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Fig. 1: Engraving of an Angora rabbif, from de Buffon & Doavhenton Histoire Neawrelle,
vl VI (1736), F1, LIIT: 3440.

Remains of an Angora Rabbit
from a late 18th century pit
at Crosswall PHILIP ARMITAGE'

THIS ARTICLE DESCRIBES the skull and post- London (TQ 3358 Bl101yF. For the reasons dis-
cranial skeleton of a domestic rabbit discovercd cussed below, the skeleton is believed to be an
in a post-medieval deposit at Crosswall, City of Angora rabbit and its identification provides a

. Archacozoologist attached to Dept. Urban Archaco- 2. Site supervisor: John Maloney. Excavations on the

lopy. Museum of London and Dept. Zoology, British site were carried out between Sept. 1979 and March
Museum (Natural History]. 15980
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rare example where an archucological specimen
may be ascribed to a particular breed?. The speci-
men is held in the collections of the Museum of
London, where it may be inspected on request.
Under the British Museum (Natural History) cata.
logue scheme, the skeleton has been assigned the
following registration number: ARC 1981, R5000.

Late 18th Century Cess Pit at Crosswall

The skeleton came originally [rom 4 mixed
deposit of demolition debris and domestic refuse
forming the in-fill to a brick lined cess pit (Con-
text 2207, On the evidence of the associated
pottery and glassware, the rabbit skeleton is dated
to the third guarter of the 18th century, probably
¢ 1770, Amongst the other objects recovered from
the cess pit are a number of virtually complete
pottery and glass vessels, According to Alan Vince,
Finds Section, D.U.A., this pattern of survival sug-
gests that all the material found in the pit {inclu-
ding the Angora rabbil) was probably dumped
over a short periodl of time and may possibly
represent the wholesale clearance of a household
for 7 households) rather than an accumulation
over a prolonged period of rubbish from many
sources’,

The assemblage is alsa unusual in one other
respect.  The composition of the faunal remains
from the cess pit is atypical of material recovered
from other post-medieval sites in London. With all
the other sites that 1 have examined so far, it is
the cattle, sheep and pig bones which form the
bulk of each assemblage, and relatively few bird
bones are present (usually less than one per cent
af the total weight of identified bone). The faunal
remains from Context 220, Crosswall, on the other
hand, includes a very high proportion of bird bone
(29 per cent of the total weight of identified bone).

With the exception of the skeleton of the An-
gora tabbit and one bone of a linnet Acanthis
cannabina®, both thought to be the remains of
pets i(see below), all the fawnal material from the
cess pit is identified as kitchen refuse, consisting
of the bones from joints of pork, mutlen and
beel, together with those from chickens and fish

3. As discussed by Dr Juliet Clutton-Brock, the
characters that distinguish ome breed from another
will not generally be reflected in the anatomy of
the skull of an animal unless they are extraordi-
narily developed, as for example in the Pekingese
dog. The confirmation of anv breed of domestic
animzl is more usually determined by such super-
ficial features as the colour of the coat and form
of the ears ete. ‘Tt is therefore always difficult and
sometimes impossible Lo trace the history of a
particular breed from the archaeological record’, —
1. Clutton-Brock, Daomesticated Animals from Early
Timey, London (1981) 24,

B

lcod  Gadus  morfa, haddock  Melanopraminis
agcglefinns and plaice Plenonecies platessal’. A full
list and description of the faunal remains is avail-
able on reguest, in the form of a level 1T archival
report, from DUA , Museum of London,

Rahbii Skeleton from Crosswall
General osteological description
Approximately three gquarters of the skeleton

was recovered by the excavators, A list of the
bones present is given below:-

1 skull 2 femora

2 mandibular rami 2 tibiae

2 scupulae 2 calcanea

2 humeri 12 metapodial bonas

2 radii | phalanx

2 ulnae 22 nbs

2 innominate bones 1% vertebrae

There is no evidence of cither butchery or skin-
ning and apart from the slight evidence of patho-
logy on the two humerd, described below, all the
elements of the skeleton appear perfectly healthy.
All the bones are pale vellow in colour and some
of them have brownish streaks and appear shiny;
a condition observed in animal bones that were
buried with the flesh still on them, and later un-
earthed after the skin and muscle had decomposed.
The general appearance of the skeleton supgests
that at the time of disposal, the rabbit was a com-
plete carcass and that no attempt had been made
to first cut off either the skin or flesh before it was
discarded,

