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New light on Roman Kent

John H. Williams
Introduction

Kent, the nearest peint to manland Evrope of Eome's most northwesterly province, plavs a
key rdle in helping us to understand the evolution of Roman Britain (fig. 1). in recent years the
county has come under intense development pressure, following the construction of the Channel
Tunnel and the consequent opening up of southeast England to Eurepean markels, and this has
resulted in rnajor programmes of development-led archaeology. This paper considers this work
and the major impact it is having on our understanding of Roman Kent. The contributions of the
various individuals and organisations are listed and gratefully acknowledged on p. 236,

Kent furms a peninsula juthng out towards the continent which is only ¢ 2 km away. Its 5
and C coasts face the English Channel; its N coast follows the S chore of the Thames estuary,
which leads to London and has been, since carly pechistory, an important artery to the heart of
England. Kent is a county rich in archaeology of all periods from the Palseolithic onwards; tor
the Roman period one can note the cantonal capital of Canterbury, the walled town of Roches-
ter, Saxon Shore forts at Reculver, Richborough, Dover and Lympre, and villas at Darenth,
Eccles and Lullingstone !

ln geological ferms Kent is 4 counly ol contrasts, which rclates to its preseat landform, an
eraded anticline. In places aluong the coast are marshland and wetland, now largely reclaimed.
There are the well-drained chalx Downs and the preensand vale of Holmesdaie; in the Weald
proper, at the heart of the county, a mixture of heavy clays and sands supported an atforested
landscape until the Middle Ages and acted as a barrier and hindrance to carly settlement
growth,

Tn 1994 the {Channel Tunnel was apened. In order b take advanlage of the (unacl, the rail
and road infrastructure in Kent both required considerabie investrnent. This resulted in the con-
struction of the Channel Tunnel Rail Link {CTRL) and substantial upgrading of the major road
network. Thi= work has been accompanied by systematic large-sceie archacological investiga-
tions. Indecd, the programme of survey and excavation undertaken in connection wilh the rail
link has almnst certainly been the largest single archacological project seen in England. With
the improvements to the transport infrastructure have come industeial, commeraal and housing
growth, and here again development iz being accompanied by large-scale archacological work
provided for through the planning progess.”

Since this article has been written for international readers who are not necessarily familiar with the
organisation of archaeology in England, it perhaps worth commenting briefly on huow the acsdumic require
ments of archaeclogy in Kent are heing integrated within the spatial planning process In the Erglish aystern
of planning, archaenlpgical remains constizute o constiaint which needs to ne kaken account of in the plaz-
ning process. Most planning proposals are dealt with gy local zuthorties. Ken: Cousty Counci! has an arch-
acolngical team (led by the writar) which provides, as “curabor” of tse archaealogical resoree in the ground,
plarning advice ta all of Kent's districts apart from Canterbury {roverad by the Canterbury Archaeoloyical
Trust) and the unitary suthovity of Medway, A primary objective is 10 safvguard aschacelogical remains i
sitir; where this is not possible or appropriaze, mitigation (normally excavation and ecordizg) may be requir-
ed as 2 condition of any pianmng consent given? The responsibulity for secunng funching for Uhis argliaco-
lugiczl work falls to the developer; investigasiors are undertaken by archaeclogical wnits or trusts [heaquent-
Iy after a commercial tendering process} working b a specificatior agreed with the planning authorty,
IManning conditions must satisfy the tes. of “reasonableness”. This therefore importasnl thal planning aathor-
ties, advised by rheir archaeclogieal "curators”, seek o ensure that the work undertaken is both valus for
rroney and contributes b an increased vnderstanding of the past. Some matir projects {such as the CTRL,

I. H. Williams [ed.), Tie archaeetogy of Ket to ALD 800 (Kend History Froicl, fmthoaming).
Cirrent Archaeology 168 (200H).
CI, Planring Policy Guidance T6 {Departnent of the Environment, London Hill).
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