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SUMMARY 

A provisional desk-based archaeological assessment of land at old All Saints Church, 

Murston, Kent (NGR 592086 164769, centred) was commissioned by John Nightingale in 

July 2011 in view of proposed development and tidying-up of the site, which includes a 

Scheduled Ancient Monument. 

The proposed development has implications for any buried heritage assets of archaeological 

significance that may exist on the site. Although available evidence suggests that the survival 

of pre-medieval assets that may have existed within the church and cemetery area will 

probably have been compromised, their presence cannot be ruled out and it always remains 

possible that significant archaeology will be encountered through groundworks.  

Archaeological evaluation of the site prior to any groundworks is recommended, followed, if 

necessary, by excavation or watching brief.  The proposals also have implications for the 

present and future character of the site and its setting; a few suggestions are made for minor 

alterations to the proposals to preserve its appearance and intelligibility.  The proposal to 

install interpretation boards on the site is welcomed, but some further research may be 

advisable to ensure accuracy and completeness. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

This report presents the findings of a provisional desk-based archaeological assessment of the 

remains of the old church and churchyard of All Saints at Murston, near Sittingbourne, Kent 

(centred NGR TQ920647; Fig. 1), commissioned by John Nightingale on behalf of All Saints 

Church, Murston Charitable Trust in July 2011, in view of proposed development of the site. 

This provisional desk-based archaeological assessment is a consultation document prepared 

for the client which may be submitted as part of a planning proposal. It therefore constitutes a 

pilot study assessing the potential for further research, either desk-based or in the field. 

Additional desk-based research and/or fieldwork may be specified as conditions on any 

planning consent. 

The report was directly requested of the Canterbury Archaeological Trust by the client to 

form part of a planning submission. The objective of the desk-based research, verbally agreed 

with the client and in accordance with Planning Policy Statement 5, was to view readily 

available existing evidence in order to assess the extent and nature of any heritage assets with 

archaeological interest within the Proposed Development Area (PDA) and its setting, and 

thereby gauge the likelihood of heritage assets of archaeological interest being affected by 

development within the PDA. 

Details of the proposed works are as yet provisional.  A basic (interim) impact assessment of 

the likely effects of any proposed foundation trenching, service trenching or landscaping on 

the buried or extant archaeological resource is offered below. Recommendations for 

appropriate mitigation of potential impacts on the buried and extant archaeological resource 

within the PDA are also made.  

2. POLICY AND RESEARCH FRAMEWORKS 

The present report has been prepared in accordance with national and regional policy 

regarding heritage assets and with reference to research frameworks.  

National policy 

Planning Policy Statement 5: Planning for the Historic Environment (PPS5; DCLG March 

2010a; see also DCLG March 2010b). Policy HE6.1 states that „Local planning authorities 

should require an applicant to provide a description of the significance of heritage assets 

affected and the contribution of their setting to that significance.‟  Heritage assets include 

extant structures and features in the landscape as well as the buried archaeological resource. 

The existence of the latter within a proposed development area can be partially investigated 

and to an extent predicted via desk-based assessment, but field evaluation and/or 

archaeological monitoring of groundworks are likely to be a planning requirement and should 

be expected. 

The issue of the „setting‟ of heritage assets is qualified by PPS5 Policy HE10, which requires 

that „local planning authorities should treat favourably applications that preserve those 

elements of the setting that make a positive contribution to or better reveal the significance of 

the asset. When considering applications that do not do this, local planning authorities should 

weigh any such harm against the wider benefits of the application. The greater the negative 

impact on the significance of the heritage asset, the greater the benefits that will be needed to 

justify approval.‟ 
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Regional Policy 

Policy BE6 of the South East Plan (The Regional Spatial Strategy for the Southeast; May 

2009) on management of the historic environment states that „When developing and 

implementing plans and strategies, local authorities and other bodies will adopt policies and 

support proposals which protect, conserve and, where appropriate, enhance the historic 

environment and the contribution it makes to local and regional distinctiveness and sense of 

place.‟ In addition, „historic environment includes the physical evidence of past human 

activity. It is all around us as part of everyday life, and it is therefore dynamic and continually 

subject to change. It is not limited to the built environment and archaeological sites, but 

includes landscapes, both urban and rural... These environments are fragile and require 

protection, but also have an enormous potential to contribute to a sense of place and 

identity...‟ 

Research Frameworks 

The national and regional policy outlined above should be considered in light of the non-

statutory heritage frameworks that inform them. While the South East Research Framework 

for the historic environment (SERF) is still in preparation, initial outputs are available on-line 

and have been considered in preparing this report. 

3. LOCATION, GEOLOGY AND TOPOGRAPHY  

The old church and churchyard of All Saints, Murston is situated at the northern end of 

Church Road, Murston (Fig. 1), surrounded by industrial estates.  It comprises a roughly 

rectangular plot, with a rounded corner to the north-west, covering an area of approximately 

2265m
2
.  The present assessment also considers proposals relating to a smaller, wedge-

shaped plot of ground adjoining to the east, and, beyond that, the north surviving end of 

Church Road. The underlying geology of the PDA combines Head Brickearth and Thanet 

Beds, a combination which made the vicinity highly attractive for brickmaking.  

4. METHODOLOGY 

This desk-based assessment and historic buildings appraisal has been undertaken to an 

appropriate level of detail in response to funding limitations which affect the affordable scope 

and provisional nature of the study, as well as the particular circumstances of the PDA. 

Designated heritage assets 

The vicinity of the PDA to World Heritage Sites, Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Registered 

Battlefields, Conservation Areas, Listed Buildings and Registered Parks and Gardens and in 

relation to Historic Landscape Characterisation has been checked on-line. 

