proof that the MU was never so defended. 
But at the eastern end of the northern sector the end of the 
rampart is clearly defined and bears no trace of subsequent 
disturbance. Here at any rate the buUders of the camp 
seem to have considered the natural slope of the ground to 
be m itself a sufficient defence, and it is on the whole probable 
that the formidable chffs of the eastern face of the MU never 
carried more than a wooden stockade. OMy at one point is 
the Une of cliff broken, by the coombe which rises obliquely 
below the rock-shelters. There is no trace of any earthwork 
where it enters the camp, but the possibUity of an Iron Age 
entrance at tMs pomt cannot be ignored. The south-eastern 
part of the camp has been rumed by quarrying, but sufficient 
remains to show that the earthwork formerly ran for an 
indeterminate distance along the brow of the hiU eastwards 
from the South Gate. 

The camp therefore consisted origmaUy of a bank and 
ditch wMch ran contmuously round about two-thirds of the 
area ; the remaimng tMrd was probably considered too 
strong to requhe elaborate artificial defences. OMy to 
the north was it necessary to cover ground that was not 
naturaUy defensible, and the rampart was cleverly sited so 
as to reduce tMs length to a minimum, and oMy for a distance 
of about 400 yards, between the pomt where it swmgs 
eastwards above Patch Grove to its end just east of the 
north-east gate, does it cross gently sloping ground. I t was 
here that, m their final form, the mam strength of the 
defences was concentrated. 

I t would seem that the enormous area enclosed by tbe 
defences was dictated solely by the configuration of the 
ground. It was certaMly not due to the requirements of an 
extensive permanent settlement, for of such settlement 
trenchmg on five selected sites within the camp revealed no 
trace. On the other hand, strong though it is, the builders 
would hardly have selected a site of such unwieldy dimensions 
had not other considerations gmded theh choice ; nor are 
these hard to discover. Oldbury Ues geologically just 
withm the Weald, but is itself on the northern edge of the 
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Folkestone beds, the highest member of the Lower Green-
sand. Between tMs and the Chalk to the north lies a narrow 
band of heavy Gault Clay, wMle to the south, between the 
Folkestone and the Hythe beds, and the Tunbridge WeUs 
sand and other deposits wMch form the centre of the Weald, 
hes another, wider band of clay with stoney seams, the 
Wealden Beds. 

Of these formations the sand naturaUy carried a dry 
scrub which could easily be cleared ; whereas the clay, at any 
rate in the moister preMstoric periods, was covered with damp 
forest-land whoUy unsuiied for human settlement. Not 
until the Roman period is there evidence of any extensive 
movement into the clay-lands of the Weald. In the Early 
Iron Age settlement was automatically canahzed into the 
lighter areas, and these ran east and west. Only at a very 
few pomts was there a possibility of easy transit from north 
to south. One of these was by water up the Medway, a fact 
attested by the amount of early settlement round Maidstone. 
Another route lay across Oldbury HiU. To the north less 
than three-quarters of a mile of Gault separated Oldbury 
from the Pilgrims' Way at the foot of the chalk ; while to 
the south, here, and here alone, the Weald Clay is capped by 
a series of lighter drift deposits, simUar to those wMch cover 
the northern half of Oldbury HiU itself. These formed a 
natural corridor across the clay to the Medway-crossing at 
Tonbridge and, two miles beyond it, to the Iron Age camp 
on Castle HiU (Fig. 2). The significance of this route is 
discussed later. I t is here sufficient to notice its relation to 
Oldbury. 

I t can hardly be doubted that the camp, whose gates 
were sited to the north and to the south, was dehberately 
placed where it would command this route. To this may be 
added two other factors, the great natural strength of Oldbury 
HUl and its proximity to the Medway Gap, the natural 
gateway into Wealden Kent from the north. Excavation 
has shown that Oldbury was first fortified by a non-Belgic 
people, almost certainly agamst the pressure of a Belgic 
population aheady settled less than ten miles away round 
Maidstone. In the hght of its geographical position and of 

1SB 
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the probable ehcumstances of its construction, the choice of 
the site of Oldbury needs no further explanation. 

THE STRUCTURE. 

The structural history of the ramparts by wMch the 
camp was defended is extremely simple. They were 
originaUy erected as a single whole some time m the early 
first century A.D. The greater part of the camp was never 
altered ; but very late m the pre-Roman Iron Age, almost 
certainly as a result of the Roman mvasion, the North-East 
Gate and its associated earthworks were remodeUed. There 
were thus two structural periods and these will be considered' 
separately in the following sections. 

I. FIRST PERIOD : THE ERECTION OF THE CAMP. 

The mam part of the surviving earthworks, from the 
South Gate and round the western side of the MU to the 
stream at the north end, undoubtedly forms a homogeneous 
unit. Apart from the cuttings made by the medieval road 
above Styant's Bottom, the earthwork is continuous between 
these two points, and its relation to the ground and its general 
form are throughout uniform. The smaU outer ditch found 
over the southern half of this length requires some considera-
tion ; but apart from tMs no feature was found, either 
before or dining excavation, to suggest any complexity or 
development of structure. The results that were obtamed 
from the mtensive excavation of an area about the middle of 
this section above Styant's Bottom may, therefore, be 
applied with confidence to the rest of this rampart. 

(a) Site 1. (FIG. 3.) 
Site 1 Ues m the woods immediately to the south of the 

Old Road, where trial excavation had revealed the presence 
of occupation-material in the body of the rampart. The 
ditch has at tMs pomt been mutilated m medieval and 
modern times and it was not therefore completely excavated. 
Two sections cut through the rampart showed, however, the 
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Pl.ATK H . THE RAMPART, SITE I. 
First period. 



PLATE C. THE RAMPAKT, SITE I, 
showing seam of dark eartli which contained occupation-material : first period. 
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manner of its construction and provided a considerable body 
of pottery for the dating of the work (see below, pp. 156-60). 

The structure was of the simplest (see Fig. 6, section 
G—H). Heaps of earth taken from the ditch were pUed one 
on top of another to form a bank, and to cap this further 
material was then added from behind the hne of the rampart. 
A section 12 feet wide proved conclusively the absence of 
any postholes for a revetment. No signs of any palisade were 
found; but in view of the number of roots this evidence was 
hardly conclusive. 

The occupation-material was aU found m the dark 
streak visible m Plates B and C and Section G—H. This 
cannot be taken to mdicate an accumulation of debris in the 
mtervaJ between two periods of construction. Such an 
accumulation would be most unlikely near the crest of the 
rampart; and the character of the dump, m which the dark 
matter shades imperceptibly off mto clean tips of simUar 
texture, and the unevenness of its deposit, show clearly that 
it represents redeposited rubbish from an earher occupation-
site. The brown layer by which it is capped represents tbe 
cleaner subsoU from the same scoop. 

The character of the pottery from tMs occupation-debris 
is fuUy discussed below. Although it clearly provides only a 
terminus post quern for the construction of the rampart, 
several considerations suggest that it is in fact roughly 
contemporary with it. Not only is it of very similar character 
to the pottery found in the body of the rampart on Sites 2 
and 3 and in the rapid sht of the ditch on Site 2, but it is 
itself of so late a date withm the Iron Age that the rampart 
can hardly be dated much later without unduly telescopmg 
the subsequent history of the site. Other considerations, 
discussed below, do m fact suggest that it may well represent 
the occupation-rubbish of one of the gangs employed in the 
construction of the rampart. 

A number of trenches were cut in and behind the taU of 
the rampart at Site 1 and to the south of it. These revealed 
in a few cases sporadic traces of occupation, mcludmg the 
complete vessel iUustrated (Fig. 13, no. 1), but no signs of 
any structure or of any permanent settlement. 
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(6) Site 2. (FIG. 3.) 
Immediately to the north of Site 1, on the other side of 

the Old Road, the rampart makes a sharp inward kink 
foUowmg the contour of the Mil. 

