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Report of the Council for the Year 1926-27.

The financial position of the Congress continues to be satis-
factory and once again the Council has to thank Mr. Druce for
auditing the accounts.

In the last report reference was made to the evidence given on
behalf of the Congress before the Departmental Committee on
Probate Registries set up by the President of the Probate Division.
This Committee has just issued its report and it is satisfactory to note
that many of the recommendations made by the Council have been
accepted.

The two appeals on the assessment of learned and scientific
societies to Income Tax have now been before the Special
Commissioners, who have stated a case, adverse to the Societies’
claims, for decision by the High Court. It is expected that the
cases will come before the Court during the present Term.

Consequent on the power granted by the Congress last November
the Committee on Ancient Earthworks has discussed the revision
of its terms of reference with a view to extending the scope of the
Annual Report. The Committee recommends that this report
should be extended in order to include all Prehistoric, i.e., Pre-
Roman, finds.

The draft of the proposed scheme for recerding linear earthworks
is circulated herewith and will be brought forward for discussion
at the meeting of the Congress.

The Society of Antiquaries having invited the Council to assist
it in ascertaining to what extent, if any, ancient milestones were
being destroyed by road-widening schemes, the affiliated societies
were invited to institute enquiries on the subject within their districts.
So far there has been but little response to this invitation and the
Council would therefore ask the Societies to do what they can to
collect the necessary information, as the subject is of considerable
archzological and historical importance.

According to rule the following members of Council retire this
year:—The Dean of Gloucester, F.S.A., Mr. Hilary Jenkinson,
F.S.A., Mr. William Page, F.S.A.,, Mr. H. J. E. Peake, F.S.A_,
Mr. G. McN. Rushforth, F.S.A.| and Professor Hamilton Thompson,
F.S.A. In their place the Council recommend the election of the
following:—Mr. H. C. Andrews, Mr. B. Cozens-Hardy, Mr. P.
H. Currey, Mr. G. C. Druce, F.S.A., Dr. Cyril Fox, F.S.A., and
Mr. John Humphreys, F.S.A.

Report of the Proceedings at the
35th Congress.

The Thirty-fifth Annual Congress was held at the Society of
Antiquaries, on Tuesday, 15 November, 1927, the President, the
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Earl of Crawford and Balcarres, K.T., F.R.S., President of the

Society of Antiquaries, in the chair.

The following Societies sent delegates:—

Society.
Royal Society of Antiquaries of Ireland.
Royal Archzological Institute.
Cambrian Archaological Society.

Society of Genealogists.

Bedfordshire Historical Records Society.
Berkshire Archaological Society.

Archaological Society for the County of
Buckingham

Cumberland and Westmorland Anti-
quarian Society.

Royal Institution of Cornwall.
Derbyshire Archxzological Society.

Dorset Field Club.

Dugdale Society.

Essex Archxzological Society.
Hampshire Field Club.

East Herts. Archaxological Society

Kent Archxzological Society.

Lancashire and Cheshire Antiquarian
Society.

Leicestershire Archaological Society.
Lincolnshire Archaxological Society.
Oxford Architectural Society.
Prehistoric Society of East Anglia.
Shropshire Archaological Society.
Somerset Archaeological Society.

Surrey Archwological Society.
Sussex Archwological Society.
Thoroton Society.

Wiltshire Archaological Society.

Worcester Archaxological Society.

Yorkshire Archaological Society.

Delegates.
Herbert Wood.
G. C. Druce, F.S.A.
Pepyat Evans.
T. E. Morris.
W.T. J. Gun.
W. P. Haskett-Smith.
Dr. G. H. Fowler, C.B.E.
Rev. P. H. Ditchfield, F.S.A.
J. Hautenville Cope.

E. Hollis.
F. W. Reader.

R. G. Collingwood, F.S.A.

T'. H. B. Graham, F.S.A.
Canon Thomas Taylor, F.S.A.
P. H. Currey.

C. C. Thompson.

Rev. J. C. M. Mansell-Pleydell.
F. C. Wellstood, F.S.A.

R. C. Fowler, F.S.A.

H. Chitty, F.S.A.

Dr. J. P. Williams-Freeman.
H. C. Andrews.

G. C. Druce, F.S.A.

H. Andrews.

R. Wardman.

Major W. J. Freer, F.S.A.

Canon C. W. Foster, F.S.A.

R. G. Collingwood, F.S.A.

Miss N. F. Layard, F.S.A.

Preb. Clark-Maxwell, F.S.A.

H. St. George Gray.

P. Sturdy.

Hilary Jenkinson, F.S.A.

R. Garraway Rice, F.S.A.

J. Holland Walker, F.S.A.

B. H. Cunnington, F.S.A. Scot.

Rev. E. H. Goddard, F.S.A.

