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A Rock Cottage, Boughton Monchelsea
Rupert Austin

A limited programme of archaeological recording was
undertaken on this sixteenth-century Grade II listed
timber-framed building in November 2002 (Austin
2004, 45–47); the external elevations were drawn
and a comprehensive written description made of
the building. An extensive campaign of restoration
began in the following year and at the Trust’s
recommendation, the owner agreed that a watching
brief be maintained during the works and the
opportunity taken to record floor plans and
representative sections through the building.
Consequently, although our basic understanding of
the building remained unchanged, it proved possible
to confirm earlier suggestions and add a number of
useful details.

Of particular interest was the dismantling of an
original first floor oriel window within the east
elevation, which had deteriorated beyond the point
of repair. The Trust has often recorded such windows
in situ, but has not previously had the opportunity to
record and inspect one that has been dismantled.
The carpentry of this transomed and mullioned
window proved demanding to draw, and must have
been equally demanding to build. After study, the
pieces were taken to a joiner who made a copy in
new oak.

The oriel was of compound construction, whereby
the front and sides of the window head and cill are
fabricated out of separate pieces of timber, not single

 Perspective view of oriel window. Dismantled oriel window.
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SECTION A-A EAST ELEVATION (ORIEL IN SITU)

EAST ELEVATION (ORIEL REMOVED)

lumps, as is the case with earlier examples. The
timbers proved to be mitred together. L-shaped tenons
were found to be present on both ends of the window
posts, the tenons morticed into the window head and
cill at the point where they were mitred, forming quite
a complex arrangement. The window head, cill and
posts were all moulded.  The window was fixed to
the elevation by mortice and tenon joints on the ends

of the cills and transoms; empty mortices for the cills
and transoms of missing oriel windows are often seen
on the elevations of timber-framed buildings. The
window head here was not tenoned to the façade,
but fixed instead by iron brackets and nails, the detail
eloquently explaining the notable absence of window
head mortices on other buildings recorded by the Trust,
where oriels have been removed.

The construction of the plaster coving beneath the
window was also examined. The coving proved to
be an original feature, the lath and plaster supported
by thin, curved timber ribs nailed to the elevation.
Shallow grooves were cut into the sides of the main
brackets to take the ends of the laths.

 Construction details of oriel window.
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Finglesham Farm, a Grade II listed farmhouse, is
located within a rural setting, approximately 4 km.
to the north-east of Deal, on the edge of Finglesham
village (TR 3350 5420). The handsome double fronted
Georgian façade of this property hides a large
rambling building which once lay at the centre of a
working farm. The owners of the property were keen
to learn more about their house and commissioned
an architectural appraisal. An inspection of the
farmhouse was made on 1 December 2004.

The farm lies on land belonging to the Northbourne
estate.  Hasted recorded that in 1669 the house was
the residence of Valentine Parker, a gentleman of local
note, who inherited the property from Nicholas Parker
(Hasted 1799, 595). The 1843 tithe map shows the
farmhouse, a number of farm buildings to the south-
west, across a track, and orchards and gardens to
the north-east. Several of the farm buildings shown
on the map, those around a rectangular yard, appear
to survive today. A large L- shaped barn, cattle sheds,
wagon store and stables are depicted, these now
converted to residential use. John Harvey was the
farmer during the nineteenth century when

Finglesham Farm was of some size and comprised
290 acres.  The farm ceased to operate in 1988 which
is when the present owners acquired the farmhouse
and four acres of land.

The farmhouse comprises three main elements, the
oldest being a sixteenth-century range at the rear,
north-east side of the property.  This range is aligned
at right angles to the road, and was once entirely
timber-framed, but its elevations have now been
internalised or rebuilt in brick. The range is two
storeys high and was once three bays long.  A fully
windbraced clasped side-purlin roof, now much
altered, can be seen above the wing.  The remains
of a hip can be seen over the rear bay, but the roof
has been dismantled over the front bay.
Measurements and inspection of the carpenter’s
numerals on the trusses of the roof indicate, however,
that the front bay terminated in a jettied gable.  This
combination of rear hip and front gable is unusual,
but not unknown.

The range would have been unheated at first, the
upper chambers open to the roof, but a chimney was
built within the rear bay in the seventeenth century.

The hearths of this chimney, those that heat the north-
west bays of the range, are immediately apparent.
Less obvious is a redundant ground floor hearth within
the rear face of the chimney.  This can be seen within
a narrow void that has been formed between the
sixteenth-century range and an adjacent nineteenth-
century service wing.  The redundant hearth indicates
that an extension, perhaps only a single timber-
framed bay, once lay to the rear of the sixteenth-
century range. The extension was perhaps
demolished in the nineteenth century when a service
range was built, but could have been lost before then.
The cellar that lies beneath the sixteenth-century
wing is certainly the earliest of the three cellars
beneath the building, but may not be contemporary
with the range above.  Its walls are lined with brick,
knapped flint, and the occasional piece of Reigate
and Greensand.

The sixteenth-century range is now the earliest part
of Finglesham Farm, but the Trust’s investigation
suggested the building might have older origins.  The
features and arrangement of the sixteenth-century
range suggest it is a cross-wing, rather than a

Finglesham Farm, Finglesham
Rupert Austin

 Phased ground plan of farmhouse.

B

Seventeenth-century Dutch gable.
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complete house.  Inspection revealed it to be jettied
to the north-east and south-west; the impression of
the diagonal dragon-beam that formed part of the
double jetty can be seen in the plaster of a ground
floor ceiling.

The remainder of the house, to which the wing
belonged, is entirely missing, but must have lain to
the south-west, where the next phase of work, a
brick-built seventeenth-century range, now stands.
Soot-blackened rafters, re-used in the roof of the
seventeenth-century range, suggest the missing
structure, and therefore the building, started life as a
medieval open-hall house.  This hall house was
presumably timber-framed.  We can only guess as
to its form; typically such buildings comprised a
central open-hall of one or two bays, flanked at either
end by floored in-line wings.  One of the wings, that
at the low end of the building, would have contained
the service rooms (buttery and pantry).  The other
wing, that at the high end of the building, would have
contained the best room (parlour) and the principal
bed chamber (solar).  Very often, one of the wings,
usually that at the high end of the building, was rebuilt
as a larger cross-wing.  It is suggested that the extant
sixteenth-century range is indeed such a rebuild, the
original medieval wing presumably demolished to
make way for it.

