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6 "Things Called Villasand other buildings of theRomanera in the
Kentish countryside

6.1 Introduction

Buildings arene of theways in which humans inscribe meaning upon the landscape and the
advent of permanent, brickand stonebuilt structures must have reflected fundamental
changes inthe way in which the inhabitants of Kent perceived their place within it.
Fortificationsat the ports in the east of the county would remind all entering or leaving of the
new order andthe power of the military organisation whicenforced it. @ficial buildings in
Canterbury required new modes of behaviour when relatinghte authorities whether to pay
taxes or to participate inthe administration of government in the cantorMansiones
facilitated the passage of lorgjstance visitors through the regiand together with the road
a2aidsSYy BSNB I LIKeaA Otohnechdingsa il amdér iRangay woldF Y Sy
Large private properties spoke of the endurimgerogativesof specific familieor individuals

to landrights and held a raft of implications depending on whether one was owner,
dependent, client, employee or slav8uccessful farmers or businessmen of more modest

means could likewise proclaim their position in steiey erectinga house in the new style.

The buildings of RomarBritish Kent are thus morthan asimpleindex of Romanizatiofor
competitive emulation amongst the elite as they formed new, endyriigiblefoci in the

transformedlandscapesf life, kisure and of wdkt.

Discussion of theural buildingsof Roman Kent has tendednsurprisingly, tdocus onvillas
and villa estateg¢Detsicas 1983; Millett 20073 number of these are well known, if not well
understood whereas other types of settlemeihiave proved more elusive and even less easy
to characteriseOther types of buildig and settlement exist, howevgand our knowledge and
awareness of these has increased significamwigr thelasttwo decadesThis chapter aims to
consideraspects of the chronology, distribution and morpholagthese better known sites

within the context ottheir settings and the broader settlement pattern.
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6.2 The nature of the dataset

The dataset utilised for this chapt&omprises records from B6sites, not including those
likely to represent roadside settlemen{g\ppendix 4) Some of these, particularly the villa
estates have multiple buildingsln common with all other areas of rural settlement evidence,
the dataare of highly variable qualityOver 90 records derive solely or in part from discoveries
made prior to 199@ndalthough on paper the number of discoveries is biased strongly to the
latter part of the 20" century and more recent work, the number of sites which at present

yield detailedinformation is very small (Fi§.1).
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33Fig. 6.1 Dates/derivation of data and level of detail recorded

This is duen part to the comprehensive nature of the dataset whinbludes awide range of
evidence, from scatters of building materials to full excavati@der excavations frequently
have scantrecordeddetails, whereas a significant number of pd3PG 16 interventions have
yet to come to publicationA numberof recent excavationhave been circumscribed through
the nature of planning and project briefs and thereby restrictedh® constraints of keyole
interventions andobr the requirements fopreservationin situ a newlydiscovered small villa
at Fairlawn,Plaxtol (Wessex Areleology 201Q)for instance wasonly partially revealed and

planned with no excavation of the interior undertakddating of the evidence is a persistent
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problem, not onfined to older discoveries: although thghasing of thevilla at Minster is
comparatiely weltunderstood, for example, a lack of wsttratified material directly
associated with use of the buildings hampeted dating of thesephases (Parfitet al., 2008.
331).

The sites can be broken down in terms of building charaageollows (Tale 6.1):

Character of site No of sites
Villa complex 20

Villa 21
Probable villa 8
Bathhouseonly 3

Multiple buildings (not recognisable villa complex) 14

Rectilinear masonruildingonly

Rectilinear timbebuildingonly

Roundhouse@nly

Sunkenrfeaturedstructureonly
Temple/shrine only
Mausoleum only

Other/unknowrf 70
*including building materials only

RN 01 N O

Table 6.1 Character of sites

l'a AYRAOI 1@ tna WK S PIRAE/ |he deSnRion iitHewolrd #itlakis U
perennially problematic Here itis usedgenericallyto indicate a rural, stondéounded’
rectilinear domestic building with or without accompanying buildinghe figure here is
conservative andtiis probable that the actual number of buildingsiswering to this
description was much largemdthe divisions between the categoriedove aresometimes a
little hazyowing to both the incomplete nature of the evidence and the need for subjective

judgement.

As there are a significant number of sitegh multiple buildings, lhe data can be analysed
again by the occurrence ofindividual building typs (where known)(Table 6.2). These
categories overlap: shrines, or possible shrines, for example, may be discrete sites or elements

of villa houses
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Building type Definite examples| Cropmarls Possible

(no of sites) (no of sites) examples (no of
sites)

Villa house 31 4 13

Aisled building or granary 15

Masonry rectilineafother) 18 2

Timber rectilineaother) 11

Roundhouse 7 1 1

Sunkenrfeaturedstructure 8 2

Cellared building 10

Bath house/wing 20 2

Masonry other 37 2

Timber other 5

Temple/shrine 5 3

Mausoleum 3

Table 6.2Types of Roman period building found in Kent (overlapping categories

The data can also be analysed to show which typesoiilarybuildingsof recognisable form
are most associated with villas andlaszcomplexes (Fig6.2). These are most frequentlyath
houses and wings, followed closely by aisled buildings and gran@he only categorwhich

appearsnever to beassociated with villa sites is that of sunkieaturedstructures
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Fig6.2 Buildingsaind their associatiowith villas
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6.3 Timber buildings

Although the stondounded villas and their associated buildings dominate known
archaeological record, timber structures must have been at least as common and were almost
certainly the norm prior to the Early Roman period. Only a handful of these timber buildings
had been recordegrior to the 1990s, howeveand it is only in the lasouple of decades that

the potential extent of this varied class of structure has begun to be appreciated.