E. A. B. Barnard, F.S.A.

J. F. Parker.

Col. J. W. R. Parker, C.B.,
V.P.S.A.

There were also present Mr. Ralph Griffin, Secretary of the Society
of Antiquaries; Mr. E. Neil Baynes, F.S.A., Mr. J. P. Bushe-Fox,
F.S.A., Mr. R. S. Newall, F.S.A., Mr. H. Peake, F.S.A., Mr. C.
A. Ralegh Radford, Mr. G. McN. Rushforth, F.S.A. and Mr. T.
Davies Pryce, F.S.A., members of the Council; Mr. A. Keiller,
F.S.A. and Dr. R. E. M. Wheeler, F.S.A., members of the Earth-
works Committee, and the Officers of the Congress.
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The Report of the Council (p. 5) having been circulated, was
taken as read.

On the motion of the PrResIDENT, seconded by MR. Peake, the
report was adopted.

The TrEASURER moved the adoption of the Balance Sheet.

The motion was seconded by Mr. T'. E. Morris, and carried.

MR. RaDFORD presented the Report of the Earthworks Committee
(p. 16).

MR. St. GEORGE GRAY wished to emphasize the gratitude of the
Committee to Mr. Keiller for his generosity in preparing and printing
an Index to the Reports of the Earthworks Committee.

Dr. WiLLiaMs-FreeMAN desired to be associated in this expres-
sion.

THE PRESIDENT considered that the last year’s work of the Com-
mittee had been a most fruitful one and noted with satisfaction
that less destruction than usual had to be reported. He trusted that
this was due to an awakening of conscience on the part of destroyers.
For drawing up the report on Linear Earthworks Dr. Williams-
Freeman had to be thanked, and he also desired to associate himself
with the expressions of gratitude which had been passed on Mr.
Keiller’s generosity.  The Congress had during its existence
devoted the maximum of its activities to Earthworks and an index
to the reports was therefore of great value. He thanked Mr. Keiller
for the example he had set of hard work and public spirit, and for
his valuable contribution to archaological science.

The Report was then adopted.

On the motion of Mr. GarrawAYy RicE, seconded by Major
FRrEER, the Officersand Council were re-elected, Messrs. H.C. Andrews,
B. Cozens-Hardy, P. H. Currey, G. C. Druce, F.5.A., Cyril Fox,
F.S.A.,and John Humphreys, F.S.A., being elected in place of those
retiring by rule.

Mr. E. A. B. BarNarp, F.5.A., opened a discussion on the
destruction, disposal and transfer of ancient documents. He read
the following paper:—

In this favoured country of ours, for various contributing
reasons, we possess, as a famous writer has recently said, “A greater
treasury of the written word than any other nation that has ever
existed.” To this statement may be at once added the equally
true fact that we possess a Public Record Office for the preservation
of the public records, that stands second to none not only in its great
documentary resources, but also for the admirable efficiency of all
those who are in any way connected with its administration. To
the care of this vast and ever-growing collection of public records
has now been added the responsibility, under the Law of Property
Act, 1925, for the custody of such Manorial Records as may be
placed under the superintendence of the Master of the Rolls. These
records are defined in the Act as court rolls, surveys, maps, terriers,
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documents, and_books of every description relating to a manor
but they do not include, of course, any title deeds.

It is good to know that there is a keen desire on the part of many
people to assist in the preservation of these Manorial Records,
especially useful for local history now that the manorial system has
become a thing of the past. But unfortunately there is the other
side of the picture, a side that I venture to think demands immediate
attention and action if the traflic in, and consequent destruction of,
private records, that is to say of old documents, other than manorial,
in this country is to be stayed and, one devoutly hopes, eventually
stopped. .

Thhis subject was again brought to my notice by an incident that
took place during Christmastide, 1926, in a famous shop in the West
End of London. Many people were engaged in purchasing presents
there, and amongst some of the particular attractions of the bric-a-
brac type was a large and varied collection of blotters, book-covers,
shopping-lists, card-cases, etc., etc. To this collection buyers were
attracted by a large printed card hanging over the counter, and
bearing the words: “Old English Parchment Deeds. 'The Stuart
to the Georgian Period.”

This statement received further emphasis from a cursory
examination of the collection of the articles themselves, for each
article was also found to contain a slip printed as follows: Manu-
factured from Genuine Old English Parchment Deeds, Dated from
The Stuart to the Georgian Period.

Whilst I stood marvelling that such things should be, in an
establishment with such a reputation for artistic production as that
in which these goods, bound in mutilated documents, destroying
history, but certainly attractive in appearance, were displayed, a
customer after examining the collection, asked the price of a blotter,
and was told that it was 16s. and that its cover was made of five old
documents of different periods, and therefore was rather more
expensive than similar articles bound in one document only; also
that the earlier the document was known or considered to be, the
more was the cost of the article with which it was associated.

