
The Old Keeper’s Cottage, Greenwich Park: Archaeological Evaluation Report 1 
 

Keevill Heritage Consultancy, for the Royal Parks 

The Old Keeper’s Cottage or Lodge site, Greenwich Park, Greenwich: 
report on an archaeological excavation 

 
NGR 39067740 

 
Museum of London site code OKC10 

 

 
Volunteers excavating the brick walls of building 12, 10 September 2010 

 
Graham Keevill and Catherine Underwood 

Keevill Heritage Consultancy 
For the Royal Parks 

Final revision, February 2011 
 



The Old Keeper’s Cottage, Greenwich Park: Archaeological Evaluation Report 2 
 

Keevill Heritage Consultancy, for the Royal Parks 

 
 

 
Figure 1: Location of the excavation, based on the 3

rd
 edition Ordnance Survey map of 1916 

(surveyed 1914-15); not to scale. 
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Figure 2: Location of the excavated remains with Ordnance Survey national grid coordinates. Scale 1:1250. 
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The Old Keeper’s Cottage or Lodge site, Greenwich Park, Greenwich, 
NGR TQ 39067740: Report on an Archaeological Excavation. Museum of 
London site code OKC10 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 
The Keevill Heritage Consultancy carried out a limited archaeological 
excavation on a site that may have been part of the Old Keeper’s Cottage (or 
Lodge) in Greenwich Park during September 2010, on behalf of the Royal 
Parks. This was a Community Archaeology project, with local volunteers 
carrying out most of the excavation work. An area of 16m x up to 4m was 
excavated c 60m to the north-west of Queen Elizabeth’s Oak, roughly in the 
centre of the Park. Traces of brick walls and tile rubble had become exposed 
at the surface here by root action and natural soil movement. The north side 
of a brick masonry building was fully exposed, as were the greater parts of 
both end walls. Further brickwork was found in a small trial trench to the south 
of the main area, and probably represents the other long wall. This gives a 
width of around 4.8m externally. The dating evidence suggests that the 
building was erected in the late 16th or early 17th century. Much of the 
brickwork used is of an earlier date (c 1480-1550), however, suggesting that it 
was either re-cycled from another structure or (more probably) from an old 
stockpile. The buildings had structural problems caused by the underlying 
soils allied to poorly constructed foundations, and it may not have stood for 
long. No structure is shown in this location on any of the historic surveys from 
the 1680s through to the early-mid 20th century. The Old Keeper’s Cottage 
complex is shown consistently from c 1680 to the 1840s, but was demolished 
in 1853. The Cottage/Lodge and its boundary fencing lay on the other (east) 
side of the tree-lined avenue that runs alongside the excavation site, so the 
building revealed here appears to lie outside of the complex. It may still be 
related to the old Cottage/Lodge in some way, but this could not be 
determined within the limits of this project. 
 

1 INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1 THE SITE 

 
The Old Keeper’s Cottage or Lodge lay very nearly at the centre of Greenwich 
Park. Its precise site is not recognisable on site today, but its overall location 
is well documented on the excellent historic mapping available for the Park 
(see Appendix 3 for a selection of examples). It lay within a triangle of ground 
defined by Lovers’ Walk to the north, the Cross Walk to the south, and a 
further tree-lined avenue running between those walks to the west. The 
RCHME survey of the park identified the Cottage site as being at NGR TQ 
39157735, ie around 90-100m south-east of the excavated area. The latter 
lies immediately to the west of the linking avenue mentioned above. Two trees 
and the stump of a third lie within and around the excavated area; these are 
clearly recognisable on the 1916 3rd edition Ordnance Survey map (Figure 1; 
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see also Figure 2). Queen Elizabeth’s Oak lies some 60m to the south-east of 
the site. 
 
The excavation area consists of a slight terrace set into ground that otherwise 
slopes at a fairly even gradient from south to north, dipping away more 
sharply immediately beyond an old reservoir c 25m to the north of the site. A 
footpath runs immediately to the south of the excavation area.1 The sloping 
ground provides good views across the Park, though the trees along Lovers’ 
Walk in particular obscure longer views to the north. 
 

1.2 PROJECT BACKGROUND 

 
The excavation site is marked by two large Norway Maple trees, and the 
stump of a third, with a further avenue of trees immediately to the east. The 
heavy shade cast by the trees and the sloping ground had created patches of 
bare ground. This was gradually eroding away to expose a line of bricks and 
broken roof tiles. The Royal Parks and English Heritage wished to protect the 
remains from further disturbance by burying them under a thicker layer of 
topsoil. As a preliminary to this, however, it was felt that a small excavation 
should be carried out in order to expose and record the remains. These had 
been noted in the mid-1990s (see below) but no full record of them had been 
made previously. Julian Bowsher had produced a sketch plan and notes 
during 2009, and has kindly provided us with information from his work. A thin 
skim of soil had been placed over the brickwork earlier in 2010 for immediate 
protection from further erosion (pending the longer-term solution now carried 
through), so that the masonry was not visible when this project began. 
 