Finglesham’s putative open-hall must have been
pulled down, when the open-hall era drew to a
close, and replaced by the extant brick-built range.
This extends at right angles from the south-east
end of the aforementioned sixteenth-century wing,
terminating in a ‘Dutch’ gable.  The handsome gable
wall rises from a stepped plinth, and is built from
2¼ inch red brick, laid in a slightly irregular Flemish
bond.  The shape of the gable suggests a mid
seventeenth-century date.  The range was floored
throughout its length from the outset, and was
heated by a chimney, which rises internally against
the gable wall.  The roof of the seventeenth-century
range is of clasped side-purlin form, but unlike that
of the earlier sixteenth-century range, lacks

windbraces.  The roof space was floored from the
outset, but never heated, suggesting therefore that
the attic, or garret, was at first used for storage
rather than bedrooms.

The range must have seemed very modern and
up-to-date at the time, but it too eventually became
unfashionable.  Around the turn of the nineteenth
century its façade was hidden following the
construction of the large Georgian range that now
faces the road.  The new range considerably
increased the size of the property.

The double fronted Georgian range is aligned north-
east to south-west.  It lies in front of, and parallel to,
the seventeenth-century range, and now forms the
building’s façade.  The range is straightforward in its
construction and appearance.  Stylistically it appears
to date from c. 1800.  Its handsome, symmetrical,
double fronted façade is built from 2½ inch buff

bricks, laid in Flemish bond. A low brick gable lies
above the façade, above a rendered cornice.  Above
the gable a slate roof can be seen. A porch, with
Doric door and fanlight, projects from the centre of
the elevation. The property, in keeping with its status
as a farmhouse, was perhaps not overly decorated
or embellished at first, but became more gentrified
following the construction of this double fronted
Georgian extension.

Further outbuildings, of late eighteenth-century or
nineteenth-century date, have since been added to
these three main elements. The most significant of
these is a long service range, of probable early
nineteenth-century date, that now terminates in a
washroom. The considerable expansion of the
property over the years undoubtedly reflects the
continued prosperity of the farm.

Windbraced clasped side-purlin roof over sixteenth-century range.

Georgian facade.

Doric porch.
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C Ruffin’s Hill Farm, Aldington
Rupert Austin and Peter Seary

Ruffin’s Hill Farm is located in a rural setting atop a
prominent ridge, the decayed remains of coastal
cliffs, overlooking Romney Marsh. The farmstead
comprises a well-preserved, and for the most part
attractive, collection of traditional farm buildings that

lie approximately 1 km. to the south-east of the village
of Aldington, at the junction of Roman Road and
Church Lane (TR 0720 3590). The area is
characterised by dispersed settlement, comprising
numerous isolated farms and hamlets, scattered

among irregular fields.  St Martin’s Church and the
remains of an archiepiscopal palace lie less than ½
km to the north-east along Church Lane.

The historic farmstead and its buildings have lain
redundant for a number of years, the activities of the

 Plan of Ruffin’s Hill Farm. North-east cattle shed and hop kiln.
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farm now relocated to modern prefabricated buildings
more suited to farming in the twenty-first century.
When proposals to convert the older farm buildings
to domestic use were being considered the Trust
was commissioned by the farmer, Mr J. Boulden, to
undertake an appraisal of the buildings, in order that
the proposals could be developed from an informed
position with respect to the historic value of the
structures.  The Trust inspected the farmstead during
January 2005 and also undertook a brief documentary
assessment.

The name of the farmstead has taken a great many
forms over the course of the past millennium.
Wallenberg (1934) derives it from the family-name
Ruffin, associated with Aldington from the thirteenth
century.  Research for the present report identified
earlier instances, such as ‘Ruffyneshill’, in a deed of
1412.  No evidence has yet been found to suggest
that this family retained an interest in Aldington far
into the fourteenth century, so it seems probable that
the Ruffin’s Hill estate had been established by the
middle of that century at the latest.  The meaning of
the name, in the local imagination, seems though to
have been complicated after the departure of the
Ruffin family, by the widespread use of the name
‘Ruffin’ as noun, or proper noun, denoting a
malefactor, fiend or, sometimes, specifically, the Devil.

The farmyard

Ruffin’s Hill Farm is now entered through a wide gate
at the corner of Roman Road and Church Lane.  The
gate leads directly into the former rickyard.  A large,
timber-framed barn (B), of probable sixteenth-century
date, lies along the north-east side of the rickyard.
A long garage/workshop (L), once a stable and
cartshed, lies to the south-west, against Roman
Road.  The farmhouse (A), a large handsome building
of some antiquity, lies against the north-west side of
the yard.

A rectangular foldyard lies behind the barn, the
remaining three sides formed by a number of
buildings that include a cowhouse (C), two open-
fronted cattle sheds (H and I), a granary (D) and a
hop kiln (J).  A larger walled area – now occupied
by the farm office (N), a small toolshed (O) and a
vegetable patch – lies to the north-west of the

foldyard.  A range of pigsties (G) were once located
against the north-east boundary of this area, but
have been demolished.  A well lies close to the
rear of the house.  This arrangement was mostly all
present by the time the 1842 tithe map was drawn,
and has changed little since then (only the pigsties,
toolshed and farm office were added later).  A small
dairy did though develop in later years, on lower
ground to the north-west of the house.  Ragstone
is widely used in the buildings of the parish, and
those of Ruffin’s Hill Farm are no exception.
Ragstone can be seen exposed in banks to either
side of Church Lane, and has evidently been quarried
in a field just west of Ruffin’s Hill.