6.3.1 Roundhouses

It is reasonable to assume that roundhouses were a common feature of (particularly earlier)
RomanaBritish rural settlements ient,but we have little evidence for them; in fact we have
little evidence for roundhouses in the preceding period, eithdnformation on the few
roundhouses of potentially Roman dakmown from rural sitesis summarised in Tablé.3.
These examples arwidely, but thinly distributed (Figg.3) and can be supplemented by
further examples from the nucleated settlements of Canterbury, Westhawk Farm and

Springhead.

Although postholes have been found, the evidence is predominantly of eavigsgullies; he

same is true also of the roundhouses found at Canterbury (Bloadesl. 1995, 3236),
Westhawk Farm (Bootét al.2008) and for a group of three Early Roman circular structures at
Springhead (Andrewet al.2011, 37-41) where although there werfoors, some indications of
internal roof supportsand in onecase a section of drip gulltherewas no evidence axternal

post- or stakeholes. A further circular structure at Springhead Property 11 (Andiestwa.

2011, 125) was evidenced by a clearly miedi clay floor but only a short arc of stakeles.
These, along with the lack of any further examples from the HS1 sites may suggest that Late
Iron Age and Roman roundhouses in Kent in general left somewhat ephemeral remains. Booth
(2011, 274) consequelgt suggests that they were of abogeound construction, possibly
using internal pospads and wattle or cob exterior walls. Nevertheless, gmstt roundhouses

were a feature of Late Iron Age settlement on Thanet as witnessed at the Late Iron Age
G OASEE T 9l ad YSyid 1 00Saa %2yS ¢ O6hEF2NR 2 S4:
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Fig.6.3 Locations of known roundhouses of Roman or potentially Roman date %__

Roman routes on Thanet (after Moody 2008)
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© Crown Copyright/database right 2014. An Ordnance Survey/EDINA supplied service.

HER No| Site Summary Type of Site Range Notes
name/location
None North of Two eaves drip gullies Occupatiorsite | 70-100
Deerton Street with possible
Farm quarry and
hollow way
TQ 55 | North of Hut circle wih chalk floor & | Unknown 6Romane | Observed by.W.
NW 6 Otford traces of posts Britishe Meates
TQ 75 | Thurnham Two eaves drip gullies Villa complex 60-70 associated with 4
NE 374 | Roman Villa post structures
TQ 75 | East Field, Eavesdrip gully and entranc, Multiple c.AD 45
SE 141 | Furfield postholes 100
Quarry
TQ 86 | Lower Halstow| Roundhouse floor with Roundhouse Unknown | Site produced later,
NE 4 preserved withies C2 piedishes, but
also grooved &
furrowed wares.
TQ 96 | Swale 4 smallish ring ditch Roundhouse Unknown | Close to Roman
NW 23 cropmarks tile & pot findspot
TR 03 | Waterbrook Eavesdrip gully Constantly Mid-late
NW 16 | Farm evolving 1*
settlement with | century
multiple
structures
TR 03 | Park Farm Curvilinear and ring ditches| LIAER LIAEarly | Roundhouses not
NW 90 | East, Ashford | indicating12 roundhouses | transitional rural | Roman necessarily all
site with contemporaneous
evidence of
metal working
TR 16 | ShelfordFarm | Possible avesdrip gully Possible LIA LIA- early
SE 88 Estate, Roman Roman
Canterbury farmstead

Table6.3 Roundhouses of potentially Roman date
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Although evidence of Late Iron Age occupation not uncommonly underlies the vilkengf
Thurnham (Boott2011,279-283, Lawrence 2006) is the only site @resent known where a
direct development from roundhouse to villa can be seen. Evideficeundhouses \&s also
found adjacent to Sedgebrook Villa, Plaxtothe 180s (T. Connell pers. comm.; it is not clear
whether there was agap in occupation or ngtand, less certainly, at th@rogress Villa,
Otford." Where dated,Y Sy (i Q RomidieMiddfroundhouses are mostly from the late¥ 1
century ADThis is also the case for roundhouses from larger settlement/esthawk Farm,
they mostly dated from Phas 3 and 4 (AD 7200), at Canterbury from the late'tentury BC
to AD 70/80 and at Springhead from the laféta early 2 century AD.

6.3.2 Timber rectilinear buildings

If rectilinear buildings are marginally better represented, it may be belyause the majority

of known examples are fairly substantial and of posilt construction. A handful of more
ambiguous timber building remains indicates the likely existence of further, less substantial
structures: it is only reasonable to expect thahber buildings existed in large numbers, but

perhaps, like roundhouses, constructed without edfdlst postg(to avoid rotting)

Wdza i 2yS 2F YSydQa FAaf SR ackinddraROGy seeéms to GaaNJF A S f
been entirely constructed frm timber, although aather irregular rectangular arrangement of
postpits and holes at Waterbrook FarrRddy 1999 has been suggested to represent the
internal posts of an aisled buildingoth these examples are early, beithgted between the
early 1 and early2™ century. The aisled building affhe MountVilla, Maidstone (Houliston
1999 isdated toc. AD 175225 and is its earliest known structwr®nly the southern end of

the building plus what is assumed to be the north (short) wall were excavates north wall

was of masonry construction and facedsmall hexagonal water basifa possibleshrine)
leading to conjecture that this end tifie building was domestic in natu(gig.6.4). Otherwise

the evidence points towards grain storage apdssiblebrewing. This building, or at least its
southern end, was replaced by a second timber post built building on a different alignment

somewhere within the same time frame.
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Fig. 6.4Timber aisled buildings.