An examination of another blotter showed that it chiefly con-
sisted of a lease of property in Suffolk in 1675, and several other
articles were bound in earlier documents, mostly fines dated in the
early years of James I.

I exhibit two articles, a bridge scoring book and a shopping-
list, which I bought at the same establishment only three weeks ago.
One of them is bound in a fine of James I period, and the other in
a fine of that of William and Mary.

This was a revelation to me. I had often seen, as doubtless
most people have seen, instances of toy drums and tambourines
made from old documents, and I exhibit two, certainly made from
documents of a much later date, which I bought in Cambridge the
other day at the first toy-shop that I entered—and even in Rome, some
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years ago, 1 was abashed, or perhaps ashamed, to see such articles
on sale there, in a well-known shop in the Corso that then specialised
in English goods, to the amazement of an Italian antiquary of great
repute. So this constant destruction was still going on, and evi-
dently enlarging its bounds, and moving into higher circles too.

It must not be thought that such documents are only used for
the making of the type of article that I have mentioned, for much
parchment is used in the making of size, and, in more than one
collection of documents that I have examined, I have seen a number
of evidences of the parchments having been used for covering jam
jars. In these later days, too, must be added the great destruction
of documents en masse that certainly and for various reasons took
place during and after the Great War.

Thus thinking of the great importance and responsibility that
devolves upon us all, as antiquaries, to preserve all such old documents
as may at some time yield material for the historian, I wrote to
The Times, drawing attention to the facts already related, and pointing
out that despite the good work that is being done by many and
various authorities in the country, there still exists, and indeed has
long existed, a deplorable traffic in old documents, bought with no
other intention than that they should be cut up for various purposes.

At this juncture please let me make it quite clear that I do not
claim that every document whether on parchment or on paper is
of importance, but what I do maintain is that no document should
be destroyed unless the opinion of some competent antiquary,
preferably the local antiquary, or other authority has been obtained
as to its value.

The Times made a considerable reference to this subject in their
issue of January 4, 1927, and one of their staff found another firm in
the West End who stated “that they are now using such documents

. as part of the binding of note-paper cases. They disclaimed
any intention of vandalism. The old documents which come into
their hands in large quantities are obviously,” the paragraph continues,
“of a commonplace and routine character but if any document which
appeared to be of special interest or importance came into their
possession it would not be destroyed.” (I do not think that I need
comment on the statement that I have just read.)

Reference then follows to the very large class of documents
consisting of those which are in private possession, such as old deeds,
leases, settlements, or letters.

“It frequently happens,” the report continues,“that the executors
of estates resolve to clear out what appears to them to be little better
than useless lumber, the accumulations it may be of centuries, which
seem to have no historic value, and they sell it in mass. This is
probably the source from which old parchments are originally
obtained for commercial purposes. Unfortunately it sometimes
happens that these clearances are effected without competent advice
as to the value of the old muniments. While these may have no
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value from the point of view of national history, they may well be
important as local records.”

In conclusion The Times says: “In regard to old documents
generally, the experience of those who are most closely concerned
is that, while parchments of the r2th and 13th centuries are of
considerable value, national as well as local, because of their rarity
as memorials of an age when few people wrote, deeds belonging to
the later centuries, being much more numerous, are for the most
part of little importance. Mortgages, leases, and deeds of settlement,
copiously inscribed on large parchments, with great wealth of detail
and much repetition, are not likely to be of much service either to
the historian or the archaologist. It is essential, however, that
these should not be destroyed until expert evidence is obtained and,
in any event, the parchments might be handed over to the local
Archzological Societies as gifts, instead of being sold for the small
sums they realise.”

I cannot for one think that, as someone wrote recently, this is
an age and a day “in which tradition and historical imagination are
fast losing their hold on the popular imagination, and everything
is subordinated to the practical and rapidly changing needs of modern
life.” Surely never was there a time when by the intelligent and
widespread teaching of local history so strong and powerful an impetus
is being given to the love and lure of national history. The conserva-
tion and preservation of old things is really inherent in the minds of
practically everyone living in this country, although probably some
people would not admit this fact, and that spirit, in which love of
country is so evident, should be fostered by every antiquary, and we
must see to it that, so far as in us lies, everything shall be preserved
that may in any way help to engender and increase the love of the
past. There must be that strong desire then that we shall not allow
posterity to look back on us and proclaim that we took no steps to
check this destruction—for I quite agree that none of it is done in
a spirit of vandalism—this heedless destruction of many documents
for-the preservation of which they would have been so grateful.

