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1. Introduction 
 
Archaeological recording was carried out during the repair and reconstruction of the churchyard 
wall at the church of Icklingham All Saints, Suffolk, Grid Ref.: TL 7759 7261 (Figs. 1 and 2).  A 
preliminary visit by R.D. Carr in 2001 had identified that the northern c.25m of the eastern wall 
demonstrated evidence for different phases of build and repair, with the northernmost 10m 
apparently representing the rare survival of an early post-medieval churchyard wall.  The central 
section of the wall was in a state of collapse and the southern end of the east wall and the south 
wall had been completely rebuilt in the 1990’s.  The northern churchyard wall was constructed 
of brick dated to between the 16th and 18th centuries, but probably contemporary with the nearby 
Rectory which was built in 1780 and remodelled in 1834. 
 
The aim of the archaeological input was to record the non-salvageable parts of the wall prior to 
reconstruction and to assist in the construction of a conservation strategy for the northern 10m. 
 

All Saints Church

0 0.5

Kilometers

1

 
 
Figure 1. Site location 
 
2. Methodology 
 
In February 2002 an initial visit was made by R.D. Carr and Jo Caruth to make a digital photographic record of both 
faces of the northern 25m of the wall in order to identify the major structural features and the archaeological 
requirements.  At this point the wall had been cleared of most of the vegetation, but parts of it were in such poor 
repair that they were supported behind sheets of plywood, thus obscuring the details of the fabric. Visits were 
subsequently made between April and June 2003 to record details of the wall fabric and phases of build as repair 
work proceeded.  The recording comprised digital photographs, 1:20 wall sections and elevations, sketch drawings 
and site notes.  A sample of the earliest mortar has been taken for the possibility of OSL dating; this is currently 
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being investigated.  The site photographs, drawings and notes have been catalogued and are stored in the site archive 
in the Suffolk County Council Archaeological Store at Bury St Edmunds. 
 
3. Diary of visits 
 
Date Work done 
27/2/02 Digital photographs of both faces of the northern 25m of wall 
2/4/03 Site meeting 
9/4/03 Recording of exposed wall faces and sections 
16/4/03 Recording of exposed face and core behind protective board 
30/4/03 Recording of exposed wall core and repairs 
28/5/03 Recording of exposed face and core behind protective board 
16/6/03 Recording of exposed wall core at NE corner 
 
 

30

Length of Churchyard wall
studied in this project

0 15
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Figure 2. Location of churchyard wall 
 
4. Wall description 
 
4.1. Earliest phase 
The earliest wall fabric identified lies in the northern 10m from the north-east corner.  This is 
characterised by strongly coursed, small (less than c.10cm), unbroken and unknapped, densely 
packed flints (Fig. 3 and Plates 1 and 7).  A single course of flints projects from both faces of the 
wall near the top.  This is clearly both a decorative and a structural element to the wall in that it 
forms a ‘string course’ to throw rainfall away from the wall face.  It was noticeable on the 
western face that there were several courses of flints above this, the face of which was 
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progressively inset.  Once identified on the west face, this could also be seen in places on the 
east face, although here more repair work had been carried out.  It appears that the effect of this 
was to form a triangular coping at the top of the wall, and it is probable that the final course 
would have been a single flint wide (Fig. 3).  This is important information which shows both the 
shape of the wall top and the original height of the wall which can estimated at 1.46m including 
the coping of 50cm.  A sketch showing the presumed profile of the wall has been drawn (Fig. 3). 
The mortar was fine, slightly crumbly pinky-beige and the flints projected out from the pointing.  
Although some of this effect could be the result of weathering, the selection of small uniform 
flints does suggest that this may have been a desired visible feature of the walling.  This is 
thought to be the original fabric of the wall (Phase 1) but as no datable materials were seen 
within it, an absolute date for it is difficult to obtain.  The absence of alien inclusions in the 
fabric (e.g. tile or brick) is a notable characteristic.  Subjective experience of local domestic 
walling suggests that such inclusions were added from the 18th century onwards. 

 
Figure 3. Sketch showing shape of triangular capping (not to scale). 
 
Two separate build events could be identified within the wall (Plates 2 and 9).  These were 
visible as a clear break in the fabric and slight change in the pointing. However the wall style 
between the two builds was similar; the projecting line of flints continues, but at a slightly lower 
level and the flints are coursed as before, although the later wall is fully pointed on both sides, 
but with a very similar pinky-beige mortar. The fabric change is visible in both faces of the wall 
and therefore continues throughout the full width of it, and the angle of the change with the 
northern fabric below the southern fabric suggests that the northern end is the earlier fabric.  
There is a small patch of significantly larger flints (c.20cm) in the lower half of the wall between 
the two builds, which may have formed a temporary quoin to protect the exposed wall core and 
to add structural stability.   
 
It is possible that this represents a rebuild trying, and succeeding, to match the original style, but 
it is more likely that it represents a later season of build, demonstrating the point at which one 
season finished in the autumn and another started the following spring. The later build face was 
visible for a further c.2.5m, at which point the wall face had collapsed and evidence of repair and 
replacement was apparent.   
 