1.3 HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

 
The following paragraphs present an edited and slightly amended extract from 
RCHME 1994. The 1680, 1693, 1750 and 1840 syrveys, and other maps, are 
reproduced in Appendix 3. 
 
The Old Keeper's Cottage is shown on several early plans of Greenwich Park. 
The ‘Pepys’ map of c 1680 and the Actual Survey of 1693 depict a ‘House’ 
and ‘Lodge’ respectively within a rectangular enclosure; slightly later, in 
Wise’s survey, the same building is one of only two structures (the other being 
the Observatory) shown within the Park. By c 1750, when a plan of the Park 
was published in the London Magazine2, ‘the Keeper’s House’ had been 
enlarged to incorporate an outbuilding to the south, set within a large, open 
compound. In 1790, a sketch shows the Keeper's Lodge and an outbuilding 
situated within a large, oval enclosure surrounded by a pale (fence). The 
Sayer plan of 1840 shows a large D-shaped enclosure again surrounded by a 
pale, covering an area roughly 1 ha (2.47 acres) in extent. The west (straight) 
side of the enclosure ran parallel to the east side of the tree avenue running 

                                            
1
 The Royal Parks’ reference number for this footpath is fpx/97. 

2
 Webster dated this survey to 1695 rather than c 1750. 
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north-south between the Tea House and Lover's Walk; the northern boundary 
followed the south side of a gravel pit. 
 
The enclosure was subdivided into three areas. The Keeper's House and four 
'outbuildings' were arranged around a yard in the south-west corner. The 
keeper's garden occupied the north-western area, which included Queen 
Elizabeth's Oak and three 'conduits'. The east side of the enclosure was a 
'deer paddock' with two rectangular sheds, presumably serving as shelters for 
the animals. The Keeper's House was demolished in 1853. 
 
Brick foundations belonging to a rectangular structure, or close-set group of 
buildings, were noted at this site (NGR TQ 3906 7740) in 1994, immediately 
north of the modern path leading to Queen Elizabeth’s Oak. The remains 
suggest a building 14m long, oriented east-west and set on an irregular 
platform, the back of which is defined by a scarp adjacent to the modern path. 
The building probably looked northwards over the valley of Lovers' Walk and 
is just outside the enclosure associated with the Keeper's House or Lodge; it 
could not be identified with any documented structure. 
 

1.4 AIMS, METHODS AND TIMING OF THE EVALUATION 

 
The Royal Parks as client for this project, and English Heritage as their co-
sponsors, provided a written Brief for the excavation. This set out the aims 
and objectives, which were essentially to expose and record the historic brick 
masonry before it was then covered with a thicker protective layer of soil. The 
aims, objectives and methodology of the excavation were discussed and 
agreed at a pre-contract meeting at Greenwich Park on 24 June 2010. This 
was hosted by the Royal Parks, with English Heritage present as co-sponsors 
of the project. It was agreed that work would largely be limited to manual 
cleaning of the area where masonry had been exposed, removing turf and 
topsoil (where present) so that the plan of the remains could be recorded. 
English Heritage also agreed that some limited sondages could be excavated 
to test the depth of the masonry and the potential for associated floors or 
other remains.  
 
The excavation was run as a Community Archaeology project. The original 
intention had been to carry out the work during the 2010 Festival of British 
Archaeology, ie mid-late July to early August. Holiday commitments meant 
that this could not be achieved, and the fieldwork instead took place from the 
6th to the 10th of September 2010. The excavation was run by the authors, 
who were on site every day, with 25 volunteers attending for one to the full 
five days. The authors spent a further day on site (17 September 2010) to 
complete the recording. The excavated area was backfilled and provided with 
additional soil cover by Royal Parks staff over the following two weeks. 
 
The excavation area was just over 16m long (east-west), and between 2-4m 
wide. For the most part only a very thin spread of soil (and in some cases turf) 
had to be removed to expose the brickwork and tile rubble. Indeed in places 
the rubble and areas of flint pebbles were still visible on the surface. Once 
exposed, the walls and tile spread were recorded in plan and photographed. 
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Following further discussion with English Heritage, it was agreed that small 
sondages could be excavated on either side of the northern long wall in order 
to provide more detailed information about the nature of the structure, and to 
assess whether any earlier features lay beneath it. The locations of the 
sondages are shown Figure 4. The excavations were recorded in plan, 
section and elevation, photographically and with written context sheets. 
Numbers were assigned in a single sequence staring with 1. The site location 
was fully geo-referenced with GPS equipment and total station EDM by our 
associate Jonny Madden, who has provided Figures 2 and 3. The Museum of 
London (London Archaeological Archive and Resource Centre) site code 
OKC10 was assigned to the project. 
 