The farmstead once had three ponds, but only one
of these now survives, to the north of the farmhouse.
The second was sited to the north-east of the
foldyard, where a concrete yard and modern farm
buildings are now located; the concrete yard still
follows the line of this pond along its southern edge.
The third pond lay to the north-east of the pigsties,
in a field.  The first pond is shown on the 1842 tithe
map, and given its shape and depth, may have
resulted from the extraction of brickearth.  Some of
the bricks used in the farmhouse and farm buildings
may well have been fired on site, in a clamp kiln,
from this clay.  The second and third ponds were
added between 1842 and 1876.

A wealth of documentary material relating to the
property has been located in both local and national
archives.  A large number of deeds and estate papers
relating to Ruffin’s Hill Farm were found to survive
among the documents of the Deedes family, owners
of the estate from 1677 until the early twentieth
century.  These take the property history of Ruffin’s
Hill back into the fifteenth century. However, the early
history of the farmstead, during the fourteenth
century, when it was connected with the Ruffins’
family, remains sketchy.  It is not clear when the
Ruffins’ ownership of Ruffin’s Hill ended, or who their
immediate successors were, but by the early fifteenth
century, the Vagge family were in residence.

No coherent list of the fields farmed by Ruffin’s Hill
during the medieval period was found, but it proved
possible to reconstruct the holdings by working back
from the tithe survey of c. 1840, comparing old field-
names and acreages, and interpreting historical

constraints and the present landscape.  The holdings
lay predominantly to the west of the farm, and for
the most part to the south of Roman Road.  The
various farms and the parkland, associated with the
Archbishop’s Palace, will have accounted for much
of the land to the east of Ruffin’s Hill, whilst what is
now Copperhurst Farm will have formed a limit to
the south.  The size of the farm fluctuated but it was
probably always, by contemporary standards, a large
farmstead.

During the early sixteenth century Ruffin’s Hill
passed into the possession of the Blechenden family.
Humphrey Blechenden had the property in c. 1610.
Hasted tells us that he rebuilt Ruffin’s Hill Mansion –
although the most he can have done is to have
renovated it extensively.  He died in possession of it
in 1639, and was buried in St Martin’s Church.
Ruffin’s Hill remained in the Bletchenden family until
1677, when it was alienated to Julius Deedes.  The
Deedes were a wealthy, armigerous family, centred
at this time in Hythe, but with a branch at St.
Stephen’s, Canterbury, who had important links with
the Cathedral.  The family would later be associated
with nearby Saltwood Castle.

The description made at the time Ruffin’s Hill Farm
was conveyed to the Deedes provides us with an
interesting picture of the farmstead.  At this time the
land was estimated to comprise thirty-eight acres
of arable, sixty-nine of pasture and meadow, and one
of orchard, all apparently farmed by Benjamin Slading.
The ‘forty acres of woodland’ excluded from the sale,
are probably those of Stockshill Wood, which
remained in the hands of the Blechenden’s.

During the late eighteenth century, the Deedes set
about buying up most of the rest of the Parish of
Aldington.  In 1822 William Marshall the elder farmed
Ruffin’s Hill.  He was however, deeply in debt at this
time, and was obliged to surrender possession of
Ruffin’s Hill Farm and to part with the farm effects.
A detailed inventory of the farm was drawn up at
this time.

The inventory shows the balance of agriculture at
Ruffin’s Hill to have been firmly on the side of livestock
farming, although one has to take into account the
time of year.  There were nearly a hundred sheep,
many of them pregnant, as well as twenty cattle
and thirteen pigs.  Feed crops of tares (or vetch),

South-east elevation of cow house. Dairy complex looking west.
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beans, trefoil (clover), and turnips were all grown.
Horses were used to pull the farm carts, and oxen to
plough the fields.  Manure was carefully stored in a
‘mixen’ for use on the fields.

The inventory mentions recently dug ‘brickearth’,
which may have been quarried from the pond to the
north of the farmhouse but was more likely, at this
time, to have been taken from an outlying field called
‘Kiln field’ (shown on the 1842 tithe map).  The
brickearth was dug by farm labourers, but the bricks
were probably manufactured in clamp kilns by
professional brickmakers.  A ‘brick lodge’, used
perhaps to dry ‘green’ bricks, is mentioned.

By the time of the tithe survey in 1842, William
Deedes Esq. owned most of the parish of Aldington.
Ruffin’s Hill was in the occupation of his tenant John
Edward Goldup.  The Ruffin’s Hill land added up to
a little over 141 acres, suggesting the Aldington
holdings had increased significantly since 1677.  It
is possible that the Deedes had augmented the farm
out of their late eighteenth-century purchases.
There were now about 42 acres of Ruffin’s Hill land
under pasture, and 82 acres of arable land.
Relatively little of Ruffin’s Hill’s land (5.11 acres)
was devoted to hops.  Hops seem never to have
been particularly important to Aldington’s economy,
perhaps because the Tithe Apportionment placed
an extraordinary charge of 10s. per acre on hops
grown in the parish.

The outlines of the farm buildings appear to have
been simplified somewhat on the tithe map, but it
nevertheless provides the earliest detailed depiction
of the farmstead yet discovered.  The main group of
buildings around the north-east and north-west sides
of the foldyard appear all to have been built by this
date.

Some of the fields bear remarkably descriptive and
informative names, which provide clues to the
economy of the farm.  They seem to reflect the
thoroughly ‘mixed’ and self-sufficient economy of the
farmstead during the mid nineteenth century and
earlier. The names and uses of several of the smaller

parcels of land suggest the small scale production
of a wide variety of crops for household consumption.
There was an ‘Orchard’ (408a) and three small woods
for firewood.  ‘Coney Meadow’ (409) doubtless
provided rabbits.  The name of ‘Garden Field’ (434)
(across Church Lane from Ruffin’s Hill farmyard, at
the junction with Roman Road) suggests current or
former horticultural use, perhaps providing for the
table.  It has been suggested that hop production at
Ruffin’s Hill was chiefly for beer used on the farm
(anon. 1988).  The arrangement of the new kiln (J;
see below), which lacks its own stowage and cooling
floor, is consistent with this suggestion.  A daily
allowance of beer often formed part of the pay for
many kinds of manual work.  As one might expect,
the early Ordnance Survey maps show a spring in
‘Spring Mead’ which has been made to serve a well
(a dip well?).