There were some repair patches within this earliest phase, particularly on the eastern face, but on 
removal the original core material could be seen continuing through.  Generally the condition of 
the fabric in this area was fairly sound; there were some areas that required repointing or 
repairing but little total collapse compared to the southern end. 
 
The north east corner of the wall is particularly interesting.  It has been extensively patched, but 
visual examination under the patching showed that the original core continued around the corner 
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from the east face.  The projecting flint course seen in the east face could also be seen to be 
continuing up to a vertical quoin made up of re-used limestone blocks and narrow, possibly 
Tudor bricks (Sue Anderson pers.com)(Fig. 4).  This marks the north and west end of all remains 
of the original build.  The upper edge of the top limestone block aligns with the lower edge of 
the projecting flint course, marking the start of the top of the wall.  This seems to suggest that the 
quoin is in situ and may represent the east jamb for a gate into the churchyard from the north.  
However the mortar around this quoin is different from that in the earliest fabric and looks 
applied, suggesting that if the quoin represents a gate jamb it was added after the initial wall 
construction, or as a repair.   
 

 
 

Figure 4. Sketch showing relationship between gate jamb, projecting flint course and repair 
patches on the north face of the wall (at the north-east corner)(not to scale). 
 
There is an observable variation in the churchyard ground level, roughly parallel to the present 
north churchyard wall, which strongly suggests that the churchyard has been extended.  This 
would explain why the flint walling does not continue along the north churchyard, despite 
turning the corner.  The presence of a northern gate in the early wall would be a feature likely to 
be retained in any re-alignment and would also provide a convenient break for the start of new 
work.  Strong circumstantial evidence suggests that this was the location of a northern gate 
contemporary with the flint wall; a gate jamb would be a point of weakness and might 
reasonably be expected to have been completely replaced with reused ashlar and early brick. 
 
4.2. Later phases 
West of the ‘gate jamb’ at the north-east corner, the north wall is made up of rough flint patching 
which continues for 153cm until it meets the remainder of the north wall which is constructed of 
orange bricks 222mm x 105mm x 50mm (16th-18th century Sue Anderson pers. comm.).  The 
east end of the brick wall is defined by a brick buttress two bricks wide.  Similar buttresses can 
be seen regularly spaced along the wall, but these are only one and a half bricks wide.  It is 
therefore possible that this marks the edge of the gate, although it is perhaps unlikely that this 
formed the original western gate jamb as the materials are so different.  Probably this is a later 
wall replacing the original wall but preserving the location of the original western gate jamb.  
The bricks in the base of the eastern jamb are not the same as those used in the main north wall.  
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The infill between the two walls continues along the top of the brick wall, forming a single phase 
of repair to the brick wall and the blocking of the gateway.  At a later a date a further north-south 
wall, forming the boundary for the adjacent domestic property, has been built up against the 
infilled gateway. 
 
At the southern end of the studied wall length (21m from north-east corner) the wall had split 
vertically and longitudinally (Fig. 5 and Plates 4 and 11).  The base of the outer eastern half of 
the wall was at a slightly lower depth than that of the western half and the fabric of each half was 
different.  The eastern face was made up of large (up to c.12cm), quite well spaced flints with 
occasional lumps of chalk set into a hard, beige-white mortar with few large inclusions.  The 
western half was made up of smaller, more tightly packed flints set into a hard white mortar with 
small-medium sized chalk inclusions and two large chalk blocks within the fabric, something not 
seen anywhere else within the wall.  A separate face of mortar had been applied over the flints on 
this half, and where this had been supported behind plywood board it could be seen to have been 
clearly shuttered.  The evidence suggests that two different phases of wall were represented and 
that the split occurred where the join between them had failed.  The top of the wall had been 
added later, with a layer of thin bricks/tiles under a capping made up of large black flints, 
apparently reflecting the shape of the original capping seen further to the north.  The bricks at the 
base of the capping were similar to those making up the 18th century east-west brick wall at the 
north side of the churchyard. 
 

 
 
Figure 5. Section drawing showing longitudinal split in wall and not to scale sketch from 
further north to show relationship with capping 
 
It appears that the eastern wall face was the latest feature at this end of the wall.  No objective 
dating evidence was recovered from it, but it lay outside the line of the 18th century capping.  
The circumstantial evidence also suggests that, situated facing east, out of the lea of the church, 
against the track and with significantly less ground support (the ground level was c.60cm lower 
on this side) than beyond the west face, this is more likely to have suffered repeated wear and 
damage.  However none of the wall fabric identified here is thought to be part of the original 
build of the wall. 
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4.3 Dating 
There is no artefactual or stylistic indication of date.  The triangular coping and string course of 
flint have not been observed elsewhere – although this is a subjective and casual observation, not 
the result of systematic survey.  The analysis of the structure shows the triangular coped wall to 
be the earliest surviving phase, the only datable subsequent phase is the northern brick wall, the 
brick type of which gives a terminus ante quem of 18th century.  The mortar type with a white 
appearance, high lime to sand ratio and absence of chalk-like granules (visual inspection) is not 
characteristic of observed lime mortars in 11th-13th century contexts (e.g. on the north nave and 
chancel wall of the church).  It is probably is most similar to mortars observed in late medieval 
and Tudor contexts (subjective impression based on local knowledge).  Overall the mortar 
showed itself to be generally  hard and durable, the wall construction and design robust; a life 
expectancy of over 300 years does not seem unreasonable, with a late medieval date a 
possibility. 
 