 
Figure 3: Detailed location of the excavated site. Scale 1:500. 
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Figure 4: Overall excavation plan (scale 1:125) and sections/elevations (scale 1:25) – the 
locations of these are shown on the plan. 
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2 RESULTS 

 

2.1 THE EXCAVATIONS 

 
The earliest contexts were recorded in the sondages to either side of wall 4. 
The soil layers were not identical, but they were all characterised by the 
presence of flint-gravel pebbles and smaller cobbles within a soil matrix 
varying from quite compact sand (on the inner, south side of wall: 10 overlying 
14, and 11) to loose silty clay (on the outside: 8 and 15). These were certainly 
not natural gravel deposits, but they may have been taken as such by the 
builders of the brick structure (see below). No apparent attempt had been 
made to prepare the ground for construction – the lowest courses of masonry 
had simply been laid directly onto the gravelly soils. One or both of layers 8 
and 15 might have lain within cut features, explaining the distinct change of 
soils, but no such cuts could be recognised within the relevant sondages. 
Possibly the soil changes relate more to the sloping ground than anything 
else. Context 8, however, did contain a reasonably substantial (34 sherds, 
270g) and largely consistent assemblage of pottery. With the exception of a 
single very small (1g) sherd of Hampshire-Surrey Border ware (CBW) dated 
to the late 14th-15th century, this group was all of the similar but later yellow 
Border ware (BORDY, mid 16th-17th century). Many sherds conjoined, and 
belonged to at least two skillets or similar dishes. An overall date in the first 
half of the 17th century seems reasonable for this securely sealed 
assemblage, and therefore of the soil matrix (8) containing it. 
 
Brick wall 4 had been laid directly onto the underlying gravelly layers, as 
noted above with no attempt to prepare the ground by compaction or any 
other convincing foundation. The wall was 15.5m long (east-west) and 0.34-
0.36m wide, the latter consisting of a header and a stretcher. The two visible 
course had these laid mostly in opposition, ie the upper course in reverse 
order to the lower, but this was not wholly consistent. Little or no mortar 
bonding was evident, possibly due to leaching. There was significant evidence 
of structural distress along and across the wall. The west and east ends both 
displayed evidence of bowing and distortion along their length, as well as 
pronounced dips to the north in places, and along the length in the area of 
context 8. This was not a factor of the ground slope, as the building lay on a 
slight terrace and the rest of the brick was flat to the surface. Rather, it seems 
that the patches of unconsolidated gravelly soil beneath the wall did not 
provide adequate support. 
 
There was one area of offset foundation (13) towards the west end of wall 4, 
in the area of context 8 but not extending fully across it. This offset consisted 
of headers extending c 110-120mm out from the external face of wall 4. As 
the bricks were typically 200-220mm long, this would suggest that roughly half 
of each brick was bedded under the wall. The offset course did not extend as 
far eastward as the opposing sondage on the inner face of the wall, so it is not 
possible to determine whether or not the offset was present there as well. The 
offset may have continued to the west end of wall 4, where part of a lower 
course was found in another sondage at the corner with wall 3 (below). The 
bricks here only extended 70mm beyond the outer face of 4, and extreme root 
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distrurbance made it difficult even to be certain that these bricks did represent 
a genuine offset. A base course continued after a gap of c 0.75m from the 
east end of 13 to the far end of the wall, but this course was not offset. 
 

 
Figure 5: Detailed plan of Wall 3 (scale 1:25). 

 
Wall 3 ran south from the west end of wall 4 for c 3.1m, at which point it 
passed into the root bole of a tree. In all likelihood the latter had destroyed the 
brickwork here. The roots had extended along the outer (west) face of 3, and 
had pushed the brickwork inwards (east) somewhat. Otherwise the wall was 
of the same thickness and formation as 4. Two courses were again visible, 
but as no sondages were dug against this wall it was not possible to 
determine whether it had any offsets below the visible fabric. 
 
Wall 5 ran south from the opposite (east) end of wall 4 for c 3m in extent, 
though there was a 1.16m-long gap between the two, infilled with brick 
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masonry 16. Wall 5 was of the same formation as 3 and 4, but wall 16 was of 
harder bricks (though of similar sizes) laid as doubled headers or four in-line 
stretchers. Thus this section of wall was c 0.42m wide, around 60-80mm 
wider than the other walls. The outer faces of walls 5 and 16 were largely in 
line, but the inner face of 16 stepped inward slightly from 5. Only one course 
of each wall was clearly visible, but in both cases there appeared to be further 
brickwork beneath. It is not clear whether 16 was a threshold contemporary 
with 4 and 5, or the blocking of a door between them. The former seems 
slightly more likely, however, as no internal floor levels were found beneath 
the tile rubble layer inside the building (see below). 
 