Age

The rabbit is a fully grown adult. The apophysis
of the tibia is completely joined to the proximal
epiphysis and the shaft, showing that this animal
was certainly over 94 months at time of death®,

Pathology

Each humerus has a lesion involving the super-
ficial sub-periosteal bone immediately below the
articular head. In both of the bones, it is the
medial aspect which is afflicted. The aetiology of
this bilaterally symmetrical lesion is unclear?,

4, Excavation of the cess pit was supervised by Geoff
Egan, DU A,

5 A, Vince, '‘Recent Rescarch on Post-Medieval Pot-
tery from the City of London,” London Archacol 4,
Mo, 3 (1981}, T4-80.

Bird species identificd by Barbara West, D.ILA.
Fish species identified by Alison Locker, DLOE,
B Methods of agl_ﬁrlng rabbils by cpiphyseal fusion are
. N

discussed hy Thompson & A N, Worden,
The Rabbit, London {1956} 36-30,



MODERN M
{1y Domestict 10¥
(2] Wilds 5

POST-MEDIEV AL

(1) Crosswall, London ¢1770 |

(%) Aldgate. London early 18th century 2

{3} Baynard's Castle, London, 1520 £

{4y MNonsuch Palace, Surrevi, late 16th 35
century

Length {GL)

M Range SD
76.2 69.5 — 836 4.6
63.9 69 — 661 -

- 726 -

- Gl & A23 -
al .6 57.3 — 655 1.4
Gl T 56.7 — B i) 1.9

MNOTES: {(a) Abbreviations: N = number of specimens; M = mean; 5D = siandard
deviation,
(b} Domestic  breeds: Lop-eared, Flemish giant. Spanish  rabbit,  Silver-grey,

Black & white, Black & tan, Anpora,
(e} Wild: from variows localities throughout the British §sles.
(d} Information from Alison Locker, pers. comm,

Table 1: Length (mm} of humernes in modern domestic and wild rabbits compered with
specimens From post-medicval gites in the City of London and Surrey.

Size

Measurements were taken of the skull and limb
bones using dial calipers., the points of measure-
ment following those described by von den Driesch
(1576)", These measuremenis are given in the
appendix to this article,

In Table 1 the length of the humerus in the
Crosswall rabbit is compared against rabbits from
other British post-medieval sites, Unfortunately, 1
was unable to discover from my search through
the literature any comparative dala on rabbits {rom
other late |8th century archaenlogical sites in Britain,
and enquiries made o lellow archacozoologists re-
vealed that such material is still awaiting study
and publication, The latest material that | could
find. from Aldgate, London {Phase 3 bii)" is dated
to the late 17Tth and early [8th century, between
e 1680 and 1710; at least half a century earlier
than the Crosswall rabbit. Nevertheless, from the
measurements  that are available it is  clearly
demonstrated that the Crosswall rabbit is far larger
than any rabbit previously published from other
British post-medieval sites (where the animals are
all of similar size o the modern wild rabbit) and
that its size compares favourably with modern
domestic rabbits, Comparison of the skull of the
Crosswall rabbit with those of modern wild and

9. Dr E. Applehy. pers. comm.

1L A, von den Droesch, A Guide to the Memurement
of Amimal Beres from Archoeclogival Sties, Peabody
Museum Bulletin No. | (1976),

1. Bite supervisor: Alan Thompson, D.ULA,
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Fig. 2: Size of skall in masdern wild and domestic
rablbits compared with the specimen from Cross-
wall, London (EM{NH) rez. no. ARC 1981, R5000).
Domestic breeds: 1. White Maoscow; 2. Belgian
hare; 3. Angorn: 4. Lop-eared; 5. Spanish; 6.
Silver-prev; 7. Black and tan: 8. Flemish giant;
9. Mo history. Wild rabbits: from variows locali-
ties throughoui the British lsles.
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domestic rabbits in the collections of the British
Museum (Nawral History)” points to the same
conclusion (Fig 2).