The Mount (top; adapted from Houliston 1999, Fig. 4)
Furfield QuarryBuilding §centre adapted from Mackinder 2006a, Fig. 10)
Waterbrook Farnstructure G 13bottom; adapted from Rady 1999, Fig)14
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[] Building 550

Il suiding modifications 184

[] Beamslot 187
0

Fig.6.5 Pairegpost buildings withadditionalpost-holes in the short sides:

Bower Bad, (top; adapted from Diez 20B86Fig. 9)
Thurnham (bottom; adapted from Lawrence 2006, Fig. 43)
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Among the substantial rectilinear buildings are a group that Booth (2011, 275) has recognised
as belonging to a distinct, regional tradition (Bi§) The buildings areharacterised by
carefully paired post settings (as found in aisled buildings) but with no aisles and distinguished
from other simple rectilinear podbuilt structures by thegresenceof an additional post setting

or two on each of the short sides. SuchilBungs exist at Thurnham (Building 11250) and
Bower Road, Smeeth (Building 550; Diez »0A@-17) with further examples from Westhawk
Farm (Structure D; Bootht al.2008, 77#79) and, just outside the modern county, Keston Villa,
where two buildings comirmed to this arrangement (Phikt al. 1991, 5961, 8%7). Although

there were some domestic associations to the buildings at Thurnham and Westhawk Farm,
these buildings seem primarily to have been associated with crop processing and storage and
dated to the later 2™ to 3" centuries. They are thus not early buildings but an indigenous

development during the Middle Roman Period.

The remaining rectilinear timber buildings are disparate in nature. One is the timber hall
which formed the earliest knowphase of the working complex at Northfleet VilBiddulph
2011a, 138 This building, dated. AD 76AD 12Qwas less well defined than later structures
on the site but environmental evidence again suggested that the storage of malted grain or
indeed maling itself was undertaken within {tAndrews and Smith 2011, 216t East Kent
Access Zone 1Dkford Wessex Archaeology 2DXnh unusual structure comprising three
rows of postholes (thus somewhat reminiscent of the Alplkskeren tradition of the Low
Countries) was also conjectured to be an agricultural building. At the Charne, Oifeates
(1959 found a building with a cobbled floor, a deep internal gully and features which he
interpreted asRagstoneand brick posbases. This may have been a bytresre was certainly
evidence of animal husbandry in the form of bones and horn gavbgst large quernstones
which Meates considered to be too large for hamgeration suggested significant grain
processing in the vicinityA large LatéRomanbuildingat Area B2 of the Grai8horne pipeline
(Dawkes 2009byvas rectangular with rounded cornerappeared to have been constructed
entirely of timber, possibly without eartfast posts and may, on the evidence of a forge

bottom, have been used as a workshop.

Multiple timber buildings have been found at several sites. Furfield Qstagkinder 2008),
a nonvilla settlement occupied from the Late Iron Age until thil-2" century AD comprised
two enclosures with associated buildings. The first of these wascaded with both a
roundhouse and a asonry building. The second hado aisled buildings (the timber one

mentioned above and another, partly of masonrgh unusually long and narrow pdsble
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structure, 31.4m long by 5.5m widea further post and sHbeam structure and a further,

enigmatic, masonry structure.

A second timber buildin¢Structure 68%at Bower Rad was possibly a leato structure, but
also related by Bootl2011, 279)o an apparently threesided building at the farmsteaand
iron working site at RunhamFarm Rhilp 1994, 1113). At UlcombgAldridge 2008, 11) three
timber buildings were apparently associated with some evidence of iron working, although
these are not published in any detail. At least two timber structures seem to baee

associated with the aisled buildings at Snodlébdwkes 2009a)

The largest timber buildings (Fi§g.6) are associated with the early phases of villas, at The
Mount, Maidstone and Northfleet. Although these are of quite different dates andiftdrent
form, both are likely to have been concerned with the production of ale or at least the
production and/or storage of malted spelt whe@tlouliston 1999, 883; Andrews and Smith
2011, 216) The most modest are associated with the iron workingssat Runhams Farm,
Lenham(Philp 1994jand Ulcombe in the Weal@ldridge 2005a)

Northfleet timber hall
The Mount aisled building
Furfield (aisled) Building
Furfield Building 4
Grain-Shorne Area B
Bower Rd 18 post buildin
Thurnham 14 post building
Furfield Building 3
EKA 11 Structure 19043
Runhams Farm

m Area (sq m)

Ulcombe

0O 100 200 300 400 500

Fig.6.6 Areas of timber rectilinear buildings

The dates ofthe majority these timber buildings span from shortly after theconquestto
(potentially) c. AD 250(Tale 6.4). As we are dealing with a small number of sites and the
dates given are ranges within which the buildingsre constructed or used, not absolute
spans of use, little can be made of this, other than to say that some fairly substantial timber

rectilinear buildings were constructed not long after the Conquest and that we have evidence
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of at least onetimber aisled building from the Early Roman period. Aisled buildings are a
particularly British form oftsucture during the Roman periotbut relatively unusual at this
early date The subrectangularbuilding on the GrakShornepipeline is unusual in being of

later Roman date and relatively short duration, suffering destruction in a fire

Period within which occupied (possible ranges)
Site 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 225
Bower Rd 18-post building 550
Bower Rd building 686
EKA 11
Furfield (aisled) Building 6
Furfield Building 4
Furfield Building 3
Grain-Shorne Area B2 (late 3rd to early 4th century)
Northfleet ]
Runham's Farm Constructed between
The Mount aisled building
Thurnham 14-post building
The Charne
Waterbrook
East of Tollgate

Table6.4 [ate ranges of timber rectilinedwuildings

There is some evidence for the existence of rectilinear buildings during the Later Iron Age in
Kent: recent excavations beneath the villa at East Wear Bay, Folkestone found the floors of
two separate timber buildings (Parfitt 2012,, Syhilst rectilinear buildings of Late Iron Age
date have also been found in Canterbury (Fretral. 1987, 47; 81).