Archaeological evidence 

A search of the Historic Environment Records (HER: see Fig. 1) as well as a list of reports of 

archaeological investigations not yet included in the HER was commissioned from Kent 

County Council Heritage Conservation Group. The HER and reports search covers a radius of 

500m around the PDA. These records (37 in total) have been assessed in terms of their 

particular relevance to the PDA and only significant evidence is cited in this report. HER 

records can be viewed on-line. 
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Documentary and cartographic evidence 

It has been considered beyond the means of this project to pursue detailed questions requiring 

an in-depth study of primary documentary and cartographic sources. General historical 

context for archaeological findings is provided, and a survey of published and unpublished 

maps (including geology and contour survey) has been undertaken; a full list of maps 

consulted is provided in the list of sources at the end of the report. Only maps showing 

significant topographical developments are reproduced in this report. All results of analyses 

are presented below in synthesis and in order of chronology. 

Aerial photographs, satellite and geophysical evidence 

A pilot survey of readily available aerial photographic evidence (generally on-line or within 

the HER) and satellite imagery (on-line) has been carried out. Where readily available or 

included in the HER, the results of pertinent geophysical surveys have also been considered. 

Only photographs, images or results showing significant features or topographical 

developments are reproduced, the findings incorporated with map regression, documentary 

evidence and archaeological sections of the report as appropriate and fully referenced.  

5. DESIGNATED HERITAGE ASSETS 

The former church and churchyard of All Saints, Murston, comprise a Scheduled Ancient 

Monument.  There are Protected Wrecks on Milton Creek to the north-west, and a listed 

building at Mere‟s Court, but in neither case is the proposed development likely to have any 

marked or direct impact on their setting. 

6. ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE 

Previous interventions on or near the PDA 

While no intrusive archaeological interventions have been carried out within the PDA itself, a 

geophysical survey was recently conducted by Sittingbourne Historical Research and Rescue 

Society, producing significant results in relation to the likely survival of demolished church 

fabric below ground (see below). Beyond this, a number of archaeological interventions (see 

Fig 1) have preceded twentieth-century industrial development adjacent to the site, and in 

particular in relation to the Eurolink Business Park.  

Prehistoric (c 500,000BP–AD 43) 

Two Neolithic stone axes were found during Brickearth quarrying approximately 250m to the 

north-west of the PDA in 1890 (TQ 96 NW 4), and a middle Iron Age enclosure (c 350–200 

BC) was investigated during more recent development of the Eurolink Business Park (TQ 96 

NW 83), slightly more distant and to the north. Late Iron Age finds in the same area are 

considered below.  

While highly conjectural and of little direct relevance to the PDA itself, it is worth noting that 

a mass of circular „cropmarks‟ are visible in recent satellite imagery in a football pitch to the 

east of the Central Park Stadium and less than 300m to the east of the PDA (Google Earth 

2011). While considerable overlapping of the features perhaps argues against these being 

surface signs of Bronze Age ring-ditches, they are nonetheless approximately of a suitable 

diameter, contain central features that could be burials and classically lie on a ridge. The fact 

that an early Anglo-Saxon burial is also known from this approximate location (and indeed 
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Roman burials, see below) could be a further clue, since by then already ancient burial 

mounds were often a focus for burials. A similar arrangement has recently been excavated on 

the opposite side of the creek and further upstream at the Meads, Sittingbourne (Andrew 

Richardson, pers comm; Wilson 2010).  

Romano-British (c AD 43–450) 

Various Romano-British archaeological remains are reported within a 500m radius of the 

PDA, with continuity from late Iron Age settlement. Evidence of occupation during the 

period c 100 BC to 200 AD have been located during work on the Eurolink Park, to the 

north-east and within 275m of the PDA (TQ 96 SW 204 [incorrectly located on the HER]; 

TQ 96 SW 232; TQ 96 SW 209). Iron Age and Roman features were also identified at plot 

L1 Castle Road (TQ 96 SW 231), within 100m of the PDA and to the north-west. Roman 

period funerary features, including cremation burials (TQ 96 SW 50) and a lead coffin burial 

(TQ 96 SW 8) have been found less than 300m to the east of the PDA and, further east, more 

evidence of occupation during this period (TQ 96 SW 143).  

Anglo-Saxon (c AD 450 to 1066) 

No Anglo-Saxon archaeological remains are reported within the PDA.  An Anglo-Saxon 

inhumation burial containing a sword found at or near Mere's Court (TQ 96 SW 10), less than 

300m east of the PDA is worthy of note. It is also worth noting that this burial is in the same 

general area as the circular cropmarks mentioned above.  The placename „Murston‟ is likely 

to be Anglo-Saxon in origin, and there may have been an early medieval church on the site of 

the later structure, within the PDA. 

Medieval (c 1066–1540) 

Other than the Scheduled Monument (25469) of the Church of All Saints and its churchyard 

(TQ 96 SW 7), no medieval archaeological remains are reported within the PDA or within a 

500m radius of the PDA. The church and its yard are dealt with in more detail below, but 

attention should be drawn here to the fact that its erstwhile fuller extent has been clearly 

evidenced by geophysical survey (Fig 3), indicating that much archaeological data as to early 

chronology and development of the building (along with possible predecessors?) remains 

below the present surface. The churchyard will undoubedly contain burials from the medieval 

period onwards, although some of the earlier burials will have been disturbed and 

disarticulated by later burial.  

The house at Mere‟s Court farm (TQ 96 SW 1134), a listed building approximately 300m 

east of the PDA, dates from as early as the fourteenth century.  

Post-medieval (c 1540–1900) 

The old church (TQ 96 SW 7) lay within a significant late post-medieval industrial landscape 

with facilities for dispersal of the products of that industry (bricks and cement) via Milton 

Creek, which lies approximately 175m to the north-west of the PDA at its nearest point. 