The disparity in size between the Crosswall rab-
bit and those f[rom the post-medieval levels at
Baynard's Castle, MNonsuch Palace and Aldgalce
may be explained by the different ways of keeping
these animals, As observed by Markham (1631)"
tame rabbits that were raised in close confinement,
in hutches or barns (e.g. Crosswall specimen), were
‘much fatter and larger’ than their relatives reared
under the free-range conditions ol the warren'
(eg. specimens from Baynard's Castle, Nonsuch
Palace and Aldgaie). In the warren, rabbits were
left free to breed on their own and no attempt
was made to artificially select for larger sized
animals. As a consequence of this neglect, such
rabbits were mostly ‘very small and weakly'? and
retained many of the characteristics found in the
wild rabbit™. Only in the herds of caged tame
rabbits were conditions conducive to improvement,
In these animals, improvement in size and con-

12, The collection includes specimens donated to the
BM{NE) by Charles Darwin in 1868 and 1869,

13, G, Markham, Cheape and Good Hushandry, London
{1631) 140

14, Warrens in  Britain often covered large tracts of
land, Those at Oxhey and Cassiobury in Hertford-
ghire (1Tth century} for instance, wers each of 120
acres (50 hectares) — G, Longman, A Cermer of
England s Garden  1600-1850, Bushey (1977) 1, &

15, K. W, Knight, The Bock of the Rabbit, London
(188 401,

16. F. E. Zeuner, A History of Domesticated Animals,
London (1963) 4124,

formation was brought about by the controlled mat-
ing of selectad animals combined with the fezding of
highly nutritious foodstuffs",

Identification of breed

Of the eight breeds represented by the series of
skulls in the BM{NH) collections, the Crosswall
rabbit most resembles the Angora, Cre of the
main reasons for believing that the Crosswall
rabbit is an Angora is the particularly narrow
width between the supraorbital fissures in the
skull™ {Fig. 3). According to Darwin®™ it is this
feature that distinguishes the skull of the Angora
from those of the other breeds of domestic rabbit:

It [iLe. the Angora rabbit] presenis ony  onc
singular characier; though considerably longer than
the skull of the wild rabbit, the breadth measured
within the supracrbital fissures 1= nearly a third
less than in the wild,'

From my own obscrvations it is apparent that
this feature described by Darwin may nol always
be used (o identily the skull of an Angora; as the

17. G, Markham, op cit fo. 13, 140, recommended that
the ‘best food you can feed & cony with, is the
sweetest, shortest, softest and best hay you can pel

) [and] In the tromghs under their boxes, you
shall put sweat oais. and their water . . ' The diet

of caped rabbits alio iocluded green herbage and
carefully selected kitchen refuse — K. W, Knight,
ap. it Im. 15, 2

I8. supraorbital fissure =
see R, Barone e ol
Paris (1973) Plate 3: 8,

19, C. Darwin, The Varimion of Animaly and Plasts
Uimder Domesticarion, London (1868 reptd. 1905 I,
146.

frcisura s peanrhitalis candalis.
Atlas  of Rabbit Anatomy,

MODERN N
(1) Domestic breeds:
Lop-cared
Flemish giant
Silver-grey
Black & tan
Angora

B o e e

(2) Wilde 21

LATE 18th CENTURY
(1) Crosswall, London 1

Min. width between supmmhl’taf fissuress

5 | Range S50
14.3 130 — 15,1 -
- 13.4 =
12.8 -

- 126 -
12.2 9.5 — 138 -
1.8 6 — 127 0.6
= 11.% -

NOTES: (a) and (b) see Table 1 (note a & c)

Table 2: Measurements (mm) of the minimom widih between the supraorbital fissures
in skulls of modern domestic and wild rabbits compared with the specimen
from Crusswall, London ‘BM{NH) reg. no. ARC 1981, R S000).
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supraorbital
fissure

C

Fig. 3: Drawings of the skull

lateral wview; (C) palatal view. The
identifics the sperimen as Amgora,

larger individuals of this breed have supracrbital
widths which lie well outside the upper limit of
the size range of the wild rabbit (Table 2). In the
Crosswall skull, however, the value, 11.9 mm, for
this point of measurement compares very favour-

of the Angora rahhbit

narcow  width

external acoustic
meatus

[ate 18th cenlury cess

from the
pit, Crosswall, London (BMUMNH) reg. no. ARC 1981, RS000): (A) dorsal views (B) lefi

between  the supraorbital  fisswres

(Drawings by Katharine Armaitage)

ably with the mean value of 11.8 mm established
for the series of modern British wild rabbits in
the collections of the BM(NH) and in my opinion
there can therefore be little doubt that this speci-
men is indesd an Angora.