So far from looking on this trade in old documents as possibly
being more or less exotic, it really is a trade that, even in a small
way, has long been in existence. If London shops can find a public
for articles of the type that I have mentioned then provincial shops,
at least in the large centres, presumably attract their customers too,
and there may also be the possibility of a small export trade to be
considered as well.

In any case, with no wish to exaggerate conditions, there must
always be a steady and entirely unnecessary destruction of documents,
tens of thousands of them every year, that pass into oblivion without
any consideration whatever of their historical possibilities, national
or local, being obtained

The letter in The Times brought me quite a number of com-
munications of one sort and another relating to this subject, from
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various parts of the country, two of the first that I received being
from dealers in documents, a business against which there is of
course nothing to say, so long as the documents concerned remain
in the hands of buyers who will preserve them.

Of these letters one was from Mr. A. W. H. Burder, a Wiltshire
antiquary, who wrote as follows:—

. . A few years ago I was instrumental in rescuing eight cwt. of old deeds,
the turn-out from a lawyer’s office at Bradford-on-Avon which a rag and
bone dealer bought for £2 10s. and which we have re-purchased for [r12.
We got several members of the Wiltshire Archmological Society to
look them over, and amongst them there were a fair number of interest,
some dating back to Henry VIII and Elizabeth. Many were of no value.
There were also some Apprentice Indentures. The Rev. A. W. Stote, then
Vicar of Trowbridge, tabulated them, and they were made over to the County
Archzological Society and are now in the Museum of the Society at Devizes.
I remember one very small feoffment which we sent up to the British Museum
was pronounced to be of the 13th century. Some were connected with
property as far apart as Devon and Yorkshire, which we offered to the owners
of those properties; some connected with Wiltshire properties, which went
to Devizes. The Rev. E. H. Goddard, the Secretary of the Wiltshire
Archaological Society, was very glad to get those of interest to the County.
Had they not been rescued they would have been used to cover drums, etc.,
which I expect is the fate frequently . . . .

The second letter came from a lady who said that she had a large
and well-arranged collection of late eighteenth century letters, and
that she had decided, just before reading my letter, to allow a young
member of her family to satisfy a long cherished wish, and have the
whole collection to cut up for its watermarks and postmarks. How-
ever, she had now decided to wait for a few days, in the hope that
someone or some authority might advise her as to the interest or
importance of the collection. I asked if I might be allowed to go
down and see it. Permission was readily given and, without going
into any further details, I found that the letters contained many
interesting references to people, places and things in a district of
which I am myself a native, and that it would have been a thousand
pities if they had been destroyed. I am happy to say that my corres-
pondent, with the ready agreement of other members of her family,
has now permitted the publication of many of the very interesting
details that the letters contain, and ultimately the whole series is
to be given to the ermmgham Reference Library, where there is
already a great and increasing collection of documentary evidences
concerning Warwickshire and the Midlands particularly.

To this I may add a third that comes into the same category,
and with the details of which I am closely acquainted.

Three or four years ago a chest of documents that had long
been hidden away in an upper room of a large country house in
Worcestershire was left there when the house ceased to be occupied.
The new owner of the house, whilst making a round of inspection of
the premises, was informed of a derelict chest, and fortunately became
so interested in its contents, that he decided to have all the documents
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carefully arranged and examined. That work has now practically
been completed and besides the presence of a series of early 13th and
14th century deeds in the collection, it has also been found to contain
documents that establish definitely the opinion often held entatively,
that the family of Hall, of which family was John Hall, who
married Susanna Shakespeare, originated from Idlicote, in Warwick-
shire. There are also, in the collection, other documents of interest
relative to several of Shakespeare’s friends and connections, docu-
ments the presence of which was hitherto unknown, whilst perhaps
the most important of all are documents that place Henry Condell,
the co-editor with John Heminges of the first folio of Shakespeare,
in a much more important position than has formerly ever been
attributed to him. One of the indentures is signed by Condell
himself, this” being, so far as is known, the only existing signature
of this close friend of Shakespeare’s, apart from the three instances
that appear in the parish books of St. Mary Aldermanbury, London,
with which parish Condell was closely associated for many years.
The details of these finds have not yet been made public.

These are cases of fortuitous preservation. Let me give two in-
stances of destruction. I will not give more because I am afraid
that even sadder ones may be forthcoming as the result of the dis-
cussion which will follow:

1. A lady, owing to losses as a result of the Great War, had
to leave her old house and move into a smaller one, taking with her
a large and varied collection of documents relative to her former
property. She found that under the new conditions she had little
or no room to spare in which to store the documents, so she decided
to ask the advice of others likely to be interested in the preservation
of the collection. She was unable to obtain any satisfactory advice,
and eventually, and within the last two years or so, ordered her
gardener to make a bonfire of all the documents, which was done
forthwith, the gardener describing the collection as being “quite a
cart-load” in quantity.