The area within the bend would have been sheltered 
from the north and west by the rampart, and from the east 
by the mam bulk of the MU, and it was therefore weU smted 
for preMstoric occupation. Extensive trenching, however, 
failed to reveal any signs of settlement, in contrast to three 
cuttings on the hne of the rampart, all of which produced 
scattered sherds of pottery. 
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Fra. 4. SITE 3. THE SOUTH GATE (p. 146). 

SuperficiaUy there is no sign of any bank at this point, 
but a section tMough rampart and ditch (Section E—F) 
revealed plainly that, though dehberately destroyed, the 
former is stiU m fact standing some 4 feet high. The present 
level surface has been produced by the accumulation of earth 
ploughed from the higher ground m the centre of the camp. 
As on Site 1, the rampart itself consists simply of featureless 
dumps of earth. The quantities of burnt ash-like material 
found wherever the rampart was trenched on this site 
represent perhaps the burnmg of wood and bracken when 
the site was first cleared; they contamed only scattered 
sherds of pottery. The ditch is of steeply cut, V-shaped 



146 EXCAVATIONS ON OLDBURY HILL, IGHTHAM, 1938. 

section with a smaU counterscarp bank. Despite the 
simplicity of construction the steep slope of the bank and 
ditch crowning a considerable natural MU must have been 
a formidable defence. As in aU primitive bank-and-ditch 
construction the important feature is the ditch. 

Sherds of four pots were found m the rapidly laid sht of 
the ditch and of half a dozen others m the body of the bank. 
In character they approximate to those from the body of 
the rampart on Site 1. 

(c) Site 3. (F IG. 4.) 
The site of the South Gate was destroyed some fifteen 

years ago when the track leading from Seven Wents to the 
top of the MU was widened and deepened. The existence of 
an origmal gate at tMs point is, however, attested by tbe 
inturn of the rampart on the west side. That on the east 
side also seems to have Mturned, but it has been badly 
mutilated. A section (J—K) tMough the mturned bank on 
the west side revealed the same dump-construction as m the 
mam rampart on Sites 1 and 2. The uppermost tip consisted 
of heavy stone blocks, but these were treated by the builders 
merely as so much dump-material, and there was no attempt 
to buUd a waU-face. A trench at the junction of tbe main 
rampart and of the inturned bank confirmed that the two 
were tMown up simultaneously and that the inturned 
entrance belongs therefore to the primary lay-out of the 
camp. 

The outer ditch was also sectioned near the southern 
entrance (Section 0—D) and proved to be of shallow, but 
sharply-cut, V-shaped section. I t runs from a point 
immediately to the west of the South Gate as far as the slope 
above Styant's Bottom where it is lost in a quarry beside 
the Old Road ; 80 yards to the north of this point it is no 
longer found. It conforms throughout its length to the line 
of the inner rampart and there is no reason to believe that 
it is not in fact contemporary. Several other camps in the 
neighbourhood exhibit the same doubling of the rampart a t 
weak points, notably that in Squerryes Park, Westerham 
(for a plan see Arch. Cant., XVI, 136) which has several 
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PLATE D. GENERAL VIEW OF THK NORTH-EAST GATE. 
The survey-poles mark, from left to right (i) the nose of the early bank, (ii) the end of the early ditch, 

(iii) a post-hole of the early gate, (iv) a post-hole of the later gate. 
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features in common with Oldbury. In general it is evident 
that the origmal builders of Oldbury were working upon a 
basis of common-sense and upon a general knowledge of 
bank-and-ditch hill-forts elsewhere. TMs is apparent both 
in the rudimentary form of the rampart itself and in 
the manner in which the counterscarp bank appears and 
disappears as the slope occasions. The doubling of tbe 
bank at Oldbury only along the Mgbest part of the MU is at 
first sight curious ; but it must be remembered that it was on 
this side only that the camp faced open, habitable country, 
from which it was most hable to attack. 

Lymg upon the first tip of the inturned bank, and 
sealed by the later tips, was a cooking-hearth. Scattered 
sherds were also found here and in the mam bank ; but once 
more there were no signs of occupation behind the rampart 
nor along the presumed Ime of the road leading from the 
entrance into the interior of the camp. 

{A) Site 4. (FIG. 5.) 
In its present form the rampart that crosses the neck 

of comparatively level ground at the northern end of the 
camp belongs to a later period than the rest of the earthwork. 
It superseded, however, an earher and simpler structure, 
of wMch the remains underlie the present rampart. This 
consisted once more of a simple bank and ditch, but owing in 
part perhaps to the gentle slope of the ground, which caUed 
for a speciahy strong artificial defence, in part to the material 
here to hand, solid layers of rock with partmgs of sand, 
the rampart was of a somewhat more elaborate construction. 
The top sand from the ditch was first dumped on the nose of 
the bank, and on it and beMnd it was laid a massive core of 
stones. TMs core sloped backwards to a kerb of heavy 
blocks wMch were bedded into the original surface soil, 
and in front it was brought to a roughly built face. Up 
agamst tMs face was heaped sand, and the whole must 
originaUy have been to some extent roughly revetted with 
stone. 

The origmal gateway lay a few feet to the south of the 
second-period gate. The solid causeway across the early 



148 EXCAVATIONS ON OLDBURY HILL, IGHTHAM, 1938. 

ditch had been largely destroyed by the construction of the 
wide secondary ditch, but the stump of it was clearly visible 
underlymg the later bank (PL D). TMs causeway evidently 
ran obliquely to the hne of the defences, for there is a 
considerable overlap between the ends of the primary ditch 
on either side. Whether the origmal gateway was itself 
also set obhquely is not certam. The base of one post-hole 
was found underlying the later bank (see plan), but it was not 
clear at wMch side of the early gate it lay. 

No sign of the other post was found to the north-west 
on the Une of the existmg roadway ; but continual use has 
here worn the road surface at least two feet below the 
original ground level. Alternatively it may have lam to 
the south-east beneath the existmg bank. Time did not 
permit the excavation necessary to determine this point, 
nor was it possible to discover whether the origmal bank 
mturned here, as at the South Gate. 

The origmal rampart did not apparently run the fuU 
length of the northern sector. In a cuttmg some 100 feet 
to the west of the North-east Gate the primary ditch was 
found carefuUy fiUed by the builders of the secondary earth-
work. 100 feet farther agam to the west, however, no trace 
of it was found ; and unless the origmal rampart made some 
extraordinary deviation between these two points, it foUows 
that it covered only a distance of some 150 feet on either side 
of the entrance. The explanation of this is presumably to 
be sought in the geological situation of the camp. At this 
point it faced directly upon the Gault Clay, which must 
have been virtuaUy impassable save where dehberately 
cleared and metaUed. It was evidently necessary to fortify-
only a hmited stretch of ground on either side of the track. 
No doubt also the vaUey of the stream wMch separates the 
two sectors of the earthwork itself constituted a formidable 
marshy barrier. 

A certam amount of pottery was found in tbe silting of 
the primary ditch and in general tMs corroborates the 
evidence obtained from Sites 1-3. No occupation was 
found behmd the rampart nor on the slopes facing the stream 
near the pomt where it leaves the camp. 



PLATE E. THE NORTH-EAST GATE FROM THE CREST OF THE INNER RAMPART, 
showing the remains of the deep, early ditch underlying the broad, shallow, later ditch. The further 

figure stands at the outer end of the outwork, the nearer figure on the causeway of the later entrance. 
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II . SECOND PERIOD : RECONSTRUCTION OE THE 

NORTH-EAST GATE. 

The greater part of the earthwork seems to have 
remained m tbe condition m wMch it was first constructed 
until the time of its final abandonment. The northern 
sector was, however, at a later date drastically remodeUed. 
It is a natural inference that the reconstruction was under-
taken in the face of some danger expected from the north ; 
and the material finds associated with the rebuilding of the 
rampart make it aMiost certam that the occasion was m fact 
the mvasion of Britain by Claudius's armies in A.D. 43. 
It was by way of the North Downs that the Romans marched 
on the Belgic Mngdoms north of the Thames. The tribes 
of Wealden Kent, wMch lay weU off the mam fine of advance, 
would have had ample time for preparation. The fact that 
in tMs case the North-east Gate only was reforttfied 
corroborates the suggestion, made above (p. 148), that the 
uncleared Gault Clay on either side of the road constituted 
barrier sufficient to prevent any danger of flanking attacks 
from other directions. 