The styles of the buildings in this small sample are very varied and presumably designed with
specific purposes in mind. Where known, these purposes seem to be primarily agricultural

and/or industrial.

6.3.3 Sunkenfeatured structures

Before turning to masonry buildings it is perhaps fitting to consider a further category of

building that seems to be particularly associated with Keatikenfeaturedstructures.
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These are best represented at Monkton in Thanet (Hicks 200@&ren23 such structures
formed part of a settlement situated on a trackway of prehistoric origin. The structures
spanned the late Sllearly 2" century to the 4 or even early B, with a suggested peak in use
during the mid2™ to early 3 centuries” It has been suggestethat the construction of
sunkenfeatured structureswas a response to what can sometimes be a somewhat bleak

environment on this elevated site overlooking the Wants{iloid., 278)

The structures were regular in shape, the majority nigeirectangular or subectangular
although varying in size, depth and design. As a&Having internal features such as pits,
post and stakeholes and hearths, many showed means of access via ramps or steps,
confirming that the bases were floor levetmt subfloor voids. Some had evidence of porches,
annexes or spatially differentiated areas including (in two cases) interconnected rooms. It is
suggested that the walls were most likely of chalk and clay cob orilbinif, 275). A variety of

uses for he structures was suggested by their designs, presence of features, artefacts and
environmental evidence. As well as dwellings, functions appear to have included light
industrial/agricultural activities, storage anthe provision of a possible privy. More
conventional structures also existed on the site in the forms of two granaries aidize
(ibid.,102; 107)

Although Roma#period sunkenfeaturedstructures at present seem to cluster on Thanet (with
further examples found on the East Kent Access dmhét Earth schemes amongst others)
the recognition of this form has alerted excavators to its possible presence in other parts of
Kent, notably during HS1 works at Northumberland Bottom (Askew 2006) and at East Malling
(Wardet al.n.d.). At present there are few parallels to these structures, although Hicks cites
examples from Gorhambury, Verulamium and Collinton Park, Dorchester. Nearer to home,
sunkenHuts(of Late Iron Age date have been found at Canterbury (Feeid. 1987, 5052;
Blockleyet al. 1995)

6.4 Villas

¢ K Sillagdbf Kent run the gamut of sizes from modest single buildings to extensive,- multi
building complexes and of degrees of luxugnging from a state of minimal or no
embellishment to the provision of elabdeawall painting, mosaics and heated rooms. Where

plans are known, mostilla housesat least at some point in their developmeittear some
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resemblance to that commonest of RomBnitish villa forms, the winged corridor house,
although insome cases thisesemblance is superficial afiew appearoriginallyto have been

conceived as such.

In order to reduce tedious repetitigraconcordance oprincipalsources for the sites discussed

here has been provided at the end of the chapter (Tabl&)6.1

6.4.1 Chronology

Despite proximityto the continent, the development of villas in Kent wast rparticularly
precocious; Millett indeed expresses some surprise that there are not mdreehtury
foundationsgiven thatthe area was amongst the earliest annex@®07, 152)If we accept

the view that the south east of Britain was to all intents and purposes brought under Roman
control and administered by client rulers in the period between the Julian and Claudian
invasions theobservationseems even more pertinénTaylor (2011, 181) finds that in soudth
eastern Britain more generallyhe foundation of villas was principally a phenomenon of the
late ' and 2 centuries, with the winged corridor formnly coming to prominence from the
mid-2" century. Tlis trajectory, however, is contemporary with developments in Picardy and
other parts of northern France and Belgiuend thusmirrors that of areas brought under
direct Roman control at an even earlier dafibid.). Thecontemporaneous spread of villas in
the late 1% and ¢ centuries inareas formally annexed at different points of tinig
reminiscentof the spread of a common material culture during tBel NJRbraNXutiural
NB @2 f dniler 2ghdstus (Wooll995, 13; 200L Woolf notes that an initial timdag
between acquiring new cultural aspirations and the capacity to realissetisevery common

and indeed citebuilding in masonry as an examglk995, 9)

A number of factors must have pertain@dthe case of villadn the first place there was the
issue of land ownership. We do not know how many of the villas of Kent were built by those
who previously held rights to the land on which they are built, but in the immediate- post
conquest period there mushevitablyhave been some disruption to land hoid patterns and

possible reallocation of land.

Secondly there were practical considerations in terms of the skills and materials needed to
build in masonry. At least initially, his is likely to have involved the importation of migrant

workersand certanly involved the sourcing of suitable stone, the opening of quarries and the
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founding of new industries (e.g. tile making). It is instructive ghathapsthe earliestknown

Kent villa (Eccles) had its own tilery.

Thirdly, suitable finance would be needéat what must have been a costly undertaking. It is
possible that this might have requiredor been facilitated by integration into a monetary
economy; it may have taken some time for even the wealthy to have acquiredgthiekind of
wealth. Thenecessity for such finance is suggestey the fact that loans were mad®e the

British byspeculators sch as Seneca (D@assiu$2, 21).