2. A lawyer, whose offices were becoming seriously congested
with quantities of documents and who is particularly cautious in all
his methods, had a general turn-out of cupboards and boxes not
many years ago, which occupied two of his clerks for practically
a week. The documents were all piled up in the garden at the back
of his offices, and there they were all burnt. One of the clerks told
me himself what he considered to have been the total weight of the
documents thus destroyed, but I will not repeat it as it might seem
almost an exaggeration, although I have very good reason to believe
that the statement was not far fetched. A very few of the documents
were put on one side surreptitiously and given to me, and these
proved to be of great interest, three or four of the deeds concerned
a fifteenth century tithe barn, and there was a very interesting
Kitchen Book of about the year 1620. It is extremely probable that
there were therein a number of documents concerning certain
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monastic property in the district, a district in which, a century ago,
shop-keepers were selling certain of their goods wrapped in fragments
of conventual manuscripts.

Of another type I may give the following instance:

An important and extensive collection of Manorial Rolls and
other documents had long been known to exist in a parish chest in
a town in the Midlands. Owing to a variety of causes this collection
was seriously injured by damp and by rodents, and became an
almost inextricable mass. Its destruction was suggested seriously
by one in authority, but most fortunately other ideas prevailed in
the mind of the responsible guardian of the documents, and I am
happy to say that the larger part of the collection has now been saved
and constitutes a considerable source of local history, as, amongst
other classes, it contains an important series of Manorial Rolls
beginning early in the 14th century.

I have made one or two references to lawyers, and I think that it
is fairly obvious that many documents that ultimately come to the
destruction which we are considering this morning must originate from
the offices of some of them, but one must be fair on this point. We
have only to look back a few years to see how much lawyers have done
in preserving deeds and in compiling papers concerning them of
great antiquarian interest and value. But that it is not always possible
for some of them to appreciate the antiquarian value of documents
is evidenced from a conversation I recently had on this subject with
alegal friend. He asked me if certain deeds in which I was interested
were of any use as title deeds. When I told him that they were all
old deeds, and of little or no use therefore in proving any title, he
replied “then I fail to see how they can possibly have any other value.”

And that’s just the trouble. Most people don’t see how old
documents can possibly have any other value, and as to any senti-
mental regard for the work of those who engrossed the documents,
oftentimes so beautifully and so delicately and with so much thought
and labour, that, of course, is an entirely negligible factor, as also
is the fact that they were drawn up on parchment for the sake of
preservation at a time when such a thing as a typewriter was as un-
discovered as Utopia. Now there must be some remedy, there
must be some means of staying this destruction. It is quite obvious
that no statutory powers could be obtained at any time for the preven-
tion of this traffic in old documents, and it seems therefore that the
only way in which definite action can be taken is by influencing
public opinion against this destruction of history and after careful
consideration of all its phases, to organise ourselves to bring about
this influence by peaceful persuasion, by very strong and determined
peaceful persuasion, tactfully and energetically.

To achieve this end we must organize an immediate campaign,
so it seems to me, not only as a Congress of Archaological Societies,
the influence of which should be very considerable, but also as units
of the Congress. Every Archzological and Historical Society and
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all the Public Libraries in the country should be approached, to say
nothing of other public bodies and societies whose assistance would
be most helpful, and should be asked to do all in their power to
influence public opinion in their respective areas and to arrange to
take charge, at least until other adequate accommodation can be
supplied, of all such documents as may be offered to them.

MRg. R. C. FowLER desired to stress the advantages to be gained
by the co-operation of local societies and libraries. Some documents
were doubtless not worth preserving but all should be examined by
an expert. The Essex Archwological Society had invited owners of
documents to inform its Council of their existence with notes of
character, extent and date, also offering to give advice as to preserva-
tion.

Mgr. Rarpu GRIFFIN referred to the recently issued report of
the Committee on Probate Registries. In his opinion the Committee
had taken rather too optimistic a view of many of the Probate
Registries, many of which he considered were not suitable repositories.
While on the whole concurring with the recommendations of the
Committee he was doubtful as to the adequacy of all the safeguards
suggested.

PreBENDARY CLARK-MAXWELL drew attention to the difficulties
of finding storage room in any depository, but considered that it
would be well to enquire what use could be made of the premises of
the local societies and public libraries. The delegates should urge
their societies to stir up public opinion in their districts to keep a
watchful eye on the clearing out of solicitors’ offices and to see that
all documents should be submitted to an expert before being con-
demned to destruction. Fortunately the larger documents were the
most useful for commercial purposes and these were of less value
historically.

Dr. G. H. FowLer reminded the meeting that two sets of
documents had to be dealt with, those in the possession of private
families and those in the custody of solicitors. He had approached
his local Law Society and had asked that no documents should be
destroyed without submission to him. He suggested that the
Congress would do well to interest the L.aw Society in the subject.