The refortification consisted of the reconstruction of 
the existmg bank and ditch and the addition of an outwork 
in front of the entrance. At the same time, the gateway 
was rebuilt upon a shghtly different alignment (see Fig. 5). 

Perhaps the most singular feature of the refortification 
is the ditch. TMs consists of a wide, shaUow, flat-bottomed 
depression of no obvious defensive value. The original 
ditch was dehberately fined. In Section A—B (Fig. 6) 
the filling was necessitated by the eHmination from the 
revised plan of the shght overlap wMch bad existed between 
the ditches of the earher entrance ; tMs involved bringing 
the rampart on the east side of the gate shghtly forward 
across the hne of the earfier ditch. But m a section cut to 
the west of the entrance no such re-alignment took place. 
The rampart has here been in part destroyed by recent 
quarrymg, but it is evident that the line of the earher ditch 
lay weU forward of the later bank, and here too it was 
dehberately fiUed. Flat-bottomed ditches of this form do 
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not seem previously to have been recorded in tMs country 
during the Iron Age. Recently, however, Dr. Wheeler has 
found an identical form of defence in the late pre-Cassarian 
Belgic camps of Seine Inferieure, and m the context it is 
probably legitimate to trace a connection between tMs group 
and Oldbury. 

At the same time as the ditch was remodelled tbe early 
bank was strengthened. The main features of tMs work are 
clearly seen in Section A—B, although it must be remembered 
that it was probably here oMy that the bMlders found it 
necessary to extend theh bank forward over the hne of the 
early ditch. Elsewhere they probably foUowed the obvious 
course of dumping the additional material on top of, and 
behind, the early bank. A modern quarry immediately to 
the west of the gate does in fact reveal such a dump of earth 
overlying the tail of the stone core of the earfier bank. 

TMee features of structural sigmficance are revealed in 
the section—a large post-hole shghtly m tbe rear of the crest, 
a sloping revettmg-wall some 8-10 feet in front of the post-
hole, and a mass of tumbled stone spread down the forward 
face of the bank. The post-hole and the revetting waU are, 
from their relation to the umform tip of sandy earth wMch 
they supported, undoubtedly contemporary, and together 
they formed an additional defensive feature on the crest of 
the mam bank. The precise character of the mass of stone, 
which was found lying down the slope of the bank, is less 
easUy determined. Its uniform spread down the whole 
length of the bank and the absence of any noticeably heavier 
accumulation at the foot at first suggest that it constituted 
a peliberate revetment. Agamst tMs, however, is the 
absence of any signs of coursing m what has superficially 
every appearance of naturaUy tumbled masonry. Such a 
revetment must, moreover, inevitably have been covered 
with earth if it was to stay m position and was not to provide 
ammunition and an easy means of scaling the bank to any 
enemy; and of such a covering there is no trace beneath 
the obviously sUted accumulation of smaU stones at the foot 
of the bank. It is probable, therefore, that m part at least 
tMs mass of stones represents masonry fallen from tbe 
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revetment at the crest of the bank. I t cannot, however, by 
any means aU be so explamed. The slope of the upper 
revetment and the character of its masonry, which dimiMshes 
in size from the bottom upwards, alike show that it can 
originaUy hardly have stood more than about 3-4 feet higher 
than it does at present, and this would be insufficient to 
account for the volume of faUen material. Moreover, wMle 
many of the stones were found to he in loose dark surface-
earth, a certam number were undoubtedly bedded in the 
sohd brown body of the rampart, in places, e.g. just in front 
of the foot of the revetment, in sufficient numbers and 
sufficiently carefully laid to suggest deliberate revetment. 
It seems clear that the bunders of the baMi did in places 
finish it off with a cappmg of stones, and this capping would 
no doubt have held up much of the upper revetment when it 
came to collapse. How many of the stones are in place, 
how many are faUen from above, it is, in view of the action 
of roots, probably useless to enquire. 

In front of the ditch lay an elaborate outwork. In the 
form in wMch it is seen in Section A—B (Fig. 6) it perhaps 
covered only the area immediately outside the entrance. 
Immediately to the west of this all trace has been destroyed 
by modern farm-buildings ; but the remains of stone-walling 
were traceable above the counterscarp of the ditch. Farther 
to the west no trace of such stonework was found. The 
whole of the area immediately outside the ditch has here 
been heavily ploughed, and the absence of any trace of a 
bank is not therefore conclusive evidence that no such bank 
ever existed. It is, however, more likely that it was 
restricted to the immediate vicinity of the road, and the 
swing of the field boundary a httle to the west may weU 
roughly represent the origmal edge of this outer bank. 

A 6-foot section tMough the bank showed it to be a low 
mound of earth, nowhere more than 4 feet high, bounded 
originally at either edge by a stone revetting wall. An 
unexplamed feature was the depression immediately behmd 
the outermost wall. TMs depression, wMch was apparently 
a consistent feature, was filled with earth and stones and 
roughly levelled over with heavy stone blocks. A smaU 

14A 
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shelf of honstone in situ seems to have carried the outermost 
waU.1 The filhng contamed a quantity of pottery, but 
there was no mdication that the hole had stood open after 
the bank was complete. I t may have been the trench for 
a heavy timber breastwork, but it is hard to see why in that 
case post-holes were not dug m the ordinary manner. Two 
such post-holes were found towards the Mner edge of the 
bank and others no doubt existed, but were not found owing 
to the msufficient width of the section-trench. 

Immediately to the South-east of the section, trial holes 
were cut to discover further traces of pahsadmg. These 
unexpectedly showed that, contrary to the surface mdica-
tions, the inner revetment here swung sharply away from the 
axis of the ditch and the outwork presumably ended a short 
distance beyond. The ground origmaUy sloped much more 
sharply to the east than at present and the inner edge of the 
bank was carefuUy revetted with slabs of honstone laid 
agamst the slopmg side and packed m place with clay. 

Inserted into the slope of the bank at this pomt were 
two cremation burials in cordoned Belgic vessels (Fig. 16). 
Both had been shattered and displaced by the roots of a 
large hazel. But it is certam that they were not m place 
when the bank was built, and they provide, therefore, a 
valuable terminus ante quern for its construction. The 
presence of burnt bone in close association with either pot 
indicates two burials rather than one. 

The hhe of approach to the gateway seems to have run 
straight through the middle of the outwork. Later levelling 
has considerably altered the ground along the Hne of the 
modern road, and oMy 65 feet out from the gateway the Iron 
Age road surface was found under 4 feet of deposited material. 
I t consisted of hght metalhng laid upon a natural layer of 
ironstone and was heading straight out from the gate towards 
a field track, which is itself a parish boundary and may weU 
represent the Une of the preMstoric road. Inwards towards 
the gate the road surface sloped sharply upwards across the 

1 Immediately to the south-east no trace of the undisturbed ironstone 
was found, its place being taken by heavy dumped stones. Further excava-
tion is obviously a necessity if its exact character is to be determined. 
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PLATE G. THE REBUILT RAMPART BY THE NORTH-EAST GATE, 
showing the revetment near the crest. The lower survey-pole marks the 
nose of the earlier bank. In the background a post-hole of the later gate. 
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end of the ditch of the earlier defences, and was carried at 
this point upon an elaborately buttressed causeway of heavy 
stone blocks metalled with lighter stone. In the gateway 
itself later traffic has worn away all traces of Iron Age 
metalling, but the sockets of the two gate-posts are preserved 
on either side, slightly in rear of the crest of the rampart. 
That on the north-western side (PL F) is the more massive 
and origmaUy contamed a weU-squared timber balk ; the 
other evidently carried a fighter post and is set very shghtly 
m rear of the axis of the first. The total span is 14 feet, 
and the gate was presumably swung upon the heavier of the 
two posts. No trace was found of any central socket. 