Finally, but importantly, althougit seems only a small conceptual sttpm roundhouse to
stone hall, éw villas in Knt seem to have been conceived such. Where plans are known,
the majority of villas seerto havestarted out as row houseshese represent a radical change

in the modelling of domesticpsice with a greater emphasis @rivacy and/or specialised
room use and a reduction in communal space. It is unlikely that the adoption of such forms of
architecture represent simple emulation: they must reflect and/or have reinforced changes in
both domestic relationships and in relationships between the domestic umit the outside
world. As such, it is unlikely that such buildings would be founded in great number in the
immediate postconquest period: only with the adoption of Romaworesand modes of social
transaction- these themselves perhaps partially consequenan understanding of how one

behaved in that new institution, the towswould the architectural form become relevant.

In this context the fact thabver a third of the27 villas inKent with some kind of dating
evidenceappear tobelongto the latter part of the F' century does hint at a relatively early
uptake of the concept' Elevenfurther villas date back to at least the earl§f 2entury with

just two believed to have been founded in theid-2™ century. No villas are known to have

been foundedater than the 2° century (Tablé 5). The earliest appear to be Eccles,

established on a prexisting site irc. AD 65 and Thurnham where the move from roundhouse
to the early ¢proto-villa8"" seems to date toc. AD 6070. If the house at Northfleet is
contemporary with its timber hall (see below), this too should datect®AD 70. These are
followed by Faversham and FarninghamcllAD 75 and 80), with two modesuildings at
Plaxtol (Allensd@m and Sedgebrook) less closely dated within theentury.

YSyid OflAYa aS@OSNIft 2 Fappdiftél vija® @z Roddo1b78)i Theése S| N

include Folkestone Eccles and Winghan®Of these, the earliest appears to have been Eccles.

Reexcavation at Folkestone confirms that the first house was probably erectad 90/100

(Parfitt, 2013, 4D @ LYy GKS 11 6aSy0S 2F SEOI Jlpréserge/in 2 T
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HER No Villa name Founded

TR 36 NW 51 Acol Unknown

TQ65SW 4 Allens Farm Mid C1

TQ 66 NW 15 AshCumRidley Mid C2

TQ 75 SW 22 Barming Unknown

TQ 96 SW 191 Bax Farm Bath house earlier C4; other buildings undated
TR 15 SE 326 Bourne Park Unknown

TQ 86 NE 18 Boxted Early? (VCH 109)

TR 26 NE 71 Brooksend Unknown

TQ 76 SW 13 Burham Unknown; channelled hypocaus®' 1/2 C2 or later
TQ 84 NW 6 Chart Sutton Unknown

TQ 66 NE 23 Cobham c.AD 100

TQ 57 SE 30 Darenth Court before AD 150, possibly late C1 (Blaeg1)

TQ 96 SE 22 & SE 10

Deerton St & Hog Brook

Aisled building said to be C1; possible late21” C mosaic from
winged corridor building (Nea! al.2009)

TQ 75 NW 6 EastMalling C1,; Flavian

TQ 75SW 8 East Farleigh Cc2

TQ 76 SW 10 Eccles c.AD 65

TQ 65 SW 162 Fairlawn Late C2

TQ 56 NW 15 & 14 Farningham | & Il c.AD 80

TR 06 SW 41 Faversham c.AD 75

TR 23 NW 11 Folkestone East Wear B¢ c. AD 90100

TQ 56 NE 4 Franks Hall 2"1/2 C1; ¢100 according to Black 1987.
TQ 76 NE 401, N5 | Grange Farm 120250 (granary)

TQ86 SW1 Hartlip Unknown

TQ 56 NW 7 Lullingstone c.AD 100 (Millett 2007, 171; c.f. Walthew 1975, 1199
TQ 75 SE 18 Maidstone I Unknown

TR 26 NW 102 Millbank Unknown

TR 36 SW 67 Minster Not before last 1/4 of C1

TQ 67 SW 38 Northfleet c.AD 70

TQ55NW 3 Otford "Progress" c.AD 100 (Detsicas 1983, 90)

TQ 95 NW 23 Rodmersham Unknown

TR 35NW 91 Sandwich Late CiC2

TQ 65 SW 20 Sedgebrook C1

TR 05 NW 181 Sheldwich Unknown

TR 35 SE Sholden Early C2

TQ 76 SW 23 & 454 | Snodland Main villa dated to C2, but detached bath house dag8l1/2 C1;

A further building also probably predated the main villa building
Daniels pers. comm.)

TQ57SW 11 Tenter's Field Unknown

TQ65SE 198 76 | Teston Unknown

TQ 75 NE 28 The Mount c.AD 150

TQ 75 NE 374 Thunham AD 6070 (proto villa)

TR 37 SE 9 Tivoli Unknown

TQ 66 SW 49 Trottiscliffe Unknown

TQ 57 SW 12 Wilmington Unknown

TR 25 NW 14 Wingham Bath house mosaic cHarly C2 (Neai al.2009)
TR 04 NW 19 Wye Unknown

Table 6.5 Dates of foundation of villdgossible villas (dates from excavation reports unle

otherwise stated; table does not include a number of buildings implied by more fragmer
evidence which i@ included in Appendix 4.)
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the list stems from its detached bath house mosaics, dated to thelfate early2“dcenturies
(Nealet al. 2009, 391) Further candidates are East Malling, algmssibly in possession of an
early bath house mosaicdb({d., 369) and Northfleet, where finds madeduring recent
excavations of the working complex suggest that the poorly understood main house had some
unusually luxurious features includiogus sectiléloor- or wallveneers and columngsf oolitic
limestone and batkstone (Andrewset al. 2011, 228). In Britailopus sectile also probably
present at Folkestone (Winbolt 1925, 109), seems to date exclusively fronklévean or
Trajanic periods (Clarket al. 1982, 210). Nevertheless, Kent possesses nothingvéb ttie

a0l £ S 2N patiterNiBhbadirfie. § KS W

At the other end of the timescale it is noticeable that in contrast to the more general trends
outlined in Chapter 5, a large proportion dflas were still occupied in the 4 century. Less
than 30% of all Class A sites (Activity Foci including Roadside Setdemare stillin
existence during the first half of thé"4entury, and onlyapproximately 20% in the second
half. Where villas i@ concerned, the most conservatiwstimate suggested by the present
data is that at least @ remained in use into the™4century; if the villas with unknown

abandonment dates are excluded, the figure potentially rises to as much aéTréne6.6).