Two small blocks of land stand apart from the rest.
One, comprising Kiln Field, Little Field and the
occupation road, lay to the north west.  Kiln Field
(326) was probably the site of clamp kilns for the
bricks used in Ruffin’s Hill farm buildings during the
late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries.

The diverse farming evident in the documentary
records of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries
for Ruffin’s Hill farm appears to have given over largely
to cattle by the end of the nineteenth century.  In
more recent years sheep came to dominate.  The
core of the farmstead has though changed little since
1842, despite the changes in farming.  Many of the
structures were converted, for example, to cattle
sheds, by a few simple modifications.  Only in the
area of the dairy, and in fields immediately adjacent
the farm, do we see much later development.

The buildings

The most interesting of the early farm buildings are
the Grade II listed barn, cowhouse, granary and hop
kiln. The Grade II* farmhouse, also of interest and
antiquity, did not form part of the brief.

The barn

The barn measures approximately 25.60 m. by 9.70
m., and is of conventional, aisled, timber-framed
construction, with normal assembly employed atop
the aisle-walls and arcade-plates.  All five of its bays
appear to be contemporary.  The original collar-rafter
roof survives over the first two bays of the barn, to
the north-west, but a later, rather crudely formed,
clasped side-purlin roof now covers the third to fifth
bay.  A ridge board within the fifth bay indicates that
the clasped side-purlin roof has itself been modified
in later years.

An end aisle is present at the north-west end of
the barn.  This is typically built, and incorporates a
flying tie-beam, cantilevered over the last full truss,
and an axial post.  The aisle walls have been entirely
rebuilt throughout the barn, but within the first two
bays the south-west wall-plate is perhaps original.
Empty mortices on the soffit of this plate suggest
the aisle walls were once of lath or wattle and daub
construction, the weather boarding a later
improvement.

The barn’s features suggest a sixteenth-century
date, but barns are not easy to date closely, as their
construction changed comparatively little in
comparison with houses, and their functional nature
incorporates none of the decorative embellishment
that one sees in domestic structures.  The late

West elevation of barn.

Interior of barn, looking south-east.
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First  floor of granary, showing grain bins.

sixteenth and early seventeenth century saw
considerable rebuilding throughout the county, as the
population increased after the depressions of the
medieval period. New houses appeared whilst
existing dwellings were enlarged and modernised.
Numerous new barns were also built at this time, as
demand for food grew and prices rose, particularly
those for wheat.  It is not surprising to see a large
barn built at Ruffin’s Hill during this period.

The south-east end of the barn now terminates in
a Ragstone wall.  This is a later alteration, as this
end of the barn was originally timber-framed,
terminating most likely in an end aisle like that at the
north-west end of the barn.  Two phases of work can
be seen in the later wall.  These suggest the earlier
timber framing was first rebuilt in stone, to the original
eaves-height, then raised later to increase the storage
capacity of the barn.

Tall double doors, beneath a projecting porch, now
afford access into the barn, but this central entrance
has certainly been rebuilt, and probably replaces a
smaller opening.  Large covered entrances or
midstreys were often added to barns in later years,
their addition suggesting a change in the way the
barns were used.  A threshing floor might have lain
behind the entrance, but no evidence for this survives.

A low door in the north-east wall opposes the
main entrance, an arrangement that is common to
many barns.  Again, the present arrangement
probably replaces a smaller door.  Opposing doors
are common, typically allowing an unloaded wagon
to leave the barn without having to turn around.
Since the wagon was unladen when it left, the
doorway did not need to be tall.  These two doors
also allowed a draught to pass through the barn
when winnowing the corn during threshing.  No
other entrances are present today, but the aisle-
walls have all been rebuilt and any such early
features consequently lost.

Late eighteenth-century
cowhouse
A small, single-storey, stone building stands close
to the rear north corner of the barn.  Previous reports
suggest this was a stable, and it was used for this
purpose in later years, but its features, in particular
the poor interior illumination, suggest that it was built
as a cowhouse.  A date of 1767 and the initials of
William Deedes, then owner of Ruffin’s Hill, carved
above a door in the south-east wall seem consistent
with the features of the building and indicate perhaps
its construction date.

The cowhouse originally measured 8.60 m. by 6.50
m., but was later extended to the south-west.  Its
elevations comprise roughly coursed Ragstone rubble
walling with red brick dressings and Ragstone
galleting.  Low segmental brick arches lie above the
door openings.  Doors in the front and rear walls (the
rear door has been blocked) led into the interior of
the original cowhouse; surprisingly these were not
directly opposite each other, but slightly offset.
Narrow ventilation slits with brick reveals would have
provided the only interior illumination when the doors
were closed.

In many early farm buildings, animals were tethered
against the end walls, and therefore stood in line
with the long axis of the building.  This is the
arrangement that survives here today, and is probably
the one that was used from the outset.  In later
buildings animals were tied or kept in stalls along
the long wall of a building, and therefore aligned
across it.  The cowhouse was probably lofted from
the outset, the roof above presumably once half-
hipped at both ends, the Ragstone walls rising up to
form stone half gables, but only the north-east end
of the building survives in this form.  Evidence
suggests the original roof was of butt side-purlin form.

The building was extended by 2.84 m. to the south-
west in perhaps the late eighteenth or early
nineteenth century.  The extension is similar to the
original structure and is again poorly lit, suggesting,
therefore, that the structure continued to function as
a cowhouse at this time.  During the nineteenth
century the enlarged building was converted into
stables and the interior subdivided into two rooms.
A timber feed box was constructed within the centre
of the building at this time.  No convincing evidence
for stalls could be seen in the brick floor of the
building, suggesting therefore that horses were kept
loose, with perhaps only one or two animals
accommodated in each room.  The conversion did
not, though, include a separate tack room.  Hooks
for harnesses etc. were instead fixed to the walls of
the two rooms.  In recent years the building was
once again used to house cattle and feeding troughs
were fitted against the walls.