Heritage assets include the Milton Creek Ships Graveyard (TQ 96 NW 48; the HER entries 

suggest that this is now invisible, but outlines of the vessels are clearly to be seen on satellite 

imagery: Google Earth) and other maritime finds (TQ 96 NW 49; TQ 96 NW 50; TQ 96 NW 

51; TQ 96 NW 52; TQ 96 NW 53; TQ 96 NW 54; TQ 96 SW 136; TQ 96 NW 1047; TQ 96 

SW 1047), and wharfs and associated structures (TQ 96 SW 240; TQ 96 NW 1088; TQ 96 

NW 1089; TQ 96 NW 1090; TQ 96 SW 1056;  TQ 96 SW 1057).  
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Near the PDA to the south-west and north were the cement works (TQ 96 SW 237) and 

brickworks and associated structures/quarries themselves (TQ 96 SW 181; TQ 96 NW 112; 

TQ 96 SW 239; TQ 96 SW 205; TQ 96 SW 208) and gasworks (TQ 96 SW 238). Much of 

this production and distribution infrastructure was associated with George Smeed and Smeed 

Dean and Co Ltd.  The remains of this nineteenth-century industry have largely been 

removed by later development, although scattered traces may survive.  Some of the tied 

cottages and pubs representing the settlement that housed the nineteenth- and early twentieth-

century workforce, are also still extant in a significantly changed landscape (considered in 

more detail below).  

Modern (c 1900–1950) 

A castellated trench system (TQ 96 SW 1045) recorded less than 200m to the north of the 

PDA could not be more closely dated than AD 1914 to 1945 in the HER. The system would 

appear to be visible on a 1946 aerial photograph (not reproduced here).  

7. MAP REGRESSION AND DOCUMENTARY SURVEY 

A partial map regression analysis, supplemented by a minimal programme of documentary 

research, has been carried out to help understand the medieval and modern development and 

significance of the old church and churchyard of All Saints, Murston. This has been done in 

order to help assess the site‟s archaeological potential (introduced in Section 6 in the present 

report); and to support the Heritage Asset Statement (Section 8) by investigating the values 

and meanings which have been invested in the churchyard and its features. Together, these 

will support an assessment of the likely impact of the proposed development (Section 9). 

Rapid use has been made of readily available books, maps, and other materials held by the 

Centre for Kentish Studies (CKS), the Canterbury Cathedral Archives and Library 

(CCA/CCL), and Sittingbourne Public Library (SPL). Kent Archaeological Society almost 

certainly also hold relevant material; a request has been made for information, but none has 

yet been forthcoming. Lambeth Palace Library, and other Church of England repositories are 

likely to hold some material. The National Monuments Record collections, and the Faussett 

Manuscripts at the Society of Antiquaries, include illustrations of the church before its partial 

demolition, but the catalogue entries suggest these largely duplicate views we have obtained 

elsewhere, including Fisher‟s sketches of 1803. 

It is likely that the 1868 25” Ordnance Plan of the Parish of Murston at the British Library 

would provide a more accurate record of the church‟s former footprint, and may perhaps even 

show something of its internal layout, although this seems unlikely. It is rumoured that a plan 

of „the old church at Murston‟ was among records transferred from the Guildhall Museum, 

Rochester, to what is now the Medway Archives, as part of the gigantic „Accession 

MTC/MR/89.‟  This presumably corresponds to the present reference: Medway Council 

1997/EL/LEI/LIM/GM/01/10: 

Pen and ink drawings of Kent churches in plan (i.e. floor plans), showing building 

phases, internal burials, monumental brasses and special architectural features and 

giving notes as to architectural alterations; also giving references to Archaeologia 

Cantiana. Some plans annotated in pencil. 

These plans are thought to be of c1900, however, and it is unlikely the Murston plan pre-

dates the demolition. During the 1970s, the Sittingbourne and Swale Archaeological 
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Research Group made a useful record of the surviving inscriptions in the chancel and 

churchyard (Baxter, Rees and Grisdale 1978), and a resistivity survey has been undertaken by 

the Sittingbourne Historical Research and Rescue Society (information supplied by John 

Nightingale; Fig 3).  

The following historical details of the church have been assembled in haste, and with limited 

resources; while we are confident they are some improvement on previous accounts, they 

must be considered provisional, and should ideally be investigated more rigorously before 

being reproduced further. Historic photographs, from various sources and repositories, 

illustrating the present report should not be reproduced further, and certainly not published, 

without seeking the permission of any copyright owners. 

Results 

The extant building in the former churchyard of All Saints, Murston, incorporates part of the 

chancel of the old church which was retained and adapted for use as a cemetery chapel when 

the rest of the building was demolished in the late nineteenth century. Newman, in 1969, 

noticed evidence for former arches in its north wall, and confused matters considerably by 

concluding that it had actually been a side chapel; this misconception persists in some 

quarters even today. In fact traces of former arches can be found in both sides of the 

structure, which had chapels or other extensions to either side. 

The village of Murston may, from the medieval period down to the present, always have been 

somewhat out-of-the-way, and marginal in one way or another, and this has frequently had 

implications for its church, of All Saints. The surrounding marshland, which doubtless gave 

the village its name, is thought to have harboured malaria, and, from an early date, the area 

had a reputation for ill-health. Lambarde, in 1570, admonished „He that will not live long, Let 

him live at Muston, Tenham, or Tonge‟ (Lambarde 1576: 224). A more vivid account of the 

village‟s unhealthiness was provided by Hasted (1798): 