 
Figure 6: Detailed plan of walls 4, 5 and 16 (scale 1:25). 

 
A small area of brickwork (17) was noted at the north end of a short, narrow 
slit-trench dug to the south-east of wall 3 to see if a south wall for the building 
could be located. The limited extent of the excavation and extreme root action 
within it must be borne in mind, but 17 is interpreted here as the south side of 
the building. This has been numbered as structure 12, which was thus about 
15.5m long x 4.8m wide externally, or c 14.8m x 4.1m internally. Julian 
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Bowsher noted some possible internal cross-walls and masonry running north 
of wall 4 in 2009. During the first day or two of excavation it was also felt that 
some cross-walls were present, but further cleaning showed that the relevant 
bricks were part of the tile rubble layer. No convincing case for an internal 
sub-division could be made on the basis of these limited excavation, though 
more extensive work might have established that some of the brick within the 
rubble did belong to such wall. Equally, no masonry running north of wall 4 
was identified, but again the limited area and remit of the excavation may 
explain this. 
 
The bricks in all the walls ranged from 190mm (7.5 inches) to 220mm (8.5 
inches) in length, 100mm (4 inches) – 115mm (4.5 inches) in width, and 
50mm (2 inches) – 65mm (2.5 inches) in thickness, though there was some 
variation even from these dimensions. The bricks were mostly of a soft-fired, 
hand-made orange-red fabric (London 3250) typically dated to c 1480-1550. 
This is earlier than the date of the pottery from the underlying layer 8. The 
material could have been re-used from an existing building, or from old stock. 
Certainly some harder fired and more regular brick post-dating the Great Fire 
of 1666 was also present (London fabric 3032) in the tile and brick rubble 
layer (2), wall 16, and less frequently in wall 4. 
 
The external sondage where layer 8 was found also contained the only 
convincing evidence for a surface contemporary with the building. A layer of 
rubble and crushed mortar (7) underlay a distinct flint pebble cobbled surface 
(6). The mortar and rubble may have been a localised apread of construction 
debris, as it did not extend for the full length even of the sondage, let alone of 
the wall. Despite this it had clearly been used as a partial bedding for 6, which 
also appeared at surface level over an area of about 3m (east-west) x 1.5m to 
the north and east of the sondage. Layer 6 was overlain by a tile and brick 
rubble layer (2). This was found throughout the excavation area and indeed 
beyond it; tiles were visible, for instance, around the exposed root bole of the 
tree to the north of the excavations, and downslope from this to the north. 
Most of the finds from the excavation came from layer 2, although the date 
range (through to the 20th century) probably represents a mixture of dumped 
rubbish and accidental losses rather than anything specifcally related to 
building 12. 
 

2.2 ARTEFACTS 

 
A collection of medieval and 16th-17th pottery and brick and tile was recovered 
from the excavation. The majority of the material came from the top of or just 
within the tile rubble layer (2).  
 
A small residual glazed sherd of Hampshire-Surrey Border ware (CBW) dated 
to the late 14th-15th century was recovered from context 8 in an assemblage of 
33 further sherds. These were all of post-medieval Hampshire-Surrey Border 
Yellow ware (BORDY), with an internal yellow glaze, dated from the mid 16th 
to 17th century. The yellow Border ware included part of a tripod skillet base, a 
flat skillet/bowl base, and wall sherds from both these vessels. The tripod 
skillet has internal throwing grooves and partial sooting on the exterior, 
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probably from charcoal stove fires. The flat skillet/dish base has a dark grey 
exterior, which may be from cooking. Flat-based skillets can have saucepan-
type handles or normal cup and horizontal loop handles with curved sided 
profiles. Most appear to have been used to heat specific ingredients or parts 
of a meal, or perhaps individual dishes. Skillets are dated from the late 16 th 
century through the 17th century (Pearce 1992, 20-21 and 59, fig 30). 
 
There was also a small amount of imported 16th-17th century pottery from the 
Rhineland, all in context 2. These were a sherd of Raeren stoneware, two 
conjoining sherds of Cologne-type stoneware and two sherds of Frechen 
stoneware. Raeren stonewares were particularly popular in London and the 
south-east of England from the early 16th century onwards. Stoneware imports 
were more numerous from the late 15th century onwards (Gaimster and Nenk 
1997, 174) and are the most numerous of the imports in early to mid 16 th 
century contexts. Cologne stoneware is dated to the 16th century, Frechen 
from the mid 16th and throughout the 17th century, and Raeren from the late 
15th century to the early 17th century. Post-medieval fine redware dated from 
the late 16th and throughout 17th century, and post-medieval red earthernware 
(17th century to 19th century) were limited to three examples. These were also 
from context 2. 
 