Major Freer supported the suggestion that the Law Society
should be approached. In Leicester the City and County Councils had
arranged that all Court Rolls should be deposited in the strong room
at the Town Hall.

Canon FosTer was glad to say that the Lincoln Probate Registry
was kept in a most admirable way and much repair work and calendar-
ing had been done. 'The same was also true of the York Registry.

MR. GARRAWAY RICE remarked that the present danger to docu-
ments was in great part due to the fact that no abstract of title was
now needed in conveyances of property. The Sussex Archzologi-
cal Society was prepared to undertake the custody of local documents
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and if this were done in other districts and the fact made known many
documents would be saved.

Mg. CHrTTy pointed out the difficulty occasioned by the clearing
up of a solicitor’s office owing to death or dissolution of partnership.
In this way many documents-were inevitably destroyed and moreover
many owners did not want their documents and were glad to be rid
of them.

CoL. PARKER was glad to think that the question of the preserva-
tion of manorial documents was now finally settled and the Master
of the Rolls was arranging for official depositories all over the country,
the rooms of the Yorkshire Archzological Society being one. There
was no doubt, however, that many owners were objecting to handing
over their documents. In Yorkshire the Society was approaching
owners when estates were being broken up. He also drew attention
to the value of family letters.

Mg. Pepvyar Evans felt that the great difficulty was suitable
storage places. He considered that the happy mean lay between
centralisation and localisation.

MRr. HautenNviLLE Cope pointed out the danger of the de-
struction of documents on the break-up of estates and suggested that
the societies should approach the local land and estate agents urging
them to impress on owners the advisability of having their documents
examined by an expert before they were consigned to destruction.

Mg. Hirary JENKINSON pointed out the great danger of any
attempt at selection and urged that collections of documents should
be taken over as a whole. He suggested that the Congress should
issue a few simple rules on preservation and storage. 'There was
no doubt that owing to lack of storage room many parochial docu-
ments had been destroyed without the knowledge of the County
Council. He thought it would be advisable for the Congress to get
into touch with the County Councils and with the College of Estate
Management and also stressed the need of a body of local experts
who could report to their societies.

Mr. ANnDRrReEws agreed that everything should be kept,
and suggested that when any Society acquired a collection of docu-
ments those which were not of local interest should be offered to
other societies to whose districts they referred.

MR. Morgis considered that destruction was as often as not due
to owners not knowing what to do with documents. In Wales the
National Library was prepared to take charge of all documents
dealing with Wales. He considered that a circular, such as that
issued by the Essex Archwological Society, was an admirable
suggestion.

MR. St. GEORGE GRay said that it was the practice with his
society to offer deeds which did not concérn Somerset to other
counties with which they dealt. The two great difficulties were
space and accessibility. In Somerset they were taking nothing after

1800, but on this point he would like a ruling. He was not in favour
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of documents as a rule being handed over to local public libraries.
He urged that pressure should be put on the County Councils to
ensure that their muniment rooms were made suitable, which was
often far from being the case.

MR. STURDY considered that a notice might be placed in Museums
drawing attention to the importance of preserving documents and
stating where they could be sent for custody. He suggested that
members of local societies should make it their business to get into
touch with the solicitors in their districts, and should also suggest
to purchasers of estates that all documents should be handed over
whether necessary for title or not. He felt that the first consideration
was to prevent destruction.

MRr. Woobp emphasised the need for propaganda and also drew
attention to the condition of Parish Registers, instancing the action
taken by the Church of Ireland.

THE PrEsiDENT in thanking Mr. Barnard for his address
considered that the great difliculty was in deciding what documents
were of value. Some measure of destruction was inevitable and more-
over it was no new thing; he had only to instance palimpsests. But
what was necessary was to ensure that nothing of value should be
wantonly destroyed. What was therefore to be done? It was
clear that it was impossible to ask for legislation. Therefore it
behoved the members of Congress to stir up public opinion, to insist
on the necessity of preservation not only from wilful destruction but
also from damp and damage, and to approach local Law Societies,
Museums, Land Agents and Solicitors, pointing out the historical
and archzological value of these ancient documents.

He then moved the following resolution:—

That this Congress of Archaological Societies requests that the
matter of the destruction of old documents be fully considered by
the Council of the Congress which is hereby authorised to take such
action as may appear desirable.

The resolution was carried unanimously.

On the motion of the Rev. P. H. Ditchfield a vote of thanks was
passed to the President for presiding.

Report of the Earthworks Committee.