5]



In all other dimensions the Crosswall skull is
considerably larger than that of the largest wild

rabbit in the BM(NH) collections, except for the
neurocranial width, which is smaller. This last
feature is commonly found also in the other

breeds of domestic rabbit (e.g. Silver-grey, Lop-
eared and Flemish giant) and is a manifestation
ol the process of domestication *7,

Like the modern Angora, the maximum dia-
meter of the external acoustic meatus in  the
Crosswall skull (Fig. 3) iz intermediate in size
between the wild rabbit and the domestic lop-ear
{Table 3),

Discussion

The skeleion from the late 18th cenfury depo-
sit at Crosswall, described in this article, is an
exciting find as it represents the first archacolo-
gical record in Britain of an Angora rabhit,

Early history of the Angora rabbit in Britain
According o Zeuner®! this breed of rabbit first
made its appearance in Europe about 1723 when

the facial part of the rabhit
skull has lengthened and the ryvgomatic width has
become hroader, whilst the brain case (reurocri-
nium) has been reduced in size. This reduction in
the size of the brain case is reflected in the relative
weight of the brain in domestic and wild rahbits.
In the domestic form the brain weighs 229% less
than that in the wild animal — 5 Bokonvi, Histery
af  Domestic Mammals  in Central  ond  Eastorn
Europe, Budapest (1974) 334,

21. F. E. Feuner, op cit In. 16, 414.

M, Under domestication,

22, 1. Mortimer, The Whole Art of Husbandry, or, The
Wav of Muanaeing and Improving of Lapd, London
MODERM M
(1} Domestic breeds:
Lop-eared 5
Anpgora 4
Flemish giamt 1
Silver-grey I
Black & tan 1
{2) Wilde 240
LATE 18ith CEMTURY
(1) Crosswall, London 1

Max.

British sailors transported live Angora rabbits
from the Black Seca arca to Bordeaux. Zeuner
does not guote the source of (his story and, in
the light of the evidence discussed below, there
must be serious doubt about the authenticity of
this supposed traffic in Angora rabbits at this date.
Indeed, the reference made by Mortimer™ to a
‘White Shock Turky Rabbet” strongly suggests that
the Angora rabb’l was well known in Britain at
least as early as 1707. As discussed by Murray
the word ‘“shock’. as used by Mortimer, means
having lorg, shaggy hair. The long silky fur of
the Angora rabbit is this animal's most conspi-
cuous feature™, one which sets it apart from the
other breeds of domestic rabbit (Fig. 1), and it is
therefore likely that Mortimer was describing what
we now call the Angora rabbit,

I'he earliest reference that I know from Europe
that mentions this breed of rabbit specifically by
the name Amgore, is [ound in de Bulfon & Dauben-
ton {17560 In Eritain, the earliest occurrence of
this name in the literature that I have been able to
discover so far is by Pennant (1771)™.

(1707) 188,

2% 1L A, H. Murmay, A New English Diclionary on
Hivtorical Princi J'r.-f, Oxford (1838) Vol VI Q w
SH, Part 1 ) an + T2

24, The preferrad Culuur is white, but the Angora rab-
bit also comes in a variety of ather colours: black,

grey. honey, #s well as various shades of brown
{chestnut, tan and fawn).
25, G. L. de Buffon & 1. 1. M. Daubenton, Hisioire
Maturelle, W1, Paris (1756) 312-340,
26. g;ﬁI:‘enmm'l_ﬁ'_':nﬂpsr'.': of Quoadrupeds, Chester (1771)
diameter of external acoustic meatus?
M Range al
T 12 = §.2 -
6.1 53 — 6.7
- 6.0 -
- A4
- 45 -
4.4 40 - 459 2
= 5.3 =

MOTES: (2) and (b) see Tahle 1 (note a & o)