The village is situated midway between the London road and the marshes, and the 

church and court-lodge at no great distance from it. The parish contains about one 

thousand acres of land, of which about thirty are wood. Its situation is most unpleasant 

as well as unhealthy, even in the highest grounds of it, but the greatest part lying so 

exceeding low and watry, enveloped by creeks, marshes and salts, the air is very gross, 

and much subject to fogs, which smell very offensive, and in winter it is scarce ever 

free from them, and when most so, they yet remain hovering over the lands for three or 

four feet or more in height, which, with the badness of the water, occasions severe 

agues, which the inhabitants are very rarely without, whose complexions from those 

distempers become of a dingy yellow colour, and if they survive, are generally afflicted 

with them till summer, and often for several years, so that it is not unusual to see a poor 

man, his wife, and whole family of five or six children, hovering over their fire in their 

hovel, shaking with an ague all at the same time; and Dr. Plot remarks, that seldom any, 

though born here, continuing in it, have lived to the age of twenty-one years. This 

character of unhealthiness extends to the neighbouring parishes on the northern side of 

the road, which, however, is not peculiar to this county, as all other parts of the 

kingdom in a like situation, are subject to the same fatality.  The lands in this parish, 

like those of Tong and Bapchild before-described, are very rich and fertile for corn, and 

there is some good hop-ground in it; was it not for this prospect of gain, and high wages 

given for the hazard of life itself, these situations would probably be nearly deserted of 

inhabitants, but this temptation draws them hither in preference to the healthy country 
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among the poor and barren hills, but a few miles distance from them (Hasted 1798; 

Ireland 1830). 

Murston‟s environmental and aetiological marginality tended to foster a social marginality, 

which would outlive the prevalence of malaria. Rapid industrialization and the associated 

population growth, from the middle of the nineteenth century, ravaged the village landscape, 

bringing new social and health problems of its own. The degradation of Murston‟s 

environment, and the marginality of its population, may well have promoted the partial 

demolition of its church in 1873, and discouraged any wider interest in its history or fate at 

that time. 

The medieval period 

Although Murston is not listed in the Domesday Survey, its church features in a late twelfth-

or early thirteenth-century copy of a likely eleventh-century list of „churches in the tenure of 

St Augustine‟s Abbey‟ in the White Book (Ward 1933: 86). It is listed as „Morinestune,‟ 

paying 7d, in the deanery of „Middeltone,‟ or Milton Regis.
1
  The church was also mentioned 

in the Taxatio of Pope Nicholas IV, c1291 (Hussey 1852: 14). The church, then, was 

probably in existence by the end of the eleventh century, almost certainly by the end of the 

twelfth. Such a date does not seem inconsistent with what we know of the architecture, since 

the Transitional arches which once opened in the south wall of the chancel were presumably 

inserted into pre-existing fabric. Eighteenth- and nineteenth-century written sources suggest 

that the church owed much of its developed plan and character to the Transitional period. At 

present, one can only guess at the development of the church plan, but there is a good chance 

that relative and absolute dating evidence survives below ground. Possibly, the largish chapel 

which is known to have stood to the south of the chancel may have replaced an earlier 

addition resembling that on the north side. The church was of a highly distinctive form with 

continuous nave and aisle roofs descending to very low side walls with minimal fenestration. 

Late medieval wills give various clues to internal features of the church, and especially to the 

various saints‟ lights. By 1464 the church had a „Chapel of Our Lady,‟ containing her „light‟ 

(Hussey 1907);
2
 it is perhaps tempting to identify this with the sizeable chapel on the south 

side of the chancel. This, and that of All Hallows (i.e. All Saints) in the chancel seem to have 

been the principal chapels. 

In 1473 Alexander Goddard of Murston, left 6s 8d „to the work of the church there, videlicet 

le rodeloft‟ (Scott-Robertson 1882: 372n); a „Rood-Light of Holy Cross‟, was mentioned in a 

will of 1483. In 1487 Katherine Goddard bequeathed 6s 8d to repair a broken bell at the 

church (Ms note in CAT copy of Stahlschmidt 1887: 358). Lights of St John the Baptist and 

of St Christopher were mentioned in 1496 (Hussey 1907). 

In 1507 John Winter, who wished to be buried beside his wife, Elisabeth, „before the Rood,‟ 

paid for a great deal of work to the church, and especially its rood screen and chancel. He left 

three pounds „to the new painting of the Rood and for to close between the Church and the 

Chancel and to make a seler over the Rood.‟  He also left 40s to repair the chancel and 

another for the „reparation of the church.‟  He left a further 40s„to making an Image of All 

Hallows in the Church,‟ which we know, from John Robinson‟s will, of 1518, to have been in 

                                                 
1
 „Middeltone with all its chapels by grant of the Kings, namely, William Henry and Stephen. These are the 

chapels of the same church which there receive the chrism and there pay their pence‟ (Ward 1933: 86). 
2
 In that year, William Thomas specified to buried in the said chapel and left money to maintain the light. 

Mary‟s light was mentioned again 1496, 1501, 1507, 1518, and 1524. 
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the chancel. Winter also left 40s „for a tabernacle of Our Lady and painting her;‟ another,„for 

paving the Church and laying a stone over [him];‟ sixpence towards the light of St 

Christopher; and a cow to maintain two tapers for the light of St John the Baptist (ibid). 

In 1518, John Robinson gave „two candlesticks of latton, 20s., called Branches, for five 

tapers a piece, to be one before All Hallows and one before Our Lady. A Light of St. John the 

Evangelist was mentioned in 1524 (ibid.). 

The early modern period 

A biblical inscription: „Come unto me, all ye that labour and are heavy laden, and I will give 

you rest‟ (Matthew 11:28), which is known to have existed over the western arch in the south 

wall of the chancel (Clarke 2011: 33), was probably of early post-medieval date. About 1540, 

William Oldfield cast a bell for the church (Stahlschmidt 1887: 59, 358). At the time of the 

1578 visitation, Murston Church had forty-two communicants. 