At the 34th Congress your Committee asked for permission to
vary its term of reference. Since this was granted the Committee
has discussed the question and decided that the most useful extension
would be for the annual report to include all prehistoric, i.e., pre-
Roman, finds of any sort, while continuing to include notes on earth-
works of the Roman or post-Roman periods. It was also decided
that the report to be presented to the 35th Congress should embody
these suggestions, although it was recognized that it would not be
possible to produce a complete report on this scale for the present
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year. Should this decision be confirmed by the present Congress,
it is hoped that it will be possible to do so next year.

In the present report notes of prehistoric discoveries other than
earthworks, e.g., habitation sites and burials, are included under the
heading of Excavation. Chance finds of prehistoric date, e.g.,
implements or isolated finds of pottery, are included under the
heading of Preservation and Record. Considerations of space do
not permit any details to be given, but a reference to the original
record is given, when the find has been published. These refer-
ences are not repeated in the bibliography at the end of the report.
Where no reference is given, the record is due to the Committee’s
Local Correspondents and its publication will be recorded in a
subsequent report. It will be found that some of these notes refer
to finds made at an earlier date, but now for the first time published.

Your Committee has considered the question of Linear
Earthworks. The papers on this subject and the excavations
which have been recorded in these reports during past years,
are evidence of the interest which this subject is arousing in
certain areas, an interest which the new revelations of aerial photo-
graphy have done much to stimulate. Unfortunately these earth-
works, especially the slighter banks and ditches, are very liable to
destruction by agricultural and other operations. Your Committee
in issuing the annexed pamphlet hopes that Members of Local
Societies may list and map the examples in their own districts, and
that this fuller record and classification of the works may throw
further light on their purpose, distribution and date. A list of the
examples already known and published is being drawn up, but it
is impossible for this list to attain completeness without the co-
operation of local workers. The Committee offers its sincerest
thanks to Dr. Williams-Freeman, to whom it is indebted for the
preparation of this pamphlet.

Field workers have been active in many districts. The Bristol
University Spelzological Society continues its surveys of the antiqui-
ties of the surrounding country. Several records of hitherto un-
known earthworks demonstrate the value of this work.

The list of cases under the heading of Destruction is the shortest
for some years. Quarrying continues to be one of the main causes,
but all the cases reported are not new. The removal of a section of
the turf wall near Appletree Turret is to be regretted, as the work,
at this point, was in a good state of preservation.

The wet weather this summer has caused a diminution in the
number of excavations to be recorded, and in spite of the extension
of the scope of this report, the notes under this heading are not more
numerous than last year. The third season’s work at St. Catherine’s
Hill, Winchester has revealed interesting features in the construction
of the entrance to the Camp, which dates from the Early Iron Age.

At Richborough the complete lay out of the triple-ditched fort
has been planned. The mid-first century ditches, discovered last
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year, have been further explored and an entrance has been found.
At Forden, Montgomeryshire, an occupation of the earth fort has
been demonstrated, 8o A.p. and the early third-century being initial
and terminal dates. Excavations at Birdoswald, Cumberland, have
brought to light interesting facts, shewing the relation between
the turf wall and the Hadrianic Fort.

An index to the Reports of the Committee for the years 19o5-26
has been prepared, and can be purchased for one shilling. Mr.
A. Keiller, F.S.A. offered not only to compile this index, but also
to bear the cost of setting up the type. Your Committee is greatly
indebted to Mr. Keiller for his generous offer, which has enabled
this very necessary work to be done. The present and future reports
of the Committee will contain their own Indices, and it is hoped,
after every five or ten years, to combine these into indices covering
the whole period to date.

We regret to have to record the death of Colonel W. Llewellyn
Morgan, R.E., F.S.A., for some years a Member of this Committee.
Dr. R. C. C. Clay, F.5.A., Mr. Reginald Smith, V.P.S.A. and Dr.
Cyril Fox, F.S.A., have been appointed members.

Your Committee ask that the thanks of the Congress be_offered
to Mr. Keiller for the preparation of the Indices, both of previous
and of the present reports, and also to the numerous local corres-
pondents, without whose assistance the compilation of this report
would not have been possible.

Detailed notes follow under the usual heads. In order to facilitate
reference to a particular site, when possible a note has been included
wherever last year’s notice referred to work unfinished, even though
nothing has been done during the present year. For publications
search should be made in the bibliography under the name of the
excavator if mentioned in last year’s note. If no name was mentioned
or if the publication is by another person a note is inserted under the
site, shewing where the publication can be found.

England and Wales.
PRESERVATION AND RECORD.

The list first given in each county is that of prehistoric antiqui-
ties scheduled as Ancient Monuments during the past year.
BerksHIRE.—T'he remains of a disc barrow (?), found in 1909, and of a

Bronze Age burial within it, are recorded from Marshall’s Hill, Reading.
(Berks, Bucks and Oxon. Journ. XXXI, 72.)

BUCKINGHAMSHIRE,—

I'hornborough Mounds (tumuli).