No % All villagprobable % Villas with known latphasé
villas(n =50) abandonment dates (n = 31)
Known to be abandoned 4 8% 12.9%
prior to C4
C4 occupation 23 46% 74.2%
Possible C4 occupation 4 8% 12.9%
Total for C4 27 54% 87.1%
Possible CBccupation 6 12% 19.4%
Unknown abandonment datq 18 36%

Table6.6 Percentages of villas occupiedhe 4" century and beyond

What this means is another matterthe fabric of villas meant they could endure physically
even if their importance waned. Whilst some, suchEaxles or Bax Farmeem to have
continued to thrive into the % century with the construction of elaborate bath housesore
commonly the vikhs of Kent seem to be less prosperous in their later y&zome villas were
re-occupied after a phase of abandonment, for instance at Folkestone, Lullingstone and
Minster. Fourth century occupation is often on a reduced scale and/or involves repurpafising
buildings with the bringing of industrial or agricultural processes into former living .arélais

is a widespread trend: even Ecclesth its palatial bathing compleincorporated agricultural

facilities within its main buildingrhe 3 century was a time of political and economic upheaval
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throughout the Roman Empir@lthough see discussion in Chapter 13i5)s possible that the
economic bases of some villas were strong enough to see them survisedilificulties with

no diminution(or even an enhancement) of status, whilst others may have changed hands and
become reinvented foci within a landscape that had seen shrinkage of settlesmerpossibly

population

6.4.2 Distribution

The distribution of villas in Kent has caused canmon a number of occasions (eBlack

1987 Andrews 2001 Butler 2010). Even wiin the already uneven distribution of Roman

period settlements and sites in Kent, villas have a restricted distribution, being confined largely

to the Holmesdale,Thanet ad (particularly) the Foothills and showing a distinct tendency
towards the centre and west @he (mainland)county at the expense of the ea@tig.6.7). This

is more generally a feature of stofieunded buildings of the periqgdothers of which may
indeedhave beenvilla® ! & y20GSR Ay [/ Kpelidd BuNdings Eend¥oSciisieR 8 w2

within the core areas of Roman settlement, with the exception of the Isle of Grain.

In particular there is an absence of villas in the region surrounding Canterbupjteddise
tendency of villas in some other areas of England to cluster aroivis capitals and other
large towns(Rivet 1955, Hodder and Millett 1980jhe relationship between villa distribution
and towns is complex: Rivet later obsen(@866)that clusters of villas sometimes focussed on
the second town of a@ivitasrather than its capitdland indeed Burnham and Wacher (1990,
44) cite Rochester as a case in poidtnumber of explanations for this distribution have been

offered.

Andrews (2001) make§ g2 &dz33aSadAz2yade C2tf26Ay3 aiffSi
zones in the north and west of the country (Millett 1990a, 2I@2) he posits that that the

military presence in the east of the county may have undermined the status of the local elite.
Andrews would take this argument further back into the Late-Roeman Iron Age, suggesting
GKFG YSyiQa StAdGS YIFe KIFIFS 0SSy dzy RSNXAYSR
Eastern Dynasty and by the possible state of political disarray in ldased by (or reflected

in) the exile and flight of Amminius in AD 39/48uetoniusCaligulad4). Mattingly (2008, 386)

in an argument similar to one proposed by Frere (1987 ;@6a8.ggests that parts of Kent (e.g.

Ickham) may have been run as imperisiages.
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Black, on the other hand suggests that differential attitudes to the Roman annexation may
have influenced the pattern. He posits that the eastern elite may have already surrendered on
favourable terms prior to the decisive battle commonly getigrthought to have taken place

on the Medway in AD 43In the west, the seat of resistanceherefore, lands were
confiscatedand subsequently taken over by Gaulish immigrants who introduced the villa to
the Kentish countryside; in the east, there wattld disruption to landholding and little
interest in the construction of villas (1987, 9,25, 8kPhese arguments focus on the lack of
evidence in the east of the county; in the process, most implicitly suggest that what happened
Ay GKS gSadio gl a Wy2NXI €

It is possible that chronological factors are important. Although Millet (29942 and Fig. 33)
demonstrates a steady growth in the numbenailfasin Britainuntil the earlier 4' century, the
YF22NAG& 2F YSydGQa @At thandatedfduhdSibr\dhtésld thekldte® S S| 1
3 century, when there is perceived to be a relative decline in the vitality of towns and a
resurgence of activity, including vibaiilding, in the countrysidelfid., 133), rural settlement

in Kent appears to balistinctly past itspeak. Perhapshere was no movement from
Canterbury to villas in the surrounding countryside because villas were simply not (or very

rarely) being constructed at this point in this parttbé province

Whatever the reason for this Iger pattern and whether villa owners were the indigenous
elite, opportunistic members of a lower stratum of society or Gaulish incomers, they must
have had reasons for choosing specific locations for the investment that these buildings
involved. Within theareas characterised by the presence of villas, other patterns emerge

which suggest why some locations were deemed more favourable than others.