Metal finds include a possible milled window came which dates from the late 
16th century onwards, and a lead weight which may date to the early/mid 16th 
century (Egan 2005, 157). A conical copper alloy/brass object may be an 
egret or lace end or a round-topped spoon handle top dating from the mid 17th 
century (Egan, 2005). It certainly post-dates the late 16th century. A possible 
horseshoe has a very narrow arch, which is apparent from the late medieval 
period onwards but may be part of a 16th/17th century example (Clark 1986 3; 
Egan 2005, 179). All came from layer 2.  
 
The brick used for the walls of building 12 mostly dates from the 15 th century 
onwards (1480-1550) and is mainly in a local sandy fabric (London fabric 
3250). One example of a Flemish yellow brick (London fabric 3031) was found 
in rubble layer 2. This brick dates from the 14th/15th to 15th/16th century in 
Essex and London (Betts 2009, 174). Brick could be and was reused, and this 
material may therefore derive from Greenwich Palace3 or a stockpile 
associated with it. There is also brick (London fabric 3032) and peg tile that 
dates from after the Great Fire of 1666 century together with peg tile nails. 
This material is mostly from the tile rubble layer (2). A few bricks that may 
have post-dated the Great Fire were noted within building 12, but it difficult to 
be certain about these examples. It was impossible to examine, measure and 
characterise the fabrics of all the brick and tile given the massive quantity 
present and the limited extent of this project. 
 
Eighteenth and 19th-century factory wares and small fragments of clay pipe 
(all bar one being stems) were present across the site along with coins that 
date from the early 19th century (1816) to the early 20th century (1923). These 
finds probably relate to accidental losses during general ongoing use of the 

                                            
3
 We are most grateful to Julian Bowsher for pointing out a reference to the collection for 

reuse of bricks (or perhaps half-bricks) when the Palace was demolished in the 1660s (Colvin 
1976, Greenwich Palace, 144) 
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Park, perhaps with some element of deliberately dumped material. Given the 
lack of map evidence for a building here from the late 17th to the mid-19th 
century it seems highly unlikely that the later finds relate in any meaningful 
way to the use or demolition of building 12. 
 

3 DISCUSSION 

 

The sealed ceramic group from context 8 provides an earliest possible date in 
the first half of the 17th century for building 12. A few other pieces of post-
medieval pottery were found in context 2, but they cannot be securely related 
to the structure for the reasons mentioned immediately above. The bricks 
used to build structure 12, however, were largely of an earlier date than the 
pottery (c 1480-1550), with some later (post-Fire) material. The earlier bricks 
may have been re-used, but they were in good condition (except for post-
abandonment erosion of the soft fabric) if this was so. It seems more likely 
that they came from a stockpile of bricks from the Tudor or Elizabethan 
phases of the Park. The post-Fire bricks suggest a date in the second half of 
the 17th century, though wall 16 may have been a secondary insertion (even 
as a threshold) and the later bricks in wall 4 could conceivably have been 
repairs. The building could therefore fit within Jacobite, Restoration or ‘Wren’ 
periods of landscaping within the Park (cf RCHME 1994; Weinreb and Hibbert 
1983, 337).  
 
At any rate, the building may not have survived for long. The evidence for 
distress in wall 4 was clear enough, with movement and distortion of the 
masonry both along its length and laterally. The wall was quite thin at one and 
a half bricks, and the apparent use of a tile roof probably exacerbated the 
problem. It is unclear whether the building collapsed or was abandoned and 
allowed to fall into ruin, but the former seems more likely. It is an abiding 
curiosity that the structure does not appear on any of the Park surveys from c 
1680 onwards. This would be explicable, however, if the walls had fallen 
before the round of surveys had begun. 
 
During the excavation it was felt that structure 12 might have a relationship 
with the pre-avenue parkland landscape. The sloping ground here would 
provide excellent views northward to the old palace/Queen’s House site and 
to the Thames beyond this. While that aspect does hold good, it is more 
apparent now that the actual orientation of the building itself relates well to the 
layout of avenues, especially the one running between the Cross and Lovers’ 
Walks. Indeed the structure is aligned at 900 to the avenue, and in fact 
provides a direct view to the north end of One Tree Hill. This does not prove a 
relationship between the structure and the established parkland landscape of 
avenues and vistas, but it is at least suggestive of it. If there had been an 
intention to provide a view to the palace/Queen’s House and the Thames, the 
building would surely have lain at the appropriate angle. The same applies, 
but perhaps to a lesser degree, with the suggestion that the site was chosen 
to overlook the valley below (and a possible lake in the valley bottom). While 
the building clearly does provide a view here, it is still not in the optimum 
alignment for this. 
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Finally the relationship between structure 12 and the adjacent Old Keeper’s 
Cottage needs to be addressed. The original date of the Cottage is unclear, 
but it was clearly in existence by the time of the first surveys mentioned 
above. The site seems to have had a strong association with the Park’s deer 
herds (RCHME 1994, 74), and so could perhaps have been in existence as 
early as Henry VIII’s time. There is some potential for the excavated building 
to be broadly contemporary with the Keeper’s Cottage, although this certainly 
cannot be proved on the limited evidence available. 
 