All Saints church may have been unlucky in one of its seventeenth-century rectors: 

One Garwin Heard, Rector, was summoned in 1623 to appear before an Archdeacon of 

Canterbury to answer a number of charges of neglect of his clerical duties: 24 definite 

charges are preferred against him of which the eighteenth is as follows: „That you, the 

said Garwin Heard, did convert the church of Murston, being a sanctified house of God 

into a stable, for you did put and keepe your horse in the said church of Murston, and 

that not only in the week days but even on the holy days and Sabbath day itself and in 

time of divine service insomuch that your said horse being in church in the time of 

divine service did begin to neigh aloud and to make a great noise to the disturbance of 

the whole congregation, whereat the greater and better part, seeing the indignity of the 

thing were much grieved and offended but some of the younger members of the 

congregation were moved to unseemly merriment (Note in Murston folder at SPL). 

It would be interesting to trace the source for this quotation (which may well have been 

published), since the other twenty-three charges may well provide clues to arrangements 

within the church building. 

The Murston Churchwardens‟ accounts (CKS: P259/5/1) suggest there may have been some 

considerable repairs carried out to the church in the early 1680s, especially to what was 

termed the „steeple.‟  A new bell, or bells, may have been cast on or near the site, and the lead 

and shingles purchased may have been used on the timber turret. Window repairs, plastering, 

and (floor?) tiling were also carried out. Some new paling was provided about the churchyard 

in February 1687 and a churchyard hedge was „made‟ in July, around which time some 356 

paving tiles were purchased for the church (CKS: P259/5/1). 

The eighteenth century 

Harris, in 1719 (212), observed that the church was „pretty large‟ and noted the „remains of 

some very old letters on a stone in the chancel‟.  In 1761, a bell was sold for church repairs 

(Woodruff 1929: 92). The faculty noted: 

There is and are belonging to the parish church of Murston [...] three bells one of which 

is cracked or broken and thereby rendered utterly useless and that the other two are 

sufficient for all the necessary uses of the [...] parish, and that the [...] church is very 

much out of repair in the roof and tiling thereof especially on the north side, and that 
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there are divers other repairs and ornaments wanting in the [...] church (CCA: DCb-

E/F/Murston, All Saints/1). 

This is supposed to have raised £22 12s, which was apparently „expended in erecting a new 

desk and pulpit and pewing of the church to the amount of £251 upwards, the Parish paying 

the overplus‟ (Murston Parish Magazine March 1914). The source for this statement is as yet 

unclear, but the framed and panelled box-pews evident in one internal view of the church, 

could easily be of this date. A „church walk‟ across the graveyard seems to have been laid in 

gravel in 1793 (CKS: P259/5/2). In the late eighteenth century, Hasted (1798; Ireland 1830) 

noted: 

The church, dedicated to All Saints, is a large building, of three isles and three 

chancels, having a square tower, with a wooden turret, in which are three bells. 

As one would expect, the identifiable eighteenth-century gravestones are all in the southern 

half of the churchyard: those of the nineteenth century predominantly to the north. 

The nineteenth century 

In 1803, Fisher made two very useful drawings of the church (Figs 4 and 5). Down to the 

middle of the nineteenth century, Murston seems to have remained small and rural in 

character: 

In 1821 there were twenty dwellings in the parish of Murston; and at the same period, 

when the last census of the population was taken by order of Parliament, the numbers 

of inhabitants were as follows: males 74, females 67, making a total of 141 souls 

(Ireland 1830). 

The tithe map of 1840 (CCA: DCb-T/O/M/17B; Fig 7) bears this out. From about the middle 

of the century, however, brickfields and kilns were developed in close proximity around the 

church and Court Lodge, whilst the village population increased rapidly. By 1869 (Fig 8), 

tied houses had been built along the northern end of Church Lane, and fronting the track to 

the south of the churchyard; and a gas works beside Milton Creek to the west. Around this 

time, Glynne (1877: 10-11) penned the following account of All Saints Church – one of the 

most useful sources we possess: 

This is a small church, consisting of a nave and chancel, with small side aisles, with a 

wooden turret over the west end of the nave. There are lancet windows at the west end 

of each aisle, (one is trefoiled,) and a Rectilinear window west of the nave. There are no 

side windows to the aisles, but on the north side is a doorway with a “Shouldered” arch. 

The interior is gloomy, and the nave divided from each aisle by two pointed arches with 

an octagonal pier. The chancel has on each side two Early English arches, with pillars 

like that south of the nave. There are two windows at the east end of four lights with 

Rectilinear tracery. The chancel aisles are higher and wider than those of the nave. 

There is a pointed doorway on the south side, and a little wood screen work in the north 

chancel. The font is attached to the wall west of the arches on the south of the nave, and 

is a plain square mass. The church commands a view over the channel of the Thames 

and the marsh between. 

In 1854, the church seems to have been insured with the Insurance phoenix fire office (CKS: 

P259/5/1), it is just possible that any surviving record of the policy might contain clues to the 
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fabric of the church. Figure 10 in the present report reproduces a photograph of the church 

(CKS: P259/6b/5); Clarke (2011) suggests a date of c 1855; the copy in CCA (U165/1/52/2), 

however, has been annotated with the perhaps more plausible date of 1871.  

Andrews (1930: 33) later remembered the proximity of the Court Lodge farmyard to the 

church:  

the Old Church which, with its surrounding graveyard, was situated at the North end of 

the Village Street, and [...] was a venerable building. When it was built the site was 

chosen evidently to suit the convenience of the collection of Tithes in kind, as it was 

then surrounded by farm-lands, which spread to the fringe of the Marshes on the North, 

and to Bayford in the South, while the Creek was the boundary in the West, and the 

Parish of Tong in the East. 

Murston Farm Buildings, the Stables, Barns, and Stack Yards came up to the 

Churchyard walls, and I have heard the Barnyard chicken crowing during the services 

which I attended as a child. 

The boundary walls on the farm side of the churchyard were in existence by the late 

nineteenth century. The other sides were merely fenced, probably until the early twentieth 

century. By the time of its demolition in 1873 (see next) the west door of the church looks to 

have been bricked up. 