In a paper published in 1993, Sheldetnal. surveyed the distribution of villas in Kent, Surrey

and Sussex heir preliminary findings included the following statistics:

over 80% of villas were sited within 5km of an identifiable river

nearly 50% were within 10km of the coast and two thirds within 20km
villas were on average nearly 7km from the nearest knavajor road

nearly 50% of villas lay within 10km of a roadside settlement or major town

nearly 90% were within 25km of a roadside settlement or major town

o gk~ 0w D PE

the average villa lay at 52m above OD, with ithivds below the 61m contour line,

situated along rivevalleys or close to the coast
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7. there was an absence of villas on the Hastings Beds of the central Weald, the Wealden
Clay and London Clay
8. approximately 60% of villas lay on wethined loamy soils or fine, silty soils.

9. anumber (unspecified) were near 8wil type boundaries

Whilst a number of these findings appear to be significant and indeed, on the whole accord

well with the locations of villas in Keatllated br this study, twenty years ofTable6.7), they

must be treated with a degree of cauti@s no comparative dataeave collected for norvilla

sites. In Kent86% of villa¥ are sited within 5km of a river, but this must be seen in the
context of % of the Class A evidence fulfilling the same criterion. As a maritime county with

a long seaboargdt is hardly surprisingto finegz 2 F YSy (1 Qa @A f (orojécteds A (i KA
Roman)coast. Similarly, although88 2 F YSy G Qa @GAfttla tAS GAGKAY
this is only marginally higher than a figure of 64% for the entire Core Dathsieed Watling

StreeE I fY2ad OSNIFAyte& GKS SINIASad I ysRe RSTAy
only onewith a significant number adssociatedrillas Although villas are commonly perceived

as hubs of agricultural activity, in Kent thegtve no significantly greater association with the

Brown Earth Soils or easily cultivated soils than do other activity @bearly a more nuanced
approach is needed if we are to pick out particular topographical factors as influences on the

location ofvillas.

Chronologically, it is tempting to connect the river valleys with the earliest phase of villa
0dzAf RAy3 aAAyOS aSs oSYeentui vidsSaye fiocated vitlin/1knOdctige A NI S R
and all ten within 3km. This might make some sense\asine routes would have had even
greater importance prior to the development of the road system. Certain rivers clearly had a
greater gravitational pull than others. Nine villas are situated within 1km of the Medway and
seven of the Darent whereas thedat and Little Stour only have one known villa apiece. The
fact that the Darent and the Medway gave easier access to the Thames as imédirsscting

with Watling St at a more westerly point perhaps gave them an advantage over the Stour for
trade with london and with the military, both in the north of Britain and the Rhineland. When
these riverine settings are examined, however, it is clear that it is not simply the rivers
themselves that are the attractants as villas cluster at certain points alongaiteys and are

largely absent from those areas cutting the Downland.
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HER no | Villa name Pays Bedrock Within Within Within River Within 1km
500/600m | 1km of 1km of of Roman
of Change | most Brown road/
in easily Earth prehistoric
Bedrock? | cultivated | Soils (N route

soils Kent)

TR 36 Acol Thanet Chalk \% \%

NW 51

TQ 65 | Allens Farm*| Weald Weald 500m \% North- LIA trackway

SW 4 Clay bourne

TQ66 | AshCum Downland | Chalk \%

NW 15 | Ridley (west)

TQ 75 | Barming Chartland | Lower Medway

SW 22 Green

sand

TQ 96 Bax Farm Foothills Thanet 600m \% Creek

SW 191 (central) Sands (Swale)

TR 15 Bourne Park | Foothills Chalk \Y Little Stour | Road

SE 326 (east)

TQ86 |. 2 EG SR| Foothills | Thanet Y; Y; Creek

NE 18 (central) Sands (Swale)

TR 26 Brooksend | Thanet Chalk \% \Y Wantsum Road

NE71 Channel

TQ 76 | Burham Holmes Chalk 500m Medway North Downs

SW 13 dale Way

TQ 84 | Chart Sutton | Chartland | Lower 600m Road

NW 6 Green

sand

TQ66 |/ 20 KI Y| Downland | Harwich 600m \% \% Road

NE 23 (west) Formation

TQ 57 | Darenth Foothills Chalk 500m \% \% Darent

SE30 |/ 2 dzNJi | (west)

TQ 96 Deerton St Foothills Thanet 500m \% Creek

SE 22 &| and Hog (central) Sands (Swale)

SE 1055/ . NBR 2 | X

TQ75 | East Chartland | Lower Tributary of

NW 6 Malling* Green Medway

sand
TQ 75 East Farleigh| Foothills Lower Medway
SW 8 (central) Green

sand

TQ 76 | Eccles* Holmes Chalk 600m \Y Medway

SW 10 dale

TQ 65 Fairlawn Chartland | Lower 500m

SW 162 Green

sand

TQ 56 | Farningham I| Foothills Chalk 500m \% \% Darent

NW 15 | & II* (west)

& 14

TR 06 Faversham* | Foothills | Thanet 500m \Y Creek

SW 41 (central) Sands (Swale)

TR 23 Folkestone Holmes Chalk 500m Maritime

NW 11 | East Wear dale

e

TQ56 | CNJ y 1 a| Foothills Chalk 500m \% \% Darent

NE 4 (west)