4 CONCLUSION 

 
The project successfully exposed the majority of the brick masonry building to 
the west of the Old Keeper’s Cottage site. It appears to date to the first half of 
the 17th century, but the results suggest that the building was not long lived. It 
evidently had a tiled roof, but there was no evidence for a tile or stone-paved 
floor. This suggests that the structure was not of any great quality or status. 
The nature of the south side of the building is unclear, as only a tiny portion of 
this was exposed in a small trial trench. The south wall may have been 
continuous, or partly open with timber posts supported on foundation pads. 
The relationship of the building to the Old Keeper’s Cottage remains unclear, 
not least because the original date of the latter complex is not known with 
certainty. Finally the project provided an excellent, well subscribed and 
thoroughly enjoyed opportunity for local community involvement in an 
important archaeological project within one of London’s great Royal Parks. 
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APPENDIX 1: TABLES OF RECORDED CONTEXTS, AND FINDS 

 
List of contexts 
Number Type Description Interpretation 

1 Layer Lens of dark grey-brown silty clay 
with dense mat of grass and fine 
tree roots, typically around 50-
100mm thick. 

Garden soil. 

2 Layer Mass layer of tile and brick rubble 
present throughout excavation area  
on both sides of the walls of str 12.  

Rubble from the collapse of 
structure 12, especially its 
roof. 

3 Structure Brick masonry running for c 3.5m 
N-S before being lost in tree roots; 
0.34-36m wide. The corner of the 
building probably lies under (and 
has been destroyed by) the tree. 

West end of structure 12. 

4 Structure Brick masonry running E-W for c 
15.5m, 0.34-36m wide. Maximum 
three courses visible, intermittently. 
The bottom course, seen in only in 
two external sondages, is offset 
(see 13). The wall bows outwards 
significantly towards the west end, 

North wall of structure 12. 
The evidence for structural 
stress suggests that it could 
not have stood for a long 
time. 
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Number Type Description Interpretation 

and the coursing tips outward (ie to 
the north) near the west and east 
ends.  

5 Structure Brick masonry running N-S for c 
3.5m, 0.34-36m wide. There is a 
probable door at the E end of 4, 
either blocked by 16 or with the 
latter being a threshold. 

East wall of structure 12. 

6 Layer Layer of small flint pebbles abutting 
the external face of wall 4. Visible 
on the surface in places. Overlain 
by tile rubble 2. 

A laid surface external to 
structure 12. 

7 Layer Mixed rubble and mortar layer 
partly underlying layer 6 and 
seeming to abut wall 4 as well. 

Possibly a bedding for layer 
6, or a construction spread of 
waste material along wall 4. 

8 Layer Small to medium flint pebbles in a 
mid-dark brown quite loose silt and 
sand matrix, underlying 6 and 
probably 7 (this was not proved but 
must be the case). Certainly went 
under wall 4 and thus pre-dates it. 
Contained a consistent group of 
16

th
/17

th
-century pottery.  

Layer or possibly a feature fill. 
May have been mistaken for 
natural sand and gravel by 
the builders of structure 12, 
but it certainly is not.  

9 Feature Number assigned provisionally if 
context 8 is a pit fill, but this could 
not be proved within the sondage. 

Possibly a pit or other feature. 

10 Layer A flint pebble and cobble layer 
similar to 8 but with a light brown 
sand matrix. Just lips against the 
bottom of wall 4’s inner face, but 
also goes underneath it. Directly 
under tile rubble 2. Seals layer 14. 

Pebble/cobble surface which 
seems to predate structure 
12. It may have been re-used 
as a platform upon which the 
walls were built. 

11 Layer Flint pebble and cobble layer, same 
as 8 but on the inner side of wall 4, 
which it goes under. Directly under 
tile rubble 2. 

Pebble/cobble surface which 
seems to predate structure 
12. It may have been re-used 
as a platform upon which the 
walls were built. 

12 Structure Consists of walls 3, 4 (with offset 
13), 5 and 16. All walls feature brick 
datable to 1480-1550, but the wall 
must be later than this as it overlies 
layer/fill 8 which has securely 
sealed pottery of the late 16

th
/17

th
-

century. Evidence of structural 
stress along wall 4 suggests that 
the building cannot have stood for 
long. 