The reconstruction of the north-eastern defences could 
be weU dated in terms of the large body of pottery found 
stratified in the body of the rampart and of the outwork. 
In sharp contrast to the material from the silting of the 
primary ditch, it contained a considerable proportion of 
Belgic material and several sherds of imported fabrics, 
among them two fragments of Roman mortaria. I t also 
contained a fragment of a rotary quern. The extent to 
which contmental fabrics were reaching this country before 
the Claudian conquest varies from place to place ; but it is 
in the highest degree improbable that they reached Wealden 
Kent much, if at aU, before A.D. 43. On the other hand, 
the historical probabilities and the scarcity of Roman 
material are agamst a refortification after that date. Even 
if the Romans did not immediately attack the Wealden area, 
the position of Oldbury on the flank of WatUng Street must 
very soon afterwards have caUed for attention. Over forty 
slmg-stones were found on the forward slope of the inner 
rampart in the 12-foot section cleared ; and not only was the 
road-metalling in front of the gate reddened by fire, but the 
great gate-post had itself been burnt. I t is perhaps not 
straining the evidence unduly to suggest that the camp was 
in fact sacked by the enemy against whom it had been 
refortifled. In any case, the refortification can be dated 
with some confidence to within a year or two of A.D. 43. 

As the excavation of this area was somewhat curtaUed 
by the international crisis of September 1938, it is probably 

14B 
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worth while indicating the respects in wMch it was left 
mcomplete. The second gate-post and any other structure 
of the early gate may lie under the later bank, and could be 
fahly easUy recovered. The outwork was also mcompletely 
explored. In particular the fine of revetting on its inner 
face seems to contradict the surface mdications, wMch 
suggest a greater extension to the south-east; and the 
pecuhar pit, found in the section near the outer edge, also 
caUs for explanation. To the north-west of the modern 
track, it is doubtful whether any sufficient trace of the 
original work remains to make excavation worth whUe. 
I t is, in fact, ahnost enthely upon detailed points of structure 
that the work was left mcomplete. 

TEAOES OE SETTLEMENT OUTSIDE THE RAMPARTS BY PATCH 

GROVE. 

Withm the area of the ramparts no traces of permanent 
occupation were found despite extensive trenching on no less 
than five selected sites (see Fig. 1)—in the shelter of the 
ramparts above Styant's Bottom, within each of the two 
gates, on either side of the spring m the centre of the camp, 
and on the slopes facing the stream near the northern 
rampart. Over an area of 123 acres such trenchmg does not, 
of course, disprove the existence of prehistoric settlement, 
but it certamly limits its possible extent; and it may in fact 
well be that Oldbury was never permanently occupied. 

Extensive traces of occupation were, on tbe other hand, 
found less than 200 yards outside the ramparts to the 
north-west, in the marshy vaUey below Patch Grove (see 
Fig. 1). In 1906 the present owner, Mr. H. A. Hooker, 
excavated a swimming-pool at this pomt and on that 
occasion the late Benjamin Harrison observed and recorded 
the occurrence of large quantities of pottery (MS. notes in 
the possession of Sh Edward Harrison and Arch. Cant., XLV, 
153-4). Trial trenches confirmed this record and a great 
deal of late pre-Roman and Roman pottery was found, 
water-laid m the re-deposited clay which here overlies 
the valley bottom: without doubt the rubbish from a 
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considerable settlement. The site of this settlement was found 
immediately to the south-east, on the gravel at the foot of 
the north-westerly slopes of Oldbury Hill but time and 
weather did not permit its further exammation.1 A short 
distance up-stream the earher deposits were sealed by a 
rough metalhng associated with second century Roman 
pottery, probably a farm track simUar to that which now 
runs down the vaUey. Fragments of Roman brick mdicate 
the former existence of some substantial bmldmg, but of 
this no further trace was found. For the extensive Roman 
remains m this neighbourhood see Arch. Cant., L (1938), 156. 

Farther up the same valley the owner m 1909 " laid 
pipes from a sprmg by the top of Styant's Bottom hill to a 
reservoir (cattle trough) dug at the 400 feet level m thevaUey. 
Here in the excavations an immense quantity of Celtic and 
Roman sherds was lighted on, and the earth and stones were 
reddened by fierce heat.'" (From a letter written in 1912 by 
Benjamin Harrison.) The site referred to is apparently in 
the north-east corner of the 25-mch sheet Kent XL, 3, 
If in. west of the east margin of the sheet and If in. south 
of the north margm. A smgle trial hole dug a few yards 
away, at the nearest point where permission to dig could be 
obtamed, yielded nothing. 

The earhest pottery found on the Patch Grove site was 
undoubtedly pre-Roman in character (see below, p. 175-78), 
but m pomt of time it might equaUy well belong to the years 
immediately foUowing the conquest. The Patch Grove 
settlement is not therefore necessarily contemporary with the 
fortifications of Oldbury ; its establishment may rather 
comcide with the dislocation wMch here marked the establish-
ment of Roman rule. On the other hand, in the absence of 
any considerable permanent Iron Age occupation of Oldbury, 
such dislocation may well have been very hmited. The lack 
of close stratification m water-laid deposits of rubbish, the 
upper levels of which contamed also Roman pottery, left 
this pomt undecided, and it could oMy be determined by 

1 A plan of the work done has been deposited for reference and record 
at Maidstone Museum. The only structural features calling for comment 
were the traces of two sleeper-beams and a cobbled floor. 
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further excavation on the site of the settlement itself. In 
the absence of tMs we cannot be certam whether the Patch 
Grove settlement belonged origmaUy to one of the scattered 
communities which were responsible for the building and 
maintenance of Oldbury, or whether it was first founded 
after the Roman conquest. 

THE DATE AND SIGNIFICANCE OE THE EARTHWORKS. 

The date assignable to the construction of the origmal 
defences depends upon two factors, the stratigraphical 
relation of these works to the later re-fortification and the 
character of the associated pottery. In Section A—B 
(Fig. 6) it wiU be seen that a comparatively smaU quantity 
of silt had accumulated at the bottom of the primary ditch 
before it was superseded by the reconstructed earthwork. 
This is a criterion to be used with caution ; but the loose 
character of the sand, of which th'e rampart was largely 
composed, was in fact amply demonstrated durmg the course 
of the excavation. Siltmg is, moreover, notoriously far 
more rapid in the early years after the construction of any 
earthwork ; and it is therefore reasonable to conclude that 
the primary ditch stood open oMy for a very limited period 
of time, a period to be measured perhaps even m years rather 
than decades. 

The pottery presents a more complex problem. Its most 
noticeable characteristic is the disparity between the groups 
associated with each of the two structural periods. The 
later phase is predommantly Belgic in character. I t contams 
mevitably some sherds remiMscent of the earher period, but 
the percentage is surprismgly smaU. Of the remamder, 
those sufficiently determinate for identification are almost 
exclusively Belgic (see below, pp. 173-77, Figs. 14-16) and 
they belong moreover to the latter part of the pre-Roman 
Belgic period. With the exception, however, of the two 
sherds of imported Roman mortaria they contam no 
Roman material; and quite apart from the improbability 
that fortifications such as these would have been erected 
after A.D. 43-4, it is most urufkely that pedestal urns such as 
Fig. 16, nos. 1 and 2, which were shown to post-date the 
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reconstruction of the fortifications, were in use for any 
considerable period after the Roman conquest. The pottery 
evidence is, m fact, fuUy consistent with the date, A.D. C. 43, 
suggested above (p. 153) for the refortification of Oldbury. 

The strongly Belgic character of the pottery associated 
with the later defences serves only to emphasize the absence 
of a smgle sherd of recogmzably Belgic fabric from the 
earher material. A comparison of the two groups pomts 
unmistakably to the conclusion that whUe the origmal 
rampart was the work of a non-Belgic people, by the time it 
was rebuUt m A.D. 43 the origmal builders had passed under 
Belgic dommation. It suggests also that Belgic pressure 
in some form may have been the occasion which prompted 
the erection of Oldbury. 