TQ 76 | Grange Farm| Foothills Thanet 500m \% \%

NE 401, (central) Sands

NE 425

TQ 86 | Hartlip Downland | Chdk 500m \%

SW 1 (mid)

Table6.7 Locations of villagcontinued overleaf)
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HER no | Villa name Pays Bedrock Within Within Within River Within 1km
500/600m | 1km of 1km of of Roman
of Change | most Brown road/
in easily Earth prehistoric
Bedrock? | cultivated | Soils (N route

soils Kent)

TQ56 |[ dzf € Ay | Foothills Chalk 600m \% Darent

NW 7 (west)

TQ 75 Maidstone Chartland | Lower Medway, Road

SE 18 LLu Green Len, Loose

sand

TR 26 Millbank Foothills Weald \% \Y Wantsum Road

NW 102 (east) Clay Channel

TR 36 Minster* Thanet Thanet 500m \Y \% Wantsum

SW 67 Sands

TQ 67 | Northfleet* Foothills Chalk 500m \% \% Ebbsfleet

SW38 (west)

TQ 55 | Otford Holmes Chalk 500m \% \% Darent North Downs

NW 3 bt N2 3 NJ dale Way

TQ 95 | Rodmersha | Downland | Chalk 500m \% \%

NW 23 | Y (mid)

TR 35 Sandwich Foothills Chalk 500m \Y Wantsum Road

NW 91 (east) Channel

TQ 65 | Sedgebrook*| Chartland | Weald 500m North-

SW 20 Clay bourne

TR 05 Sheldwich Downland | Chalk \% Y

NW 181 (mid)

TR35 |{ K2 f RS]| Foothills | Chalk Vv Wantsum

SE 4 (east)

TQ 76 | Snodland * | Holmes Lower 600m \ Medway

SW 23 dale Green

& 454 sand

TQ 57 Tenter's Foothills Chalk 500m \ Darent Road

SW 11 | Field (west)

TQ 65 | Teston Chartland | Lower 500m Medway

SE19 & Green

SE 76 sand

TQ 75 | The Mount Foothills 500m Medway Road

NE 28 (central)

TQ 75 Thurnham* | Holmes Lower 500m \% North Downs

NE 374 dale Green Way

sand

TR 37 Tivoli Thanet Chalk

SE 9

TQ 66 | Trottiscliffe Holmes Chalk 500m North Downs

SW 49 dale Way

TQ 57 | Wilmington | Foothills Chalk 500m Darent

SW 12 (west)

TR25 |2 Ay 3KI | Foothills Chalk 500m \Y \Y Wingham Road

NW 14 (east)

TR 04 | Wye Foothills Gault 500m \% Stour North Downs

NW 19 (Stour Way

valley)
Totals 19/23 15/23 13/23 19/23 4+3/23
(Cxc2
villas
only)
Totals 31/44 22/44 24/45 32/44 1046/44
(all)

Table6.7 Locations of villaécontinued)

* Villa founded in I century

W Attt

A the edritek X cefiyyO S
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The majority of villas in Kent&®o) are situated at elevations below 50m OD; this figure is a
little lower than the figure for Activity Foci and Roadside Settlements more gener&#).(7
Although there are no villas situatedghier than 150m above OD, four (8%) are situated
between 100 and 149m above OD; this is rather higher than one might expect as only 4% of
Activity Foci and Roadside Settlements fall within this rangdoidifall outside the general
distribution pattern d villas (Fig6.8), but two (Cobham and Chart Sutton) have closer than

I SNI 3S NBflFGA2yaKAL®A G2 YIFAY w2YlLyYy NRBFRAT
not far from the junction with Route 13, leading to speculation that it may have been a
mansia The villa at Asbum-Ridley is rather unusual and not walderstood; like the trial
excavated sit at Rodmgham, it lies on the clawith-flints, perhaps suggesting the priority of a
different sort of economic activity over farming. The fourthoise of the outlying group at

Plaxtol.

Of potentially greater significance is a point touched upon by Shedtlah and picked up also

by Bird (2004, 83) and Taylor (2011, 184): that of soil type boundaries. As noted more
generally (Chapter 5), there doesgem to be some tendency towards the margins of the
Brown Earth Soils rather than the interiors of those areas. More specifically, hovikees
seems to be a real association between the location of villas and the boundaries of different
underlying bedock geologies. The percentage of villas lying within 500m of a change in
bedrock is consistently greater than the percentage of other categories of evidence. Nearly
80% of villas lie within 1km of such a change, as opposed to 54% of all Activity F&c®)Fig.
Figures are particularly high for the earlier villas: 19 out of 23 villas founded by the e&tlier 2
century lie within 600m of a change in underlying geology. As different bedrocks will give rise
to differing topographic settings and vegetatiotiis would be advantageous to mixed
farming, allowing for instance for sheep grazing on the chalk grasslands and cereal production
on the rich Brown Earth Soils overlying the Thanet Sands, as well as giving access to a variety of

natural resources.

It has already been noted (Chapter 5) that in termpa§sthe Foothills and the Holmesdale
have a high density of evidence in comparison to area. This is particularly so in relation to
villas. Although the Foothills comprise ju%% of the area of the county we have already seen
that 28% of the core Dataset and 31% of Activity Foci are located within them. Nearly half
(46.9%) of villas are located in the Foothills, however. The narrow strip of the Holmesdale,
covering just 4.4%fdhe county and having 5% of the Core Dataset and 8% of Activity Foci, has

Mtz 2F GKS O2dzyiéeQa @GAattlrae LG Yred 0SS y2aS8R
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Fig. 6.8 Villas in relation to elevation
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