5. Discussion and Conclusion 
 
Whilst differing phases of wall build can be identified there is little objective evidence to 
establish the date of the original construction.  The earliest phase is characterised by even 
horizontal courses that continue through the fabric of the wall, with a single projecting flint 
course under a triangular flint capping.  This wall fabric is present at the north-east corner of the 
churchyard wall and c.12m south of it and 1m west.  It appears that the flint and mortar wall may 
have originally continued along the north edge of the churchyard  where there is some evidence 
of an earlier churchyard boundary pre-dating the current brick wall. The absence of any brick or 
tile fragments or re-used limestone blocks in this earliest phase raises the possibility that it may 
be late medieval, and is therefore a very rare surviving fragment of a medieval churchyard wall.  
The chancel of the church appears to be of 13th century date and the wall construction may be 
contemporary with that, it is considered unlikely to pre-date it.   
 
The dating of the gateway at the north-east corner is unclear, the positioning of the limestone 
jamb respects the projecting flint course, but the mortar is applied to the earlier wall core.  This 
implies that gate was inserted into the flint and mortar wall but that the wall capping was visible 
and intact.  It is likely that the insertion of the gate was earlier than the construction of the brick 
wall, as although the east of the brick wall may form the western gate jamb, the few bricks in the 
eastern jamb were not the same as those in the wall.   
 
The remaining later phases of wall repair relate to a continuous process of maintenance.   
 
6. OSL dating 
 
A mortar sample was taken from the earliest phase of the wall fabric with the hope of retrieving 
a date by OSL dating.  This method determines when the grains of sand within it last saw 
sunlight.  Providing that the sample taken is suitable, it may be possible to ascertain the date of 
the construction of the wall to within 100 years.  This is a new technique with exciting 
possibilities for the dating of structures and this particular sample could be analysed for £300.  
Although results cannot be guaranteed, if there was money available, it would be worthwhile to 
attempt to discover a more precise date for this wall than is currently available.  
 
Jo Caruth 
August 2003 
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Plate 1 East face looking north, showing the projecting flint course 

 
 

 
 
 

Plate 2  East wall face, showing different phases of build 
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Plate 3  East face prior to rebuilding. 

 
 

 

 
 

Plate 4  Section through south end of the wall showing longitudinal split. 
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Plate 5  East face, south end, showing relationship of face, brick course and capping. 
 
 

 

 
 

Plate 6  Gate jamb at north-east corner. 
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Plate 7  East face of the north end of the wall. 

Projecting flint (string) course 
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Plate 8  East face of north wall, south of plate 7. 
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Plate 9  East face of north wall, south of plate 8 
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Plate 10 East face of the north wall, south of plate 9. 
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Plate 11 East face of the north wall, south end 
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1. Introduction 

Archaeological recording was carried out during the repair and reconstruction of the churchyard 
wall at the church of Icklingham All Saints, Suffolk, Grid Ref.: TL 7759 7261 (Figs. 1 and 2).  A 
preliminary visit by R.D. Carr in 2001 had identified that the northern c.25m of the eastern wall 
demonstrated evidence for different phases of build and repair, with the northernmost 10m 
apparently representing the rare survival of an early post-medieval churchyard wall.  The central 
section of the wall was in a state of collapse and the southern end of the east wall and the south 
wall had been completely rebuilt in the 1990’s.  The northern churchyard wall was constructed 
of brick dated to between the 16th and 18th centuries, but probably contemporary with the nearby 
Rectory which was built in 1780 and remodelled in 1834. 

The aim of the archaeological input was to record the non-salvageable parts of the wall prior to 
reconstruction and to assist in the construction of a conservation strategy for the northern 10m. 
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Figure 1. Site location 

2. Methodology 
In February 2002 an initial visit was made by R.D. Carr and Jo Caruth to make a digital photographic record of both 
faces of the northern 25m of the wall in order to identify the major structural features and the archaeological 
requirements.  At this point the wall had been cleared of most of the vegetation, but parts of it were in such poor 
repair that they were supported behind sheets of plywood, thus obscuring the details of the fabric. Visits were 
subsequently made between April and June 2003 to record details of the wall fabric and phases of build as repair 
work proceeded.  The recording comprised digital photographs, 1:20 wall sections and elevations, sketch drawings 
and site notes.  A sample of the earliest mortar has been taken for the possibility of OSL dating; this is currently 
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