The positive character of this earher, non-Belgic culture 
is, however, less easily determmed. The pottery associated 
with the primary rampart is remarkably uniform (Fig. 13). 
I t includes a certam number of coarser vessels in rough 
corky ware of the Iron Age A tradition ; but the majority 
of the finer and more distmctive pots are of a highly burnished 
brown or black fabric, in several cases wheel-turned. The 
mtroduction of the potter's wheel Mto this country is 
generally associated with the Belgse, and it is m any case 
unlUsely that it anywhere preceded the Belgic mvasion. 
There is, however, no reason why an invention aheady 
widespread on the contment should not have found its way 
mto this country by a variety of routes, in particular by way 
of Sussex, the non-Belgic contmental affinities of whose 
late pre-Roman cultures are becommg increasingly apparent. 
The fact, therefore, that the potter's wheel was aheady m 
use when the fortification of Oldbury was first undertaken, 
while it is probably a sound criterion of late date, is not 
necessarUy an Mdication of Belgic influence. I t should 
rather be attributed to the same sources as the other elements 
visible in tMs earhest Oldbury group. 

Most of the recognizable vessels belong to a form already 
recogmzed in Kent at Crayford (Proc. Prehist. Soc, IV, 
1938, 163 ; Fig. 9, nos. 1-4). They were there described as 
" squat pedestal-vessels ", but they would possibly better 
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be termed " foot-ring bowls ". The base is not in every case 
a true foot-ring, but the term avoids confusion with the more 
famihar Belgic pedestal-vessels. The rim section of these 
foot-ring bowls is S-curved but otherwise featureless, while 
the base ranges from a small, but well-defined, pedestal to 
a mere beading. The form is not striking but it is con-
sistent ; and taken in conjunction with the ware it is 
sufficiently distinctive to serve as a cultural type-fossil. 

Vessels of this form and ware have been found on a 
variety of sites in and on the edge of the Weald. Of the 
northern and central Wealden sites, Holmbury and Saxon-
bury (Fig. 7, no. 3) are represented only by fragmentary 
examples, but the ware of these is so strikingly similar to 
that of the first period at Oldbury that the identification is 
reasonably certam. The Hascombe pot (Fig. 7, no. 2) is a 
crude, lumpy derivative, which may be compared with one 
found m the rapidly laid sUt of the primary ditch at Oldbury 
(Fig. 14, no. 1). At Bigberry, portions of several such pots 
were found. These belong to a pre-Belgic cultural sub-
stratum that is strongly represented on this site. Its precise 
significance is far from clear ; but taken m conjunction with 
the wide diffusion m Kent of the earhest continental comage 
it suggests far closer contacts between East and West Kent 
than are visible m the later pre-Roman period. Elsewhere 
m Kent complete vessels have been found at Hulbury and 
at Crayford. In both cases they represent an element 
mtrusive upon the estabhshed Iron Age A population, and 
m the context they may fahly be regarded as the result of 
mtercourse between the northern Weald and the Thames 
Estuary by way of the Darent vaUey. 

To the south, foot-rmg bowls have been found on a 
number of Early Iron Age sites in Sussex. The evidence has 
recently been re-exammed by Mr. Hawkes1 (" The Caburn 
Pottery and its ImpUoations ", Sussex Arch. Colls., 80, 1939, 
pp. 217-62), who regards the foot-ring bowl (m its earher 
forms, with a weU-developed pedestal) as typical of an 

1 In addition to the great deal of help that Mr. Hawkes has given me 
elsewhere in the preparation of this report, I am particularly indebted to 
him for allowing me, under very difficult circumstances, to see the page-
proof of his article. 
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mtrusive contmental culture which estabhshed itself in the 
west central Sussex downlands durmg the thhd century B.C. 
At Park Brow a single sherd only of this ware was found on 
the site of the first settlement, m marked contrast to the 
second settlement where similar vessels were common. I t 
is reasonable, therefore, to assume that the people responsible 
for the sharp dislocation of hfe in this settlement were also 
responsible for the mtroduction of this distinctive fabric. 
Two further pomts may be noticed in connection with this 
site and with the neighbouring site m Findon Park. Firstly, 
as Mr. Hawkes emphasizes, the attribution of this mvasion 
to the thhd century B.C. rests on good evidence ; and 
secondly, m the long period between the thhd century and 
the Roman conquest the characteristic pottery-type inevit-
ably underwent modification. The earhest form, well 
attested for example at Park Brow, had a well-defined 
pedestal. With the passage of time, however, this became 
mcreasmgly rudimentary, and it ended up as the character-
istic foot-rmg of the Wealden foot-ring bowl. 

From its first home, in the strip of downland whose 
centre is Cissbury, this intrusive culture spread in two 
dhections—eastwards along the Downs beyond Lewes, 
where it became fused with the strong local Iron Age A 
culture, and north-eastwards up mto the Weald, which now 
probably for the first time became a centre of iron-working 
for the surrounding territories and in particular for Sussex. 

The idea of a specificaUy Wealden culture is perhaps 
sufficiently novel to call for additional comment. This seems 
to be due to two factors, both of them geological. In the 
first place the heavy clay-lands did undoubtedly exclude 
settlement from large areas of the Weald ; and secondly, 
even m those areas where settlement was possible, the soil 
is so acid that it mevitably destroys much of the evidence of 
human occupation. No smgle fragment of hon, of bronze, 
or of unburnt bone was found durmg the excavations at 
Oldbury; and simUar conditions no doubt account for the 
complete absence of Iron Age objects made of these materials 
from other sites m an area where occupation is securely 
attested by the existence of a number of earthworks. Much 
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of the possible evidence of human occupation has vamshed 
beyond hope of recovery. There remain oMy the earthworks 
themselves, the pottery, the coinage in precious metals and 
a few misceUaneous items such as glass beads. 

A fuU report on the comage m relation to finds from 
other Kentish sites wiU be given by Mr. Derek AUen m 
Archceologia (forthcommg). Five Iron Age corns are recorded 
from Oldbury. These consist, first, of two which were 
recovered by Mr. Hooker when drivmg a road up the Mllside 
through the site of the S. gate m 1923. One of these is a 
stater of the type attributed to the Gaulish tribe of the 
BeUovaci, the other a quarter-stater of the same type. 
Both of these gold corns are worn and it is suggested by 
Dr. Brooke, " The PhUippus M the West and the Belgic 
Invasions of Britam " {Numismatic Chronicle (1933), pp. 88-
138), that they were imported to this country M the period 
immediately precedmg the first Belgic penetration. A 
second stater of the same type belonged to Mr. Benjamm 
Harrison and is now m the possession of Ms son. It is 
uncertam whether this was found at Oldbury. It may be 
one of tMee mentioned in one of the former's letters to 
George Payne. The fourth com and the fifth may have been 
coins of the Atrebates and so connected with the period of 
the secondary Belgic penetration at the time of Caesar's wars. 
The whole series, as Mr. AUen says, therefore " belongs to 
the earher period of Celtic comage m Britam ". There is, 
however, reason to beheve that M the Weald these types 
may have contmued in chculation long after they were 
obsolete elsewhere. 

The oMy sigmficant beads are of a distinctive type 
with mlaid spirals of differently coloured glass (see below, 
p. 162, Fig. 9, nos. 1-3). One was found at Oldbury itself; 
another at Westerham, near the site of the next camp 
to the west on the greensand belt; and a third M Sussex 
near Eastbourne. A fourth was found N.W. of New Romney 
but may have been brought there m historic times (Arch. 
Cant., L, 1938, p. 154). Beads of the same general type, 
though usuaUy with more pronounced bosses, are not 
unfamUiar on the continent, but no exact analogies seem to 
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Nos. 1, 4 and 6 from Oldbury. 
No. 2 from Westerham. 
No. 3 from Eastbourne. 
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have been recorded elsewhere in England. The occurrence, 
therefore, of identical specimens m Sussex and m the 
northern Weald is good evidence of contact between the 
two areas. 