Granary

The granary lies just beyond the north corner of the
foldyard. It comprises two phases of work, both
dating perhaps to the late eighteenth, or early
nineteenth century.  The original phase is entirely brick
built, the red bricks laid in Flemish bond.  It is square
in plan, measuring roughly 4.40 m. in length and
width, and was entered through a central door in its

south-west elevation (this has since been blocked
and the elevation internalised by a later extension).

The interior of the structure appears to have been
unfloored, and poorly if not entirely unlit at first (the
only light perhaps provided through the open door).
A floor was inserted in later years and grain bins
installed in the new upper chamber. The presence of
grain bins confirms that the structure continued in
use as a granary into the nineteenth century. The
granary’s roof has been much altered but was
presumably once hipped at both ends.

A two-storey extension now abuts the south-west
side of the original granary.  The walls of the
extension are similar to those of the cowshed
comprising roughly-coursed Ragstone-rubble with
galleting and brick dressings.  No original fixtures
or fittings survive within the single ground floor
room, which was perhaps used for general stowage
rather than for the storage of grain.  Access to the
first floor of the extension was through an external
door in its north-west wall, reached, presumably,
by steep wooden steps (these were perhaps
removable).  This room was lit by a modest window
in the south-east wall.  The upper room of the
extension presumably provided increased stowage,
and was knocked through into the original granary
after this had been floored.  A trap in the east corner
of the extension must have allowed sacks of grain
to be hauled up to the first floor on a rope.  The
extension appears to retain its original hand sawn
oak roof.  This is of clasped side-purlin form and is
hipped to the south-west

The hop kiln

The hop kiln was probably built between 1822 and
1842 and belongs to a type which is believed to have
been invented in 1815.  Ruffin’s Hill seems to have
been in financial trouble for several years prior to
1822 and is unlikely to have seen any new buildings
at this time.  It seems likely that the circular kiln was
the work of the new occupant after 1822.
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The kiln was originally entered through a door in
the south-east wall of the cattle shed, this
intercommunication suggesting that the kiln and
cattle shed are contemporary.  The ground-floor
chamber, or furnace room, thus reached, must once
have accommodated an open fire on a raised hearth.
The chamber has since been converted into an animal
shelter and an external door inserted to gain easier
access to the foldyard.  The slatted drying floor still
survives above the furnace room, the remnants of
its hessian matting still in place.  The drying floor
was reached through a second door (now blocked),
that lay above the present cattle shed roof, above

the aforementioned ground floor door.  The conical
roof of the kiln and its cowl were blown off in the
storm of 1987; the extant, truncated roof is a later
rebuild.

It seems likely that the hop kiln was associated
with only small scale hop production.  The cooling
floor and stowage one associates with higher levels
of production are noticeably absent.  It is possible
that more elaborate facilities were once
accommodated, somehow, within the original roof
of the cattle shed (the extant roof is a rebuild), or
perhaps within a missing upper storey, but these
suggestions, for which there is presently no evidence,

seem unlikely.  Although perhaps a little unusual, and
far from ideal, it was not unknown, in low volume
kilns such as this, for hops to be left to cool on the
drying floor, or scuppeted through a hatch down into
a lean-to or similar area to cool.  A small area at the
south-east end of the cattle shed may have been
given over to this purpose.  Hop kilns were only in
use for a short time of the year and the space may
have been set aside only temporarily.  Some provision
may have been made for the stowage of items such
as empty hop pockets and fuel etc. during the
remainder of the year.

D St James’ Church, Bicknor
Rupert Austin

Bicknor lies approximately 5 miles to the south-west
of Sittingbourne. The village comprises a small group
of loosely scattered houses, centred around the
intersection of Bicknor Lane and South Green Lane.
The church stands a short distance from the houses
within a small churchyard along the north side of
South Green Lane (TQ 8605 5880).

St James’ church may well have its origins in Anglo-
Saxon times, but most of the early fabric that stands
today is generally thought to date to the first half of
the twelfth century. The church comprises a nave,
flanked to the north and south by aisles, and a chancel.
The arcades between nave and aisles comprise

semicircular arches supported by square columns and
capitals. The capitals are of an attractive scalloped
form that is typical for the period. The church was
heavily restored by the architect Bodley between 1858
and 1861. It has long been clear that many of the
building’s features, particularly externally, were rebuilt
at this time. The extent of the restoration within the
interior of the church is however less well understood.
It would seem, from the appearance of the fabric, that
much of the interior ashlar and architectural carving
has been restored, or at least refaced.

The fabric of the church had been suffering from a
number of long standing structural problems that

appeared to be accelerating in more recent years. A
scheme to address these problems was devised by
the architects Thomas Ford. The Trust was
commissioned to produce detailed stone for stone
drawings of the interior of the church to assist the
architects in preparing their scheme.

This work began in April 2004. A photographic
‘mosaic’ of the internal surfaces of the church was
taken using a digital camera and these photographs
were then mapped onto a control survey of the interior
of the church that was undertaken using an EDM.
Line drawings were then traced over the mapped
photographs in AutoCad.

 East wall of chancel.

E Nos 1 and 2 Bishop’s Cottages, Nouds, Teynham
Rupert Austin

Bishop’s Cottages are located in a rural setting along
Nouds Lane, approximately 1 mile to the south of
Teynham (TQ 9570 6120). The Grade II listed cottages
are associated with Nouds Farm, a family-run fruit farm,
and lie within what was once a single timber-framed
dwelling that was subdivided in the late eighteenth or

early nineteenth century.  The original dwelling dates
perhaps to the late fifteenth or early sixteenth century,
and seems to have contained an open-hall.