Partial demolition, 1873 

It is generally supposed to have been Murston‟s incumbent, the Rev JS Hoare who proposed 

the idea of demolishing the church and rebuilding it on a better site, and who accordingly 

„started a fund to build a new church, donating £500 himself‟ (Clarke 2011). In 1872 the 

churchwardens petitioned: 

That the parish church of All Saints Murston [was] in a very dilapidated condition and 

that it [would] be more conducive to the interest of the parish and the welfare of the 

parishioners to take down the said church than to repair it, and to build a new church 

upon a more convenient and suitable site (CKS: P259/6/1; CCA: DCb-E/F/Murston, All 

Saints/2) 

At their monthly meeting of December that year, the Incorporated Society for Promoting the 

Enlargement, Building, and Repairing of Churches and Chapels agreed a grant toward 

building a new church at Murston. Articles in the press paved the way for the demolition by 

painting the old church, and its setting in an unfavourable light: 

The present church at Murston is a very early Anglo-Saxon and Norman edifice, [and] 

can only seat 100 persons at a service in a rapidly growing parish of 700 souls. The 

church is likewise in a bad state of repair and is considered unsafe, again the noxious 

industry lately established near the church makes it difficult for the congregation to 

breathe. In consequence the Rev. J.S.Hoare has instituted steps towards building a new 

church to seat 500 persons [...] (Newspaper(?) article transcribed in „Ben Hawkins‟ 

notebook‟ and cited in Twist 1981: 22). 

Twist must be right when he surmises „the noxious industry referred to would be the 

gasworks.‟  One cannot but suspect that it was the social, environmental, and topographical 
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marginality of Murston and its inhabitants, that smoothed the way for this demolition, and 

prevented any serious interest in its preservation. 

Faculty for the demolition was granted 11 March 1873 (CKS: P259/6/1; CCA: DCb-

E/F/Murston, All Saints/2; DCb-E/C/1/M/21/1). It was, however, specified: 

That in carrying out the said works it will be necessary to take down and remove the 

several tomb stones and mural tablets to the memory of the following persons namely – 

In the chancel. A stone with six brasses inserted thereon to the memory of John Eveas 

dated 1488, A tablet to the memory of John Poore DD dated April 1866 and a tablet to 

the memory of Marianne wife of the reverend W.J. Brewer MA dated December 1853. 

In the nave. A tablet to the memory of Israel Spencer dated 1726 and an old altar stone. 

In the north aisle. A tablet to the memory of John Yonge formerly rector of the parish, 

dated November 1868 and a tablet to the memory of John Plummer dated 1677. In the 

Chantry. A stone to the memory of Henry eldest son of William and Mary Denne dated 

November 1811. A stone to the memory of William Denne and Mary his wife dated 

June 1800 A stone to the memory of C. Clarke dated March 1713/14 and a stone with 

inscription illegible. That the tower contains one bell in good and sound condition 

which will be removed to the new church. That the said tomb stones and mural tablets 

... so to be carefully taken down and removed will be carefully preserved and when the 

new church shall be built and the old church converted into a cemetery chapel the said 

stones and tablets will be placed and set up either within such new church or in the said 

chapel as near as circumstances will admit in the situations from whence they were 

removed [...] That the columns and arches in the said church [...] will be carefully taken 

down and preserved and be used in the building of the new church 

Judging by the present random configuration of the stones and tablets across the former 

chancel floor, little or no effort was ultimately made to reflect their original situations in the 

church.
3
  Considerable care was, however, taken in re-using some of the medieval stonework 

and part of a screen in the new church (albeit perhaps „clumsily‟ (Cox 1905)), and in making-

good the remains of the chancel as a chapel. The chancel was evidently slightly truncated, at 

its western end, and its entire west wall is Victorian. The two arches in each side wall were 

removed and infilled with predominantly ragstone, in marked contrast with the coursed, and 

in places herringbone, knapped flint of the original fabric. The doorway from the original 

west end was re-used in the new one, with a cinquefoil-headed window over, another window 

was re-used in the inserted fabric of the south elevation.  

A remarkable photograph (Fig 11) was taken early in the demolition of the church, when the 

roofing had been stripped from the aisles and nave. 

Use as a cemetery chapel 

A Directory of 1908 (Sittingbourne, Milton, and District) noted that the „chancel of the old 

Church standing at the end of Church Road, near the Creek [was] used for services 

occasionally.‟  „It ceased to be used as a mortuary chapel in 1910‟ but „a yearly service was 

held until about 1950‟ (Field Investigators Comments, 19 August 1963). During the Rev J.G. 

Easton‟s time as rector [c1897-1921] it „was used for the weekly Bible Classes‟ (Luman 

                                                 
3
 The insertion of significant grave slabs in the floor of the former chancel has caused later writers to exaggerate 

the number of „rectors and their wives ... buried in the vaults under the floor‟ (Luman 1962, Clarke 2011). 
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1962). Belated indignation at the partial demolition of the old church began to arise on the 

eve of the First World War: 

This church in 1873 was arbitrarily removed; it was well planned, needed but little 

repair, was in the centre of a labouring population, and if necessary could have been 

easily lengthened to the [west]. The style was transition Norman, with two pillars on 

each side of the nave, and there were three chancels (a fragment of the central one only 

left to serve as mortuary chapel); the whole once forming a compact and useful church 

(Grayling 1913: 50-1). 

Harper, writing in 1914 (100) damned Murston comprehensively, mingling the fate of its old 

church with prejudice against its working-class population: as if their poor character had 

somehow been to blame for its demolition, and for the general impoverishment of their own 

environment: 

Whatever beauty the village once possessed has long been obliterated in its expansion 

into an industrial slum of long, unlovely, characterless streets of human kennels. Even 

the parish church has been severely dealt with, only the chancel of the old building 

being left; and that stands in a mangy little walled and locked enclosure, strewn with 

old tins and other refuse. Such is Murston; and the “brickies” who live in it match the 

place completely (Harper 1914: 100). 