Table 3: Maximum diameter (mm) of (he exiernal acowstic meptus in modern domestic
and wild rabbits compared with the specimen from Crosswall, London (BM{NH)

reg. no. ARCI981RS000).
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There 15 some conlusion over the eivmology of
the word Angora. Many of the earlier writers on
natural history clearly believed that the word
stemmad directly Irom what they presumed to be
the traditional home of the breed; the city of
Angora (present dav Ankara) in Anatolia, Turkey.
This myth survives in the works of more recent
authors of popular books and articles dealing with
the Angora rabbit. The following passage by
Knight* may be quoted to illustrate this:

“The Angora rabbit was originally found in
Asia Minor, to which country or to Persia it is
probably  indigenous. In  these countries it has
been found in large numbers and in a very ad-
vanced stage of perfection. The name “Angora”
was given to the wvariety owing fo its being so
much kept in the neighbourhood of the town of
that name, and it is interesting 1o note that the
name has been given to other and larger animals

from the same neighbourhood, which all, more ar
less, possess the same characteristics, being very
plentifully  supplicd  with  fine  silky wool, The

Angora goat and Angora sheep may be mentioned
among these . . .0 while the Angora cat provides
an cxample with greater resemblance in size)”

This popular misconception of a Turkish origin
was commented on by Zeuner™ who believed that
whilst the name of the rabhit derived from the
Angora poat this did not imply any direct asso-
clation with the city of Angora. This is the same
conclusion reached by Thébault™ who points out
that although the early records from Turkey con-
firm the exislence in the region around Angora of
cats aml poats with exceptionally long hair, no-
where is any mention made of long-haired rabbits.
Thébault proposes that it 15 most likely that the
name Anpora when first adopted in the mid
18th century was used as a synonym for ‘long-
haired': the word being ‘borrowed’ from two long-
haired animals recently introduced into Europe
from Turkey — the Angora goat and Angora cat.
Further research into the gecgraphical distribution
of the Anpora rabbit in historic times is required
before any conclusion may be reached concerning
il origing.

Reasons for keeping Angora rabbits

Among the raw materials widely used in the
textile industry, the soft silky fur of the Angora

2. K. W. Knight, op ofr fn. 15, 1-2,

28. F. E Zeuner, op cit fn. 16, 414

29 R.G. Thébault, “Le lapin Angora'. Etheezoctechnie
No, 27 (1981) 71-79.

. A, B, Wildman, The Microscopy of Animal Textile
Fibres, Leeds (1934) 150-1352.

31, Thas operation i carried owl just prior to moualbing,
which takes place four Gmes a vear. Im  the
other breeds of rabbit, each amimal has first 0 be
killed before their fur may be removed, by skinning.

rabbit is one of the most highly prized®™. Angora
fur is removed [rom the living animal either by
combing or plucking!, after which it is blended
with wool and then spun into lengths of yarn
readv for knitting into such garments as socks,
hats, mittens. sweaters and shawls™, The softness
of the material makes it particularly suitable for
use in the manufacture of articles of clothing for

bahies,

The value of Angora fur was recognised early
on fand was specially selected for) and shortly
after its introduction into Europe, in the 1&th
century, there developed in France ard Swilzerland
an exiensive coitage indusiry based on the Angora
rabbit. In many villages throughout France and
Switzerland, peasants bred large numbers of
Angora rabbits for their fur. These animals were
housed in  barns. hutches and even, in some
instances, in disused pigstyes and stables™.

Paradoxically, this form of keeping herds of
Angora rabbits on 4 commercial scale never be-

came established in Britain, where this breed
remained relatively uncommon right up to the

present day. The comparative rarity of the Angora
in this country is well illustrated by the statement
made by Brent in 1861%:

‘They [ie. the Angora] are
of all the breeds of rabbits . , . but they are not
much known, the pure breed being scarce and
tetching a high price.

Further affirmation of this point was provided
in the same year #:

the most heauliful

“Their skins are much sought by furriers, and
when in guantity and good condition realise high
prices; and it is somewhat surprising to see how
little this interesting kind has been encourapged and
cultivated in this country.’