Regrettably the building was severely damaged by
fire on the morning of 14 August 2004. The roof and
first floor were totally destroyed by the fire, the remains

of which had collapsed through the first floor joists
and beams to ground level. Before the future of the
building could be determined, a better understanding
of the historic nature of the structure was required.
The owners, R.C. Boucher and Son, therefore
commissioned the Trust to undertake an archaeological

Exterior view to north-east. Interior view to west.
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assessment of the building. Before this could be
undertaken the interior of the property had to be made
safe and accessible. The first task was therefore to
clear the building of fallen debris and remove any
unsafe elements. A number of interesting timbers,
many of which contained important information,
survived amongst the fallen debris and the clearance
therefore had to be undertaken in a controlled manner.
Hawkins and Co. carried out the work, under Trust
supervision, in November 2004.

Much of the debris within the building was burnt
beyond recognition and was immediately discarded.
Only components of the original timber frame of the
property that retained architectural detail were kept.
These were temporarily labelled whilst they lay within
the building, or as they were removed, and then set
aside for later inspection. The few later fixtures and
fittings that had survived the fire were similarly
treated. Experience has shown that it is best to
remove as little as possible in the first instance.
Elements that could safely be left in situ were
recorded but not labelled.

An archaeological inspection of the standing remains
of the building was undertaken once the interior had
been made accessible. A drawn and photographic
record sufficient to illustrate the features and
development of the building was prepared.

The building proved to have originally been four
bays long. Before the fire the westernmost bay or
wing was the best preserved part of the building, its
west elevation, for example, remaining timber-framed
on both floors. Unfortunately it was severely damaged
by the fire and had collapsed. Its construction
revealed however that the building was typically built
for the period and locality. The west elevation was
end-jettied, with a pair of centrally placed windows
on the ground and first floors, flanked by curved down
braces, an arrangement that is often called Kentish
framing. The windows were unglazed with wooden
mullions typically set on the diagonal. Grooves behind
the window openings once accommodated sliding
wooden shutters that were used to secure the
opening at night or during inclement weather. Much
of the elevation retained its original wattle and daub,
the wattles woven around cleft staves

The floor within the bay was supported by
substantial, but otherwise plain and undecorated oak
joists, laid flat in a medieval manner. These had
collapsed, the joists snapped in half and pulled from
their mortices.  The upper chamber of the bay seems
to have been originally open to the roof, but ceiled
later.

Inspection of the east bay or wing revealed that it
was once similar to the west bay, its east elevation
also once end-jettied and of identical form to the
west elevation. Its floor had been rebuilt, perhaps
during the seventeenth century. Instead of substantial
wide flat joists, like those in the west bay, smaller
upright joists (approximately 80 mm. wide) were
present. A series of notches down the spine beam
reveals that the ground floor here was once
subdivided into two rooms.  The upper chamber was
again once open to the roof but later ceiled, and
before the fire accommodated two bedrooms.

The two central bays of the building had been much
altered over the years and were severely damaged by
the fire. A large chimney rose up through the
westernmost of the two central bays. This could clearly
be seen to be an insertion, as its fabric interfered with
the adjacent timber-framing. The floor within the centre
of the building had collapsed as a result of the fire, but
it proved possible to recover the fallen timbers.
Inspection of these timbers revealed that the floor too
had been inserted, and the building must therefore
have contained an open-hall at first. The floor and
chimney were perhaps inserted into the building in
the late sixteenth or early seventeenth century, and
the two central bays of the property merged into one
at this time. The stairs immediately to the south of the
chimney appear to have formed part of this alteration.

Although it was clear the building once contained
an open-hall, the form of this hall was less obvious.
It did not appear to be a regular two bay open-hall,
as the features one might expect to see (a dais-beam,
cross-passage, buttery/pantry doors, parlour door, hall
fenestration etc.) were not immediately apparent.
However, the nature of the hall began to emerge when
the east wall of the former hall was examined.

The cross-frame that formed this wall had survived
the fire better than many elements of the building.

View into east end of building.

West elevation, showing brace and daub.

General view to north-east.

Fallen joists within west bay.
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Surprisingly, the fabric within this frame proved to be
inserted at ground level. The absence of ground floor
framing suggests that an undershot cross-passage
was once present at the east end of the hall. A cross-
passage is always present in open-hall houses. It
allowed entrance to the building through a front door
and access across the hall to a door at the rear. The
cross-passage was always located at the low end of
the hall, implying therefore that the east end of Bishop’s
Cottages contained the low end of the original building,
and therefore the service rooms of the house.

Usually the cross-passage lay within the hall itself.
Sometimes, however, particularly when buildings had
small halls, the passage was located within one of
the wings, beyond the hall. The front and rear doors
of the original building would necessarily have been
located at the north and south ends of the passage.
In the present building a door, albeit now modern,
internalised and leading to one of the later lean-tos,
lies at the north end of the former passage. A blocked
door can also be seen externally in the nineteenth-
century brickwork at the south end of the passage.
It seems then that this important means of
communication through the building remained in use,
in some form or the other, until comparatively late.

At first floor level the fabric within the east wall of
the former hall proved to be original and the frame
was therefore closed from the outset. However, a
blocked door was observed at the south end of the
wall here. The presence of a door needs some
explanation, if we are suggesting an open-hall lay
next to it. Did steps lead up to the door from the
open-hall, or did the door lead onto a gallery that
crossed the open-hall, linking the first floor chambers
of each wing? Galleries are rare but not unknown.
Either way the feature is unusual.

If the suggested open-hall were two full bays in
length, its west wall would be that which lies behind

the inserted chimney. The chimney largely obscures
this wall, but despite this a number of features could
be seen. The frame here proved to be closed at both
ground and first floor level.  Medieval soot blackening
could be seen at first-floor level, on the east face of
this frame, within a cupboard, suggesting the hall
was indeed two full bays in length. Surprisingly, a
series of mortices for joists was observed on the
first floor beam, to the north of the chimney.  In
contrast to the aforementioned evidence, this
suggests that the adjacent bay was floored in some
way. The mortices do not though have diminished
shoulders, like those within the west bay, and may
therefore be secondary features. If this were the high
end of the hall, one might have expected to see a
dais-beam, but from what could be seen of the first
floor beam, this was not the case. Dais-beams, whilst
the norm, were not universally present within hall
houses.