The earthworks of Kent and Surrey he, with few 
exceptions, either near the Thames or on one of the open 
greensand stretches of the Weald (see Fig. 2). Of the latter 
group four only (Oldbury, Holmbury, Hascombe and 
Saxonbury) have yielded pottery, and in each case this 
includes fragments of foot-ring bowls. The evidence, 
therefore, though hmited, suggests a considerable unity of 
culture throughout the greensand series of camps. There is 
also reason to befieve that most, if not all, are relatively late.1 

A number of them have multiple defences. The outer lines 
are in some cases very rudimentary, as at Oldbury. But the 
recent researches of Dr. Wheeler in Wessex and in France 
have shown that the multiplication of defences m any form 
is apparently confined to the last century and a half before 
the Roman conquest of Britain; and although the whole 
question of multiple earthworks m south-eastern Britain 
requires further study, it is aheady clear that the primary 
centre for their diffusion in this country hes M the south-west, 
and that multiple earthworks elsewhere are liable to be 
relatively late. I t is also clear that few of the Wealden 
camps were hitended for permanent occupation.2 They 
were, like Oldbury, centres of refuge for a large scattered 
population ; and it is a reasonable assumption that they also 
were erected m time of stress m response to some external 
danger. What that danger was it would perhaps be unwise 
to speculate. 

The evidence for a specificaUy Wealden Iron Age 
culture is limited, but it is, as far as it goes, consistent. I t 

1 A possible exception is the earthwork at Boughton Monchelsea. 
Its form is unusual; and its situation near Maidstone and discoveries of 
early material in the immediate neighbourhood both suggest the possibility 
of a date rather earher than that of the rest of the series. 

2 With the exception of Saxonbury, which is structurally unique and 
appears to have been held in connection with the working of the local 
iron-mines, none of these camps has produced evidence of continuous 
occupation. At Dry Hill, Lingfield, extensive excavations yielded only 
a number of slingstones. 
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remaMs, however, to set it m its proper perspective by a 
brief exanhhation of the other early Iron Age cultures that 
have been recorded1 from western Kent. 

The majority of recorded finds from this area belong to 
the later part of the pre-Roman Iron Age. One site alone, 
Hulbury, has produced specificaUy Iron Age A pottery 
(Fig. 11). It belongs to a group of pottery decorated with 
finger-tip impressions, which is weU represented m the 
Thames vaUey and in the coastal regions of Essex2 ; but m 
the absence of other contemporary finds in western Kent it is 
impossible to say whether the Hulbury pottery is charac-
teristic of the earher Iron Age culture of this region or 
whether it is an isolated mtruder. That there was a fahly 
strong Iron Age A substratum in some of the later cultural 
groups, e.g. at Crayford, is clear enough, but it must at 
present remain a somewhat mcalculable factor. 

Among the later pottery, several clearly defined groups 
can be observed. In fact, the most striking feature of 
the later Iron Age m western Kent is the diversity of its 
apparently contemporary cultural groups. These may 
conveniently be listed as follows : 

(a) The foot-rmg bowls of the Wealden area, where 
they probably were dommant until swamped at 
Oldbury by Belgic expansion and elsewhere by 
the Roman conquest. 

(6) The " Patch Grove " pottery (see p. 176), current 
immediately before, and durmg the half-century 
after, the Roman conquest. In the Darent 
valley at any rate it belongs m part to the pre-
conquest period. 

(c) Bead-rim bowls of the type found m great numbers 
at Charlton (J.B.A.A., xxii, 1916, 183, Fig. 22), 
where it is the type-fabric of tbe, presumably late, 
pre-conquest period. Like the " Patch Grove " 

1 For a fuller account with check-lists, see Archceologia forthcoming. 
2 JPoi the distribution of this ware, and for a further aocount of the 

finds at Hulbury, which is the site probably of a destroyed hill-fort above 
Lullingstone Castle, see Archceologia forthcoming. 
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pottery, with which it is probably exactly 
contemporary, it is distributed up the Darent 
vaUey. 

(d) The coarse wares characteristic of the Crayford site 
(Proc. Prehist. Soc, IV, 1938, 151, Figs. 4 and 5). 
So far these have not been found outside a 
comparatively restricted region at the mouth of 
the Darent. 

\ A 

/ 

\> 

BEADS 
OF 

OLDBURY TYPE JO MlL€S lO 10 

FIG. 10. DISTRIBUTION OF BEADS OF THE 
OLDBURY TYPE. 

(e) " South-eastern B " wares, notably the charac-
teristic omphalos-bowls (see Proc. Prehist. Soc, 
IV, 1938, 155, Figs. 10 and 11). 

( / ) Belgic wares. 
(g) MisceUaneous wares, apparently mtrusive. Of these 

the most notable are a decorated vessel from 
Chiddmgstone [Arch. Cant., XLV (1933), 280)— 
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the affimties of which he south and west of the 
Weald—some pottery from Gravesend (in the 
possession of Mr. J. P. T. BurcheU, F.S.A.) which 
appears to resemble that from certam East 
Kentish sites ; and a smaU proportion of imported 
contmental wares datmg from the last years before 
the Roman conquest, e.g. at Crayford. 

s 

PRE-ROMAN 
PEDESTAL-URNS 

IN THE 
o ,o to zp«,LEs THAMES ESTUARY 

FIG. 12. DISTRIBUTION OF THE IRON AGE PEDESTAL-URNS 
IN THE THAMES ESTUARY. This map is based on Hawkes and 
Dunning, The Belgce of Gaul andBritain [Arch. Journ., lxxxvii, 1931,150-335) 
with subsequent additions and corrections (see Archceologia forthcoming). 

Of the above groups, several are local fabrics, the 
presence of which is self-explanatory. Two groups, however, 
the South-eastern B and the Belgic, caU for further discussion. 

" South-eastern B " is an mtrusive element represented 
on various coastal sites on either side of the Thames Estuary 
and in Sussex. I t is characterized by the use of " omphalos-
bowls ", probably derived, as Mr. Hawkes suggests (Sussex 
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Arch. Colls., 80, 1939, 252-9), from bronze prototypes, and of 
a formal curvilinear decoration consisting of " eyebrows " 
or of mterlockmg swags in conjunction with smaU impressed 
circles. Both features are represented at Crayford ; and 
isolated omphalos-bowls have been found on three other 
Kentish sites, Maidstone, Plaxtol and Oldbury. The 
account of this culture given M Proc. Prehist. Soc, TV, 1938, 
155, Figs. 10 and 11, now requires modification in two 
respects. The excavations at Oldbury and Mr. Hawkes' 
analysis of the Sussex Iron Age cultures have shown con-
clusively that the foot-ring bowls (or " squat pedestal 
vessels ") found at Crayford side by side with South-eastern B 
wares were in fact so associated by accident only, since they 
belong in reality to the Wealden Iron Age culture. At 
Crayford as m Sussex, e.g. at The Caburn, the association 
represents the fusion of two separate cultures. Secondly, 
it is now clear that both in Sussex and in the Thames Estuary 
South-eastern B is an intrusive element ; and the close 
analogies between its characteristic decorative elements 
and those used on certam Breton pots pomt unmistakably 
to Brittany as the immediate source of the culture. 

The most important smgle culture of the Kentish Iron 
Age was that of the Belgse. I t is therefore a matter for 
some surprise that west of the Medway there is no site where 
Belgic pottery is predommant, or even well represented, 
before the closing decade or two of the pre-Roman period. 
The cemetery at Stone, near Dartford, is late ; and the Belgic 
pottery at Oldbury was associated exclusively with tbe 
Claudian defences. Pedestal-urns are a distmctive type 
which, m Kent at any rate, are probably a fah criterion of 
Belgic settlement. Except at Stone and Oldbury they are 
represented west of the Medway only by isolated examples 
at Charlton, at Crayford (two) and at Carshalton m Surrey. 
East of the Medway, on the other hand, they are common ; 
and one of the earliest sites, the cemetery at Aylesford, hes 
almost on the river, only a few miles from Maidstone. 