According to Twist (1981: 22), the last interment in the churchyard took place in 1920 – „I 

think it was a Mrs. Read and she was buried near the west wall in the family grave‟ – but it is 

not yet clear whether it was officially closed for burials at this time.
4
  The disuse of the 

cemetery, together with the winding down of the parish council, who had maintained it, threw 

the future of the chapel and its site into doubt: 

Murston Parish council used to keep the graveyard in fair condition. At their last 

meeting, on 28
th

 February 1930, the Clerk, J. Allen, said he had informed the Clerk of 

Sittingbourne and Milton Council of the parish council‟s arrangements to complete 

restoration of the old churchyard then in hand, viz. Renewing the paths and providing 

seats. But this work was not carried out (ibid.). 

When the new Local Authority for Sittingbourne, Milton Regis, Murston, and portions 

of Bapchild, Tunstall, and Borden gets to work, one of the questions that it will have to 

consider will be-what is to become of the remnant of the old church and Burial Ground 

at Murston?  When this question was considered at the inquiry by the Ministry of 

Health as to the closing of the ground to any more burials, someone who must have 

been tinged with the spirit of vandalism, suggested that it should be pulled down.  

By this time, however, sufficient local opposition could be mustered, to the chapel‟s 

demolition, to preserve it for the time being at least:  

Such a suggestion to Murstonians is unthinkable. Murston has not many relics of the 

past, and what few there are the parishioners naturally desire that they should be 

preserved. The Old Church at Murston is of ancient date, and what remains of it is the 

centre aisle of three original aisles, two of which, however, have suffered the fate of 

Time, and are no longer visible, although there are evidences in the Churchyard that the 

                                                 
4
 According to Clarke (2011: 32) the churchyard was used for burials until 1930. 
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building at one time was of a somewhat spacious character. Mr. W. F. Wood, of 

Chokes Court, Tonge, is a doughty champion for the preservation of the remains of the 

Old Church. He has taken considerable interest in the question, and has ascertained 

from records that the Old Church consisted of three aisles, or chancels, and had a 

square tower with a wooden turret, in which were three bells. [...] 

At any rate, what remains of the Old Church is a link with the past, and although it is 

unpleasantly situated for in recent years Sittingbourne's large Gas Works have grown 

next door to it – it would not be a great charge upon the community to see that the 

building did not fall into decay. If the Churchyard were properly fenced, with seats 

provided for elderly people, or others, who care to come in here and rest, and for the 

time being let their minds dwell upon a little bit of Murston of the past, it would 

preserve one of the amenities of this industrial parish (East Kent Gazette 18 January 

1930). 

As if to underline its importance, the patriotic early twentieth-century encyclopaedist Arthur 

Mee (1938: 322), who usually managed to find something nice to say about a village, pointed 

to the chapel as Murston‟s one redeeming feature: 

Murston [...] lies off the Faversham Road in the Thames marshes, with one thing alone 

to see. The church stands in two pieces. At one end of the street is the new church, with 

some of the old columns and carved capitals, some old windows, and a bit of the old 

screen. At the other end of the street is an open green space for people to sit in, and in 

the middle of it, wrinkled with age but a gem of beauty amid all this tastelessness, is the 

chancel of the old church still standing. All around are the green flats and the waters of 

the Medway moving with the tides, but all that is beautiful in Murston is the old 

chancel. In it are brass portraits of John Eaves and his wife, he in armour as he wore it a 

century before the Armada came. They are here alone, pathetic inhabitants of a deserted 

shrine. 

Although it had been preserved from demolition, little seems to have been done to repair or 

improve the chapel or churchyard.  

The Old Churchyard [...] along with the old chancel, is in a bad state [...] Murston 

Parish council used to keep the graveyard in fair condition [...] Subsequent Councils 

have neglected the graveyard badly (Twist 1981: 22). 

Repairs and re-use in the 1970s 

The condition of the building continued to decline through the third quarter of the twentieth 

century, and was already in clear need of restoration by the middle of 1963 (Field 

Investigators Comments 19 August). By the mid 1970s the chapel was in „a poor state of 

repair,‟ overgrown, with part of the roof fallen and the east windows closed up with 

corrugated iron (Fig 17). Fears for its safety prompted the Sittingbourne and Swale 

Archaeological Research Group to make their record of surviving memorial inscriptions  

The Church Commissioners may, again, have contemplated the chapel‟s demolition at this 

time (is this what prompted the Ministry of Works to schedule the site?), but a group of 

charities stepped forward with a scheme for its re-use by the Murston and Bapchild Scout 

Group, who would use the building at a minimal rent in return for maintaining the building: 
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[Following] pleas for clemency the commissioners decided not to knock down this 

registered ancient monument and they invited the Kent Archaeological Society to put 

forward proposals for repairing and using the building. 

Now the Commissioners have agreed in principle to convey they church and 

churchyard as a gift to the society. 

A scheme to save the church has been hammered out by the Archaeological Society, 

Sittingbourne and North Downs Society and the Friends of Friendless Churches. [...] 

It is intended to retain the churchyard and improve its appearance by planting trees 

(Newspaper cutting,
 5

 13 November 1975, in Murston folder at SPL). 

The Church Commissioners prepared a 'draft redundancy scheme with provision for the 

appropriation of the redundant church of All Saints, Murston to use as a store or meeting 

room (Undated newspaper cutting in Murston folder at SPL). Much of the work was carried 

out by young members of the Sittingbourne Newhouse Action Group. 

Eventually, however, the scouts seem to have been driven out of the chapel by vandalism. 