Building. Must be of early-mid 
17

th
-century date on the basis 

of the pottery from 8. It is not 
clear whether the structure 
predates or is part of the Old 
Keeper’s Cottage complex, 
but the former seems more 
likely. 

13 Structure Offset course of six bricks laid as 
headers under the external face of 
wall 4 in a sondage close to its west 
end. Does not continue eastwards 
within this sondage or one adjacent 
to it. A possible extension of this 
was found at the north-west corner, 
but this was less convincing. 

Offset foundation course. Not 
continuous. May represent an 
attempt to reinforce a soft 
patch of ground noted during 
construction. 

14 Layer Flint pebble/cobble layer under 11 
on inner side of wall 4, opposite 15. 
Though the two could not be 
connected in the two sondages 
they must be the same. No feature 

See 8 for discussion. 
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Number Type Description Interpretation 

edges could be seen. 

15 Layer Small to medium flint pebbles in a 
mid-dark brown quite loose silt and 
sand matrix, towards E end of wall 
4 opposite the sondage where 10 
and 14 were recorded. 15 does not 
appear to be exactly the same as 
14, having a slightly lighter soil 
colour and texture, but this may be 
due more to limits of observation 
than an actual difference. 

Possibly a feature fill, or an 
unconsolidated layer running 
along the outside of wall 4. 
Markedly similar to 8. 

16 Structure Brick masonry between walls 4 and 
5, 1.16m long and 0.42-44m wide. 
Only one course visible but there 
may be others beneath. 

Either the blocking of a door, 
or a threshold within the door, 
at the north-east corner of 
structure 12. 

17 Structure Small area of brickwork at the north 
end of small slit trench dug to see 
whether the south wall of structure 
12 could be found. The rest of the 
trench was blank, so this masonry 
seemed to be significant. 

Probably the south wall of 
buildings 12, giving an 
external width of c 4.8m. 

    

 
List of small finds 
SF no Material Type Comments 

1 Cu alloy Coin George III/George IV penny  

2 Silver Coin 1914 George V sixpence 

3 Cu alloy Spoon end Spoon end in brass late C17th 

4 Cu alloy  Coin 1816 George IV penny  

5 Lead Window 
came 

Milled window came post late 16
th
 century lead 

crumpled strip 

6 Cu alloy Coin 1823 George IV penny 

7 Cu alloy Coin 1923 George V half penny 

8 Cu alloy Coin 1900 Victoria penny 

9 Lead Weight Best comparison 1500-1550 

10 Iron Stamp? Cone with flat end for stamp / seal matrix? 

11 Iron Nail Square head large nail for peg tile 

12 Iron Nail Square head nail large for peg tile 

13 Iron  Nail Triangular head large nail for peg tile 

14 Flint Bladelet Microlith small 19mm long 3mm wide 

15 Iron Nail Oval head nail  

16 Iron  Horseshoe? Curved iron strip small horse? 

17 Flint Flake Debitage flake 

18 Iron Slag Tap slag? Smooth one side vesicular other 

All small finds were from context 2. 

 
 
List of bulk finds 

Type Fabric No Wt g L mm W mm D mm Date Comment 

Context 2 

Brick 3031 2 1900 220 110 40 C14-
C16 

Complete but broken Flemish 
type cream brick  

Brick  3250 1 1300 125 95 55 1450- Header ½ brick poss post 
med 

Brick 3250 1 1000 140 85 45 1450- Semi-complete 3250 

Brick 3032 1 955 105 90 55 1666-
1900 

Post-med brick type 
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Type Fabric No Wt g L mm W mm D mm Date Comment 

Brick 3032 1 87    1666-
1900 

Corner of post med brick 

Tile   4 25    1450- Peg tile frags one with hole 
round 

Tile  6 1750  155 14 Post 
1450 

Large frags peg tile square 
and  diamond holes 

Pot 
H/w 

frec 1 15    1550-
1700 

narrow strap handle on body 
sherd  

Pot 
W 

frec 1 5    1550-
1700 

Body sherd  

Pot w kols 2 18    1500-
1580 

Co-joining body sherd  light 
brown speckled glaze 

Pot w Raer 1 4    1480-
1610 

 

Pot 
Rim 

pmr 1 7    1600- Collared rim with internal 
light orange glaze 

Pot w pmr 1 3    1600- Bodysherd made into cube; 
part of gaming?   