The wirtual absence in Britain of a textile
industry based on the Angora rabbit means thatl
it is unlikely that the inhabitants of the Crosswall
sile were engaged in the breeding of these rabhits
for the fur trade. As an altzrnative explanation,
it may be suggested that they were faticning
Angora rabbits for the table and for some undezter-
mined reason one of the animals died prematurely
and its hody thrown away in the cess pit: the

32. D Ripley, ‘Little fur lactories’, Yankes 45 (No, 1)
{1981} 168-0.

33 Anon. 'The rabbit (Lepur cunicalus). Tis history,
varieties, and management,” The Conage CGardener
dnd Counrry  Crentlerman 25 (1861), 24850, 294-5,
326-7. 3580, 375, 380 K. W, Knight, op oft fn.
15, 2

i4. B. P. Brent, "Wanetes of rabbiis’, The Covtage Gor-
dener and Country Gentleman 25 (1B61)  263-4,

35, Anen, ep cir fn. 33, 388-9,
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cause of death (possibly from disease) making its
flesh unfit for human consumption. There would
seem, however, to be two very good reasons for
rejecting the idea that the Crosswall rabbit was
originally intended to be exploited as a source of
meat,  Firstly, the comparative rarity of the
Angora at this time in England argues apainst so
valuable an animal being maintained simply for
its flesh; especially when there was a plentiful
supply  of rabbils provided by the warrens®,
Secondly, the flesh of the Angora rabbil is said
to be tough and unpalatable, comparing poorly
with that obtained from other tame rabbits®. It
should be mentioned, however, that not all autho-
rities are in agreement on this point. Mortimer,
writing in 1707, for instance, singles out the
Angora®™ as being particularly good eating,

If one accepts the premise that the Crosswall
rabbit was kept neither [or ity fur nor its flesh,
there is only one explanation remaining to account
for its presence in a deposit of domestic refuse:
the rabbit must have been a pet. The discovery
in the same deposit of a glass bird [eeder and the
remaing of a cage bird (linnety” supports this inter-
pretation; both of these finds clearly show thai

3. In the 1Tth and 18th centuries, the London meat
markels were supplied with rabbits from  warrens
in Herlfordshire, Essex. Oxfordshire and Suffolk —
G, E. H. Barrett-Hamilton & M. A, C. Hinton, 4
Histery of Britisht Meammols Yol 11, London (1911-
14}y 187, A. Eweritt, "The marketing of agricultural
produce” In J. Thirsk (editor) The Agrarian Hisiory
af England and Wales, [V 15N-1640, Cambridge
(1967) 466-589,

37, Anon, op cit fn. 33, 388,
38, 1. Mortimer, op cir fo. 22, 188,
32, 1 have presumed here that Mortimer's "White Shock

Turky Rabbet” is in fact the Angora (see discussion
ahove).

the inhabitants of Lhe site were fond of animals.
Furthermore, it is well known that Angora rahbits,
wilh their quiet and docile behaviour, make fine
pets and are considered especially suitable as
‘ladies’ pets™'. In view of the restricted numbers
of Angora rabblls that have been kept in this
country (see abowe) the possession of such an
animal suggests that the Crosswall inhabitants were
reasonably well-off, This observation is in accor-
dance with the evidence provided by the other
finds [rom the cess pit, which include fine quality
Chinese porcelain and equally fne glassware,
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Appendix
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BONE ELEMENT

Skull Total length

Baszal length

Parietal length
Frontal length
Yiscerocranium length

Length of cheektooth row

Widch across occipilal condyles

Greatest neurocranium width
Ahoral zvgomatic width

Min. widith between supracrbital fissures
Max. diameter of external acoustic meatuss

94

the skull and posi-cranial skeleton of the Angorn rabbil from Crosswall, City of London
1981, RS000). All measuremenis are in mm.