The Medway was m preMstoric, as m later, times the 
great highway into Kent from the north (see Jessup, 
Archceology of Kent, passim), a fact amply demonstrated by 
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the quantity and diversity of finds of aU periods from the 
neighbourhood of Maidstone. I t also, however, marks the 
boundary between the two natural provinces into which Kent 
falls ; and the distinction between " Men of Kent " and 
" Kentish Men " was as true in prehistoric times as it was 
later. In particular, it is clear from tbe evidence both of 
pottery and of coins, that for a considerable time after 
the mitial Belgic settlement in the Downland triangle of 
eastern Kent, the Medway formed the boundary between 
the Belgse of East Kent and the peoples to the west of the 
river. Who the latter were it is not easy to define. They 
seem to have come, in part at least, to judge from their 
coinage, under some form of Belgic influence or suzerainty ; 
but of actual Belgic settlement there is, as we have seen, 
little or no trace. They were rather a very mixed assemblage 
of small peoples living together in an area defined on two 
sides by the territories of more powerful neighbours, to the 
south the Wealden peoples, to the east the Belga3. Wealden 
influences may be traced along the Darent valley at Hulbury 
and Crayford ; and pottery of the " Charlton " and " Patch 
Grove " types found its way by the same route down into 
the Weald ; but otherwise the two regions were distinct. 
On the east the Une of demarcation was even clearer. In the 
latter part of the first century B.O. tbe frontiers of Dubnovel-
launos and Tasciovanus marched on the Une of the Medway ; 
and as late as the early years of tbe first century A.D. the 
coinage of EpiUus rigidly conforms to what was evidently 
still a weU-marked pohtical frontier. It is only under 
Cunobelin that the distmction vanishes. His coinage 
disregarded old boundaries and circulated freely everywhere. 
The same centrahzing processes were at work in Kent as 
elsewhere in south-eastern Britain. Eastern Kent ceased to 
be a separate kingdom ; and at the same time the northern 
Weald came for the first time withm the orbit of Belgic power. 

The imphcations of these facts upon the history of 
Oldbury are obvious enough. Oldbury was first constructed 
by a non-Belgic Wealden people at some date within the first 
half of the first century A.D. In A.D. 43 it was refortifled 
agamst the armies of Claudius by a people whose pottery was 
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largely, if not predommantly, Belgic in character. At some 
time between the two buildmg periods—and the interval 
between the two was not large (see p. 156)—the original 
population had come under Belgic dommation. We know 
already from other sources that the reign of Gunobelin saw 
an expansion of Belgic power down into the northern Weald. 
One can hardly fail to associate the two events. Whether 
it was the threat of this same Belgic movement which had 
brought about the original fortification of Oldbury Hill we 
can hardly say. I t seems a natural explanation for the 
sudden fortification of this enormous site by a people who had 
long been peacefully settled in the neighbourhood. 

That the Wealden culture had been long established is 
reasonably certam. The pottery from which the charac-
teristic Wealden vessels were, with comparatively small 
modification, derived was mtroduced into Sussex in tbe 
third century B.O. Moreover, no trace of any preceding 
Iron Age culture has been found m the northern Weald, and 
yet the earhest contmental coinage introduced mto Britain 
circulated freely up and down the greensand belt ; and a t 
Bigberry Wealden foot-ring bowls were found m an appar-
ently pre-Csesarian context. The Wealden culture can 
therefore hardly have reached its final home any later than 
the begmnmg of the first century B.O. For a century or more 
its bearers fived near Ightham in open vhTages or farms, 
until, faced with some pressmg danger from without, they 
buUt the great camp of Oldbury. Their work was in vain. 
They passed under Belgic dommation. In theh turn their 
new masters found themselves threatened, and Oldbury was 
agaM fortified, once more in vam. The Weald became 
a part of the Roman province of Britain, and Oldbury's brief 
history was done. 

FINDS AT OLDBXXS,Y. 

(a) Pottery. 

(i) Pig. 13, nos. 1-21, associated with the construction 
of the primary defences on Sites 1-3. A considerable portion 
of the pottery illustrated is wheel-turned, fairly good grey 
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ware with a dark brown or black polished surface. Tbe 
remamder are m a coarser, pitted, grey-brown, hand-made 
ware. Tbe cross-marked base, no. 11, is a feature charac-
teristic of the Iron Age m Sussex and elsewhere. No. 15, 
with finger-nah ornament on tbe rim, suggests Surrey 
influence, but it must be remembered that a similar vessel 
is among the unpublished material (largely pre-Belgic in 
type) from tbe Aylesford Belgic cemetery. 

(ii) Fig. 14, nos. 1-4, are from the silting of the primary 
ditch. 
No. 1. Hand-made, grey-black ware, very crude. 
No. 2. Fragment of an omphalos-base m shghtly sandy 

grey ware with a black pohshed surface. I t 
belonged evidently to an omphalos-bowl of 
South-eastern B type (see Proc Prehist. Soc, 
1938, 151-68), of which Kentisb examples have 
been found at Maidstone, Plaxtol and Crayford. 

No. 3. Brittle, poorly fired, gritty hand-made brown ware, 
the rim is m places pressed outwards mto an 
irregular beading. 

No. 4. Grey table-turned ware with a black polished 
surface, identical with the polished wares from 
the primary rampart elsewhere (e.g. Fig. 13, 
no. 1). 

(iii) Fig. 14, nos. 5-19, Fig. 15, nos. 1-9, and Fig. 16, 
associated with the rebuilding of the rampart in A.D. 43. A 
proportion of these sherds belong, no doubt, to tbe earher 
phase. 

No. 5. Grey rather lumpy ware, table-turned, with a dull, 
soapy finish. For the form cf. Fig. 15, no. 10 
from tbe Patch Grove site. 

No. 6. Black gritless ware with a rather sandy pitted 
surface; hand-made. 

No. 7. Grey ware, table-turned, with a Mgb brown-black 
polish. 
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Fra. 14. POTTERY FROM THE NORTH-EAST GATE, OLDBURY, Site 4 
Nos. 1-4. From the silting of the primary ditch. 
Nos. 5-19. Associated with the rebuilding of the rampart A.D.43. 
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No. 8. Fahly hard, grey-black ware, table-turned, with a 
rough orange-brown surface. 

No. 9. Heavy grey ware, table-turned, with a brown 
roughly pohshed surface. 

No. 10. Hard sandy wheel-turned black ware with a rather 
pitted pale brown surface. TMs was one of the 
few vessels from the sUtmg of the secondary ditch. 

No. 11. Rather coarse, gritty, grey, wheel-turned ware, 
shghtly pohshed. 

No. 12. Hard, sandy, grey-brown, wheel-turned ware. 
No. 13. Hard, grey, wheel-turned ware. From tbe sUtmg 

of the destroyed secondary ditch, to the west of 
the north-east gate. 

No. 14. Fme grey wheel-turned ware with a Mgh, dark 
brown polish. 

No. 15. Wheel-turned grey ware with pohshed surface, 
simUar to the best sherds from the primary 
rampart. 

No. 16. Grey, table-turned ware, rather soft, with a bright 
red surface. 

No. 17. Coarse, grey, table-turned ware, shghtly pohshed. 
No. 18. Wheel-turned, gritless grey ware, with a highly 

pohshed, flaky, dark grey surface. 
No. 19. Roughly table-turned ware with a strongly tooled 

dark brown surface. 

Figure 15. 

No. 1. Hard, grey-brown, table-turned ware with a bright 
orange-brown, pohshed surface. 

No. 2. Wheel-turned, grey ware with a black, pohshed 
surface. 

No. 3. Wheel-turned, grey ware with a black, MgMy 
pohshed surface. 

No. 4. Wheel-turned, grey ware with a buff, lightly 
pohshed surface. 
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FIG. 15. POTTERY FROM OLDBURY AND FROM OTHER 
LOCAL SITES (J) 

Nos. 1-9. From the North-East Gate, Oldbury, Site 4, associated with 
the construction of the primary defences. 

Nos. 10-13. From Patch Grove (see p . 176). 
Nos. 14-19. From other local sites (see pp. 178-9). 
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No. 5. Wheel-turned, hard, grey ware, rough-surfaced. 
No. 6. Hand-made, pitted, corky grey ware. 
No. 7. Table-turned grey ware with the remains of a shmy 

black surfacing. 
No. 8. Wheel-turned pink ware with a grey core and an 

olive-grey pohshed surface. 
No. 9. Wheel-turned grey ware with a pohshed black 

surface. 
Fig. 16, nos. 1-2. Two Belgic pedestal urns, from 

burials mserted m the outer defences by the north-east gate 
after their completion. They are of wheel-turned ware with 
a pohshed, red-brown surface decorated with light burnish-
ing. An identical vessel, from a burial found beneath the 
Roman viUa at Folkestone, is preserved in the Folkestone 
Museum (S. E. Wmbolt, Roman Folkestone, Plate xviii, B). 