The arrangement at the west end of the hall is
then unclear.  We cannot be sure if the hall was
one bay in length, two bays in length, or two bays
with a hall chamber over the high bay.  The
possibility that the hall was reduced in size in later
years, by flooring a bay, or by inserting a hall
chamber, should also be considered.  Evidence is
still presently hidden within the building and the
answer may still be revealed.

The hipped roof was almost completely destroyed
by the fire, leaving only a handful of burnt timbers.
One interesting timber did survive atop the centre of
the tie-beam at the east end of the former hall.  This
proved to be a crown-strut, rather than a crown-
post, suggesting therefore that the roof was of simple
collar rafter form, with no longitudinal purlins. Wattle
and daub survives on either side of the crown-strut,
immediately above the tie-beam.  This once extended
at least to the collar and probably to the ridge,

partitioning off the roof space of the east wing from
that above the hall.

The roof was perhaps once thatched, but at the
time of the fire was peg-tiled.  A scar on the side of
the central chimney enabled the height and pitch of
the missing roof to be determined.

Collar rafter roofs tend only to survive over later
medieval buildings, with over 70 per cent associated
with end-jetty or unjettied houses (Pearson 1994, 86–
87).  Crown-struts are exclusive to those collar rafter
roofs that lie over end-jetty houses.  They are usually
present in roofs which are larger than normal, where
a simple collar rafter roof is not really adequate for
such a big span.  The presence of such a roof here is
then consistent with the features of the building.

The later development of the property followed a
common path.  Its hall was floored and a brick chimney
built in perhaps the late sixteenth or early seventeenth
century.  Bedroom ceilings were inserted and a central
staircase formed.  The timber-framed elevations were
gradually underpinned with brick and glazed windows
introduced.  In the eighteenth century the building was
typically subdivided into cottages and small outshots
built against the north elevation of the building to
provide additional accommodation.

Few early fixtures and fittings could be seen within
the fire damaged building, but some mid Georgian
panelling did line the walls within the ground floor
room of the west wing.  This was largely destroyed
by the fire, but was of pine construction, with ovolo
moulded panels and moulded wooden cornice and
dado. However, the panelling was fixed with machine
made wire nails, in places over nineteenth-century
brickwork, suggesting therefore that it had been
imported from another building and fitted here in the
nineteenth century.

F Little Fish Hall, Hadlow Road, Hadlow
Rupert Austin

 Suggested fifteenth-century arrangement.View of frontage looking south.



BUILDING RECORDING

56 CANTERBURY ’S ARCHAEOLOGY 2004–2005

Little Fish Hall is a Grade II listed property located in
a rural setting on a large estate approximately 2 miles
to the north-east of Tonbridge town centre. The house
lies along the south-west side of a narrow lane that
leads to the A26 Hadlow road, approximately ¼ mile
to the north-west (TQ 6140 4790). Great Fish Hall
lies approximately ¼ mile to the east. The Trust was
commissioned by architect John Peerless in June
2004 to survey the property prior to a modernization
scheme.

From an external view one could perhaps be
excused for suggesting that Little Fish Hall dates to
the eighteenth century, as its ground floor elevations
are almost entirely brick built, its first floor elevations
entirely tile hung and the sash windows of this period
or later. The steep roof and a few elements of timber-
framing still exposed within the north-west elevation
suggest, however, that this is not the case.

side of the hall, to the north-west and south-east,
the bays were floored and therefore contained upper
chambers as well as ground floor rooms.

The medieval roof survives largely unaltered above
the four original bays, despite the insertion of attic
rooms into the roof space. Within the central two bays
the timbers are heavily soot blackened, as one would
expect, from the smoke that rose from the hearth in
the open-hall below. A crown-post with an octagonal
shaft and simple unmoulded base and capital survives
atop the central tie-beam of the hall.  The roof was
originally hipped at both ends but the south-east hip
has now been dismantled and the roof here internalised
by a later addition to the south-east.

The central open-truss of the hall, beneath the
crown-post, is typically framed, comprising a
substantial cambered tie beam, supported by wide
curved arch-braces that rise from the posts beneath.
The soffit of the tie-beam is typically embellished
with a chamfered fillet, which runs contiguously down
the braces and once onto the posts (the posts have
been removed at ground level).  The hall was further
embellished with cavetto moulded cornice beams.
Only one of these, along the south-west elevation of
the hall, now survives, affixed to the end of the tie-
beam. Elsewhere these have been removed, but
empty mortices in the ends of the tie-beam revealed
where they were once located.

Surprisingly neither the north-west or south-east
walls of the hall incorporate a moulded dias-beam,
a feature that usually allows one to distinguish the
high end of the building from the low end.
Fortunately other, albeit less obvious, evidence
survives.  Close inspection of the first floor beams
within these walls revealed peg holes for door heads
along the lower edges of the timbers.  Within the
south-east wall two groups of holes could be seen,
suggesting that two doors were present at this end
of the hall.  A further single peg and an empty
mortice (for a post) is perhaps evidence for a third
door, but one without a door head. Three doors are
typically seen at the low end of a hall. Two lead
into the service rooms of the property, usually a
buttery and pantry, the third to a flight of stairs that
led to the first-floor chamber.

Within the north-west wall, only one group of pegs
could be seen, at the south-west end of the beam,
suggesting therefore that only one door was present.
The north-west end of the building must therefore
have been the high end, as typically only a single
door was present here, leading into a single ground
floor room (the parlour). The building would have been
entered through a door at the low end of the hall; the
extant eighteenth-century front door still lies in this
position today. A cross passage (not a screened or
partitioned corridor) would once have lain behind the
original entrance, leading directly across the hall to
an opposing door in the rear wall.