Pot 
dec 

pmfr 1 1    1580-
1700 

Angular shouldered small jar 
sherd with groove on 
shoulder angle smoothed / 
burnished 

Pot w swsg 1 2    1720-
1780 

 

Pot w crea 16 26    1740-
1880 

 

Pot tpw 9 23    1780-
1900 

 

Pot tpw 6 13    1810-
1900 

Banded line dec red and 
black including cup handle  

Pot pear 2 3      

Pot engs 4 24    1700-
1900 

Light brown gl doulton/derby 
type 

Pot  bbot 8 87    19thC Blacking bottle /liquids 

Pot drab 3 26    1800-
1900 

Drab light brown ware 

Clay 
pipe 

Bowl 
frag 

1 2    17
th
- Small bowl with incised line 

and fine rouletting under c 
1640s 

Clay 
Pipe 

Mouth 
pieces 

3 3    17
th
-18

th
 1 bulbous end, 1 wafer flat 

end, 1 with slight fine collar 

Clay 
pipe 

stems 30 49    17
th
-19

th
  

Glass Vessel 
glass 

11 92    19
th
 C Clear and light green vessel 

glass including Dropper type 
lid 

AnBon frag 1      Probably cow rib 
Context (wall) 4 

Brick 3250 1 2000 220 95 45 1450- Complete sandy version of 
3250 

Context 8 

Pot w cbw 1 1    1350-
1500 

Very small sherd light green 
glaze jug frag 

Pot 
Base 

bordy 3 139    1550-
1700 

Border yellow tripod pipkin / 
skillet  more likely 1600- 

Pot 
base 

bordy 1 1    1550-
1700 

Base angle to above tripod 
skillet 

Pot w bordy 12 42    1550- Partial sooting part of tripod 
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Type Fabric No Wt g L mm W mm D mm Date Comment 

1700 skillet probably 

Pot 
base 

bordy 9 41    1550-
1700 

Flat based skillet? Co joining 
brown glaze  
Towards centre. 
 

Pot bordy 2 12    1550-
1700 

Co joining sherds part of flat 
based skillet 

Pot Bordy 2 21    1550-
1700 

Co-joining part of flat based 
skillet 

Pot w bordy 1 5    1550-
1700 

Part of flat based possible 
skillet  

Pot 
base 

bordy 2 6    1550-
1700 

Part of flat based skillet 

Pot w bordy 1 2    1550-
1700 

Part of  flat based skillet 

 

APPENDIX 2: SELECTED PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE EXCAVATIONS 

 

 
Plate 1: the start of the community excavation, 6 September 2010. Not the downslope toward 
Lovers’ Walk (in the far background). 
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Plate 2: a typical example of tile rubble layer 2, with wall 4 (partially covered by the rubble) 
running along the left-hand side. 

 
Plate 3: wall 4 showing the dip in its western half, and the offset course 13. Context 8 is in the 
centre and left of the sondage, continuing under wall 4. Note also cobbles 6 visible on the 
surface in the front left of the photograph. 
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Plate 4: wall 4 (right) with the dramatic pitching outward very evident. Note also wall 5 to the 
left, and the slightly thicker wall 16 between it and the end of 4. 

  
Plate 4: The west end of wall 4 (with possible 
offset), and wall 3 running to the tree behind. 

Plate 5: general view of Structure 12 from the 
west. Not the ‘bow’ in the wall relative to the 
tape line. 
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APPENDIX 3: SELECTED HISTORIC MAPS OF THE SITE 

 
 

 
The Keeper’s Lodge as shown on a plan of the Park drawn up in c 1675-80 (the ‘Pepys’ map). 
The tree-lined avenue between the Cross and Lovers’ Walks has been highlighted. Note that 
south is to the top and north to the bottom of the map. 
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The 1693 ‘Actual Survey of the Ground Whereon their Majesties Antient Palace of Greenwich 
Formerly Stood’. PRO CL MR 329. North is to the bottom, with the avenue and Keeper’s 
Lodge highlighted.  
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Another survey, perhaps carried out c 1695 (Webster’s date) but published in the London 
Magazine of 1749. The Lodge site and the tree-lined avenue between the Cross and Lovers’ 
Walks have been highlighted. Again, south is to the top and north to the bottom of the map. 
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W R Morris’s survey of 1834 still shows the location of the Lodge. The line of the avenue 
shown on the 17

th
/18

th
-century surveys has again been highlighted. This time north is towards 

the top of the map. 
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Henry Sayer’s plan of 1840 is the most detailed survey of the Lodge site. Note the avenue 
running past the left (north-west) side of the Lodge to Lovers’ Walk  
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The 3

rd
 edition Ordnance Survey map of 1916, showing Queen Elizabeth’s Oak. The line of 

the avenue between the Cross and Lovers’ Walks has been highlighted for comparison of the 
location with the earlier plans. North is toward the top of the map. Note the three trees just to 
the north of the path, to the west of the highlighted avenue – this is the site of the excavation. 

 

 