POINT OF MEASUREMENT

DESIGMATION A5 IN YALUE

von den Diriesch (1976)

312
6.2
18.1
96
395
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Mandible * Length

Length of checktooth row
Length of diastema
Height of vertical ramus
Height

Width of neck

Length of glenoid process
Width of glenoid cavity
Length

Proximal width

Min. shaft width

Distal width

Length

Proximal width
Min. shaft widih

capula *

Flumerus *

Radius *

[ristal width
Innominate * Length
Femur* Length
Proximal width
Min, shaft width
[istal width
Tibia* Length

Proximal width
Min, shaft width
Dristal width

® right side only

1 64.0

2 15.7

4 20.9

5a 3.0
HS 65.E
SLC 6.5
GLP 12.7
B 0.2
Gl T28
Bp 15.1
18] 59
Bd 11.4
GL 67.0
Bp 74
A 5.1
Bd 75
GL 864
il 955
Ep 173
s 2.7
Bd 16.7
GL 1064
Ep 17.9
hib 6.8
Bd 14.6

Excavations & Post-excavation work

City, by Muscum of London, Department of Urban
Archavology. A series of long lerm excavations. En-
guiries o DUA, Museum of London, London  Wall,
E.C.2. (01-600 3699

Beddington, by South West London Unit. Excavation
of site of Roman bath-houwse. Enguiries to Roy and
Lesley Adkins, 25 Union Road. Crovdon (01-672 7054),

Brentford, by ‘West London  Archacological Field
Group, Excavation and processing. Enguiries to 71-72
Brentford High Street, Brentford, Middiesex. ((0]-360
18R0).

Croydon & District, Processing and cataloguing of ox-
cavated and museum collections every Tuesday throogh-
out the wyear. Archaeolopical reference collections of
fabric types, domestic animal benes, clay tobacco pipes
and glass ware also available for comparative work,
Hon, Curator, Croydon Natural History & Scientific
Society Lid., Muscum Building, Crovdon Biology Cenire,
Chipstead Walley Road, Coulsdon. Surrey. (01-660 3841
ar 22 43727,

Fulham by Fulham Archacological Rescue Group.

Fulham Palace, Bishops Avenue, Fulham Palace Road,
S.W.6, Examination of existing buildings and research
work has revealed earlier buildings underneath., Sundays
Enquirics to  Keith Whitchouse, #6 Clancarty Road,
SW.E, (01-T31 0338),

Hammersmith, by Fulhim  Archacological Rescue
Group.
Processing of post-medieval material from  Sandford

hanor and medieval material from Fulham Palace, Tues-
davs, 745 p.m.-10 pm., at Fulham Palace, Hishops Ave-
nue, Fulham Palace Road 5W.6, Contact Keith White-
howse {see Fulham).

Inner London Borooghs, by the Inner London Unit,
Several rescue sites in various areas. ((1-242 A&E20).

Kingston, by  Kingston-up-Thames  Archagological
Society, Rescue sites in the town centre. Enguiries 1o
Marion  Hinton, Kingsion Muoseum, Fairfield Road,
Kingston (01-346 3386).

Morth-East  Grester London, by Passmore  Edwards
Museum. Enquiries to Pat Wilkinson, Passmore Edwerds
Museum, Romford Road, E.15, (01-334 43545).

Sowth West Lomdon Boroughs, by the Soulh West
London Unil. excavations and processing, Engquiries to
Scolt McCracken, S5 Lukes House, Sandvcom Road,
Kew (01-040 5989),

Sowthwark, by Southwark and Lambeth Archacological
Excavation Committee, Several sites from the Roman
period onwards, Enguiries to Harvey Sheldon, S LAEC,
Port Medical Centre, Emnglish Grounds, Margan's Lane,
SElI 2HT. (D1-407 108%).

Surrey, by Surrev Archaeological Unil. Enguiries Lo
David Bird, County Archaeological Officer, Planning De-
partment, County Hall, Kingston, Surrey. (01-546 1050 x
ELLLH

Vauxhall Pottery, by Southwark and Lambeth Archaso-
logical Society. Processing of excavated marerial con--
tinues three nights a week, All enguiries 1o S.LAS. clo
Cuming Museum, 155 Walworth Road, S.E.A7 (01-703
1124,

The Council  for British  Archacology  produces o
monthly Colendor of Excovalions from March to Sep-
tember, with an extra fssue in November and a firnal
issree in Jammary summorising the main resulis of feld
wark, The Calendar gpives details aof exira-mural courses,
swmmer  sohools, reaining excavarlons  ond  sires where
veldunteers ore needed. The anmual subseription i £4.50
pagt=free, which showid be made povable vo C.BA, 112
Kennington Rond, S.E 1.
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