The open-hall tradition was in decline by the
beginning of the sixteenth century and old hall houses
were converted by flooring their extant halls and
building chimney stacks, something that has indeed

 Section C-C through north-west wall of hall. Section B-B through central truss of open hall. Section A-A through south-east end of hall.

Central truss of hall, showing arch-braces.

Crown-post over central truss of hall.

Once inside, the property’s earlier origins are clear
to see. An open-hall house that dates perhaps to the
middle of the fifteenth century survives inside. This
hall house appears to have been unjettied and four
bays in length, measuring approximately 14.50 m.
long by 6 m. wide. The four original bays lie at the
north-west end of the main range of the property,
which has since been extended to the south-east.
The open hall, where the building once stood
unfloored from ground level up into the roof, occupied
the central two bays of the original house. On either
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G Castle Jetty, Dover Harbour
Keith Parfitt and Barry Corke

happened at Little Fish Hall.  A substantial bridging
beam and two spine beams were inserted across
the hall to support the common joists of the new
floor.  The chimney associated with the new floor
lies within the low bay.  This substantial structure is
built from thin red bricks and originally had only a
single ground floor hearth; the other rooms of the
house remained unheated at this time.  These details
suggest that the chimney and floor were an early,
perhaps sixteenth-century, alteration.

The property appears to have been extended, by
approximately 5 m., at an early date.  A fifth timber-
framed bay now lies at the south-east end of the
house.  Little of the timber-frame of this bay can be
seen, and it is difficult therefore to suggest a precise

construction date, but the few visible features and
roof, which is of crown-post form, suggest the early
sixteenth century.  The extension was unheated at
first but a chimney, probably of late eighteenth-
century date, has since been built.

A small single storey lean-to, probably also of
eighteenth-century date, was built against the south-
east wall of the sixteenth-century bay, extending the
building by a further 2.20 m.  This was perhaps also
timber-framed at first, and may have been
weatherboarded, but it has since been underpinned
in nineteenth-century brick.

The two storey brick extension that lies against
the north-west end of the rear elevation of the
property is built from pale red bricks, laid in Flemish

garden wall bond, the flared headers typically used
to decorative effect. The extension measures
approximately 5.3 x 4.90 m. in plan and
accommodates single ground and first floor rooms,
each with their own hearth. The extension’s
appearance suggests a late nineteenth-century
date.

The small single storey lean-to that projects from
the rear west corner of the property is the last addition
to the house. This is economically built from rather
crudely formed and irregular red bricks, laid in
stretcher bond. The structure presumably had some
service function and was probably built in the early
twentieth century.

At the request of Dover Harbour Board and Jacobs
Babtie, the Trust was commissioned to undertake a
desk-based study and rapid survey of Castle Jetty
and its adjacent historic environment, prior to the
commencement of redesigning of the exit road from
Dover’s Eastern Docks complex.

The jetty is situated at the foot of the sea cliff below
the eastern defences of Dover Castle, well to the north-
east of the historic town (TR 3290 4152).  It originally
extended south-eastwards from Athol Terrace out to
sea but now only a short, seaward section remains
due to twentieth-century land reclamation below the
cliffs.  The jetty is the product of eighteenth- and
nineteenth-century harbour engineering and represents
a significant element within the long and complex
evolution of Dover Harbour.

In order to understand the function of Castle Jetty
it is necessary to understand the nature of the coastal
topography and port facilities at Dover in earlier
centuries, particularly in relation to the effects of
longshore drift and shingle movements across the
bay.  It would seem that the idea for the construction
of a jetty below the Castle cliff, well to the east of
the main harbour, came about during the early
eighteenth century after a fall of chalk from the cliffs
here had created a natural groyne out into the sea.
This had the advantageous effect of arresting the
eastward drift of shingle along the coast and so

helped prevent denudation of the important beach
barrier in front of main harbour basin away to the
west.  Eventually, the sea washed the cliff collapse
away and erosion of the beach began again.  Shortly
after, the authorities decided to replace the natural
groyne with an artificial one and Castle Jetty came
into being (Statham 1899, 133).

Work on the jetty began in 1752 and was completed
in 1754.  As originally built, it had a length of about
38.50 metres but was lengthened to about 150
metres during 1833, in response to the continuing
upgrading of the western harbour works and
consequent changes in the movement of the shingle
along the coast.

The jetty proved to be well placed and worked
admirably. The eastward movement of the shingle was
greatly slowed and a broad strip of beach gradually
accumulated on its western side.  The new land so
created provided opportunities for development and
by the middle of the nineteenth century much of this
beach area had seen building work along two new
roads, in the form of East Cliff and Athol Terrace.  Some
substantial brick-built houses were erected here during
the 1820s and 1830s.

An additional use was found for the extended Castle
Jetty in the early twentieth century.  In 1909 work
began on reclaiming from the sea an area on which
to build the new Marine Station, adjacent to the

Admiralty Pier. The area was reclaimed using chalk
rubble quarried from the eastern cliffs and Castle
Jetty served in the transport of this material, providing
a means of loading the material onto barges, which
then sailed across the bay to the construction site.
Since the end of the Second World War continual
development of Dover’s Eastern Docks complex has
slowly encroached upon Castle Jetty and it is now
completely redundant.

The extant jetty consists of a mortared stone
structure extending southwards into Dover Harbour
for a distance of some 65 metres from the edge of
the present promenade adjoining the A20.  All the
visible parts of the jetty appear to belong to the 1833
extension, rather than the original eighteenth-century
work, which now must lie under the adjacent road.

The surviving portion of the jetty comprises two
distinct sections.  For the first 24 metres from the
landward, the structure consists of a 7 metre high,
flat-topped platform, which can be surrounded by
water at high-tide. The sides and end of this platform
are formed from mortared granite and greensand/
ragstone blocks.  Extending seaward from this, at a
lower level and gently sloping down to the south, is
mortared greensand/ragstone blockwork, running for
a distance of about 42 metres.  Most of this is only
exposed at low tide.
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