CarpiGansHIRE.—Llandyssul. Mr. I. T. Hughes reports that in the
course of a survey he has discovered]a reactangular earthwork two miles north-
east of Llandyssul, in a field called Cae Perth (?) Caerau. A Roman date is
suggested.

———Upper Vaenor. A bronze palstave is recorded from the fields
next east to Ash Grange. (Arch. Camb. LXXXII, 200.)
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CARNARVONSHIRE.—Nant y Castell Camp, Llanbedrog.

Carnarvon. Segontium Roman Fort. Negotiations are proceed-
ing between the purchasers of the site and the Ancient Monuments Board for
Wales, as to the best method of preserving the excavated remains.

Llanystumdwy. During the digging of foundations for the new
rectory, the remains of a hut, occupied during the Roman period, were found.

CursHire.—Shocklach Castle. The removal of material from the earth-
works has been discontinued, since the castle was scheduled as an Ancient
Monument.

The following finds are reported. Acton Brook; near Acton
Bridge Station, polished stone celt. Congleton; Bronze Age hoard, consisting
of one socketed celt, two socketed leaf-shaped spear heads and two ferrules.
Haslington; stone axe-hammer. (Antiquaries Journ. V11, 60, 62 and 522.)

CorNwALL.—Trencrom Castle, Uny Lelant. Beersheba long stone,
Uny Lelant. The Zennor Quoit. Pennance chambered barrow, Zennor
Treen Common stone circle, Zennor. Castle an Dinas, Ludgvan. Chysauster
hut clusters, Gulval. The “Blind Fiddler” standing stone, Trenuggo, San-
creed. The “Merry Maidens” (or “Dawns Men”) stone circle, St. Buryan.
The “Pipers of Boleigh’ standing stones, St. Buryan. Treryn Dinas fort,
St. Levan. Tumuli, S.S.E. of Treen, Zennor. Bosporthennis beehive hut
(or The Crellas), Zennor. Bosporthennis hut circles, Zennor. 'T'he “Nine
Maidens,” or Boskednan stone circle, Gulval. Long Stone, west of Boswens
Common, Sancreed. Chun Cromlech, Morvah. Chun Castle, Morvah.
Croftoe British Village, Morvah. Bosullow Trehyllis (hut circles), Madron.
Men an Tol, Madron. West Lanyon Quoit, Madron. Higher Drift long
stones, Sancreed

Pelynt. Mr. G. H. Grigson reports the discovery of several
unrecorded barrows in a field south of the road from Looe to Pelynt and about
§ mile west of Trelawne Lodge.

CuMBERLAND.—Dunmallet Hill Fort, Dacre.

—Wastwater, The hut circles at Greendale, mentioned in 1877,
were re-found during this summer.

DenpicusaiRe.—Maes Mochnant Standing Stone, Llanrhaiadr ym
Mochnant. Hafod y Dre Stone Rows and cists, Pentre Foelas. Moel
Llech Tumulus, Llanfair Dyffryn Clwyd Rural.

-‘Moel Hiraethog, Gorsedd Bran. A bronze age cinerary urn
is recorded from this tumulus (Arch. Camb. LXXXI, 413.)

DEerBYSHIRE.—Brown Low Tumulus, Ludworth.

Bakewell. A find of several Bronze Age urns in a quarry on
the Stanton Estate is recorded. Whether they came from a tumulus or an
urn field seems uncertain. (Antiquaries Yourn, V11, 67.)

Devon.—Group of tumuli on south side of Gittisham Hill, near Honiton.
Two tumuli on Farway Hill, near Honiton. Willsworthy “Pound,” Petertavy,

——————Buckerell. An examination of the supposed camp on Buckerell
Knap by Mr. G. T. Harris and Mr. C. A. R. Radford suggests that the “en-
trenchments” are modern enclosure banks, while other features, thought to be
artificial, are more probably due to natural agencies. Unless further evidence
is forthcoming this should be deleted from the list of earthworks.

DorseT.~—Group of barrows on Bokerly Down, Pentridge. Long barrow,
{ mile S.W. of St. Rumbold’s Church, Pentridge. Pimperne long barrow,
Tarrant Hinton. Two long barrows on Gussage Hill, Gussage St. Michael.
Long barrow, east of Thickthorn Down, Gussage St. Michael. Disc barrow,
west of Harley Gap, Gussage Down, Gussage St. Michael. lLong barrow,
south west of Chettle House, Chettle. Chettle long barrow at north east
corner of Eastbury Park, Tarrant Gunville. Long barrow on Little Down,
Tarrant Rawston. Long barrow on Blandford Race Down, south of Vanity
Hill Wood, Tarrant Launceston. Long barrow, 1,100 yards west of Bere
Down Buildings, Bere Regis.
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