(iv) Pottery from Patch Grove. 
Figure 15. 
No. 10. Coarsely wheel-turned grey-black ware with a 

pohshed black surface ; cf. Fig. 14, no. 5, from 
the A.D. 43 defences, and Fig. 15, no. 14, from 
the Progress Roman viUa. 

No. 11. Coarsely wheel-turned, red-brown, bead-rim bowl. 
No. 12. Coarsely wheel-turned, grey bead-rim bowl. 
No. 13. Mmiature vessel of gritless brown ware, coarsely 

wheel-turned. 
The pottery from the rubbish dumps on the Patch Grove 

site was not closely stratified (see p. 154), although tbe 
earfier material was, generaUy speakmg, at the bottom of 
the deposits. A large percentage of this earher pottery 
consisted of fragments of large storage jars with an everted 
neck, generaUy shghtly ruled on the lower portions, and 
zones of stabbmg on the shoulder and round the body. 
The ware is a porridgy grey with an orange surfacmg, rather 
underfired. The specimens from Patch Grove were too 
fragmentary for illustration ; but they belong to a consistent 
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Fio. 16. BELGIC PEDESTAL-URNS FROM OLDBURY, 
found containing cremations buried in the outer defences after their completion. 
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and easily recognizable fabric which occurs on a number of 
first century A.D. sites M north-west Kent and Surrey (see 
Fig. 17). These vessels appear m Kent shortly before the 
Roman conquest and contmued m use, m a shghtly 
sophisticated form, probably tMoughout the first century 
A.D. There is not yet sufficient material from the imme-
diately preceding period to explam the appearance of a form 
of decoration normaUy associated with an earher phase of 
the British Iron Age. The pottery series from Leigh HUl, 
Cobham, M the Guildford Museum does, however, suggest 
the possibility of dhect contmmty in that area with the 
Iron Age A finger-tip tradition (see Surrey Arch. Colls., 
XXII, 1909, 137-54 ; some of it is shortly to be repubfished 
by Mr. A. W. G. Lowther). 

Of the other pottery representative of the earfiest 
occupation of the Patch Grove site, the characteristic 
bead-rim bowls are exactly paraUeled m the A.D. 43 levels 
of the camp above. They show (e.g. Fig. 15, no. 12) a 
tendency towards tbe mternal projection characteristic of 
the north-west Kentish group (cf. Fig. 15, nos. 15, 16, 18), 
but not m its most exaggerated form. Dishes, with abso-
lutely plam upright sides, and a few cordoned Belgic sherds 
were also found ; but the proportion of specificaUy Belgic 
material was smaU. 

There does not reaUy seem to be sufficient evidence as 
yet to show whether the earhest occupation of tbe Patch 
Grove site is contemporary with, or immediately subsequent 
to, the latest phase of the Oldbury earthworks. 

(v) Pottery illustrated from various other Local Sites. 
Figure 15. 
No. 14. Wheel-turned, porridgy grey ware with a purple 

brown polished coatmg Mside and outside ; cf. 
Fig. 14, no. 5, Fig. 15, no. 10, of which it is a 
slightly more developed form. 

From the Progress Roman viUa at Otford, c. A.D. 
50-75. (See Report of the Excavation Committee 
of the Sevenoaks Society on the Roman Site at 
Otford, 1928.) Now m the Sevenoaks Museum. 
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F I G . 17. POTTERY OF THE PATCH GROVE TYPE. 
Nos. 1-2. From the " Progress " Roman villa, Otford. In the 

Sevenoaks Museum. Found with bead-rim vessels 
of the " Chariton " type (see p . 164) and other 1st 
century pottery. Report of the Excavation Com-
mittee of the Sevenoaks Society on the Soman site at 
Otford. Sevenoaks, 1935. 

Nos. 3-4. From Orpington. In the possession of Mr. A. 
Eldridge. Found with bead-rim vessels of the 
" Charlton " type (see p . 164) and other 1st century 
pottery on sites between High Street, St. Mary Cray 
and Orpington By-pass. 
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No. 15. Hard, wheel-turned, red ware with much calcite 
grit.1 

From tbe Progress Roman viUa at Otford, c. A.D. 
50-75. Now in the Sevenoaks Museum. 

No. 16. Pitted, corky ware (typical of tbe coarser vessels 
from the Crayford vUlage site, Proc. Prehist. Soc, 
IV, 1938, 151, Fig. 4), wheel-turned. For the 
form, cf. the bead-rim bowls from Charlton 
(J.B.A.A., XXII, 1916, 183, Fig. 22 ; XXIX, 
1923, 227). 

From Crayford, site unknown. In the Dartford 
Pubhc Museum. 

No. 18. Corky red ware. From Merle Common, Limpsfield, 
found with stabbed pottery of the Patch Grove 
type, and other mid-first century ware (Sussex 
Arch. Colls., XLII, 110). In the possession of 
Mr. I. D. Margary, F.S.A. 

No. 19. Corky red ware. From Merle Common (see s.v., 
no. 18). 

(b) Class Beads. 
Figure 9. 
No. 1. Blue glass bead with whorls of white glass inset. 

Found in a fox's earth on the slopes below the 
ramparts above Styant's Bottom. I t is very 
possibly a relic o f a " necklace " found nearby by 
a workman many years ago and used up as 
ammuMtion for a catapult. The tecMiique is 
familiar m the Iron Age (e.g. the necklace from 
Queens Barrow, Arras, Yorks E.R., Archceologia, 
LX, 1907, Fig. 30), but this precise form is oMy 
recorded from Kent and Sussex. Two examples 
m blue and white glass are here iUustrated, from 
Westerham (Fig. 9, no. 2) and from Bexley HiU, 
near Eastbourne (Fig. 9, no. 3), both in the 
British Museum. A thhd, from Romney Marsb, 

1 I t is doubtful if the grit is really calcite. Et>. 
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pubfished m Arch. Cant., Id, 1938, p. 153-4, is 
similar, but the whorls are yellow. For the 
distribution, see Fig. 12. TMs sphal ornament 
is characteristic of La Tene I I on the continent 
(Dechelette, Manuel, TV, 825). 

No. 4. SmaU bead of amber glass. Found unstratified in 
cuttmg section A—B by the north-east gate. 

No. 5. SmaU bead of dark blue glass. Found unassociated. 

(c) Foreign Stone. 
(i) Part of a rotary quern of Niedermendig lava, heavUy 

striated on the grmoing surface, which is shghtly 
concave. It was used in the construction of the 
revetment near the crest of reconstructed rampart 
(Section A—B) and dates presumably from the 
immediately precedmg period. 

(ii) Whetstone. 
A whetstone of micaceous schist was found on Site 2 

on the forward slope of the rampart. 
(iii) SUngstones. 

Roughly circular, water-worn pebbles were found in 
considerable quantities in aU parts of the camp. They are 
of course foreign to the greensand, though occurring occa-
sionaUy in overlying drift; and in view of the consistency 
of their size and shape there can be httle doubt that they 
were dehberately brought to Oldbury for use as shngstones. 
Large numbers of similar pebbles were found at Dry HiU 
Camp, Lmgfield. The average weight of thirty-seven 
examples, coUected at random, was shghtly under 3 ounces. 

The nearest pebbly deposit is about 3 miles north of 
the camp, m KnockmiU Wood, where there is a bed of Eocene 
pebbles, early high level, simUar to those found durmg the 
excavations. TMs may weU have been the source of tbe 
Oldbury shngstones and, m any case, their presence withm 
the camp confirms the extensive use of the route across 
the Gault to the North Downs, where such deposits are 
found. 


	KAS front page.pdf
	Blank Page