The Kent Archaeology Society felt it could do no more for the building, so Michael 

Nightingale persuaded his co-trustees on the Cromarty Trust, to retile the building again 

and undertake limited repairs to the stonework, with support from English Heritage and 

other organisations in the 1980s. 

It was intended that the building should serve as the gateway for a Swale Heritage trail, 

but it never matured, although booklets are still available on the Swale Heritage trail 

(Clark s.d.). 

Part of the boundary wall was demolished by travellers in March 2005, and the north end of 

Church Road was ealed off with off with concrete tubs. The old church was added to English 

Heritage‟s At Risk Register in 2010. 

8. HERITAGE ASSET STATEMENT 

Murston has not many relics of the past, and what few there are the parishioners 

naturally desire that they should be preserved (East Kent Gazette 18 January 1930). 

It is probably safe to say that, in recent years, Murston‟s built and landscape heritage has 

received limited attention or protection. A superficial survey suggests that little has been 

preserved, even, of Murston‟s late nineteenth-century industrial heritage; although traces 

survive outside of the main industrial estates and built-up area – along Milton Creek, for 

example. In the village itself, most of the extant historical and architectural interest, including 

its old and new churches, the odd factory building, and what is left of the brick and cement 

workers‟ late nineteenth-century tied cottages, seems to be distributed along stretches of 

Church Road.
6
  The remains of the old All Saint‟s Church stand in their former churchyard, 

toward the northern end of Church Road, surrounded on all sides by light industrial and 

business premises. 

At present the northern end of Church Road, and the churchyard gate, are barred to traffic by 

a row of concrete tubs. The churchyard boundary wall has been raised and repaired at various 

dates; the north side of the entrance gate has fallen. Although it has little historical 

                                                 
5
 Possibly the East Kent Gazette. 

6
 It is perhaps worth noting, here, that one of Church Road‟s heritage assets, the Golden Ball public house, is 

presently disintegrating, its roofs having been largely stripped of tiles. 
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significance, the foliage around the edges of the churchyard serves the very useful purpose of 

screening off the industrial estates which now enclose the site to all sides. This screen is 

remarkably effective. 

The chapel 

Despite owing its present form and a significant part of its fabric to late nineteenth-century 

modification, the former chancel of the old All Saints Church, is a charming and evocative 

object in its churchyard, and an important part of Murston‟s history. The considerable 

evidential value of its standing fabric and of the probable buried remains of the old church are 

reflected in the site‟s Scheduled Monument status. There clearly survive buried remains of 

foundations which, used in combination with the available graphic and documentary sources, 

could reveal much about the layout, dating, and development, of the various phases of the old 

church. It was suggested, in 1930 (East Kent Gazette 18 January) that „evidences‟ could still 

be found „in the Churchyard that the building at one time was of a somewhat spacious 

character.‟  This, if true, suggests remains may survive quite close to the surface; we should 

perhaps not place too much credence in this source, however. 

„Long-and-short‟ quoins at the corners; neatly coursed and sometimes „herringbone‟ 

flintwork; and a large empty Perpendicular window in the rendered east elevation provide 

visual interest, and important archaeological evidence. The present chapel roof is intriguing 

in that it looks to be substantially of fairly modern fabric, and restored, but of 

characteristically medieval construction – a crown-post roof with solace braces and ashlar 

pieces. It certainly warrants a more detailed inspection than has been possible for this 

assessment. The present floor is composed, in large part, of memorial stones and tablets from 

various parts of the old church. Their inscriptions were recorded in the late twentieth century, 

as follows (Fig 18):
7
 

1. The inscription is given as: „Memoriae sacrum. Hic jacet Johanes Plummer de 

Murston gens qui obyt 14 et Sepult 18 die Marty ano salutis 1679, aetatis 23. Vixi 

peccavi poenitui naturae cession. Sub hoc tumulo etiam jacet Anna [ilia Johanis et 

Franciscae Plumer quae obyt 14 et Sepult 18 die Augusti anno salutis 1680, aetatis 2. 

Hoc monumentum posuit chanssima defuncti mater Anna Henman vidua.‟ In 1873, 

this „tablet to the memory of John Plummer dated 1677‟ is supposed to have been in 

the north aisle of the church. 

2. The inscription is given as: „Here Iyeth interred the body of John Yonge sonn of 

Henry Yonge of West Orcher in the county of Dorsett and nephew to ye Reverend 

Mr. Robert Yonge formerly rector of this parish who departed this life the 16th day of 

November in ye yeare of Our Lord 1688, and of his age 45‟. In 1873, this „tablet to 

the memory of John Yonge formerly rector of the parish, dated November 1688‟ is 

supposed to have been in the north aisle. 

3. The inscription is given as: „Here lyeth interr ed ye body of Israel Spencer of this 

parish who departed this life May ye 20th 1720, aged 32 years left issue one daugher 

and [...]  Also here lyeth one son and daughter Israel (Anna) Spencer Jeffery dyed 

[...].‟  In 1873 there is supposed to have been aq „tablet to the memory of Israel 

Spencer dated 1726‟ in the nave.  

                                                 
7
 N.B. We have not, in the present report, sought to correct these transcriptions in a few places where they were 

uncertain or faulty. 
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4. The inscription is given as: „In curam hujusce paraeciae pastoralem patris sui viri pii 

et venerabilis, cui supervixit annos plus tredecim, haud degener successor, Egerton 

Leigh, patronus et rector. Longo et gravi corporis delore fractus fiducia tamen in 

Deum inconcussa sustentatus. Morte placida quievit, Anno Christi 1788, aetatis 53.‟ 

5. The inscription is given as: Underneath this marble are deposited the remains of the 

Revd. John Hargrave Stan(den), Rector of this parish who departed this life the 30th 

of November 1801 in the 44th year of his age. 

6. The inscription is given as: „[...] Henry son of William and Mary Denne who died the 

13th of November 1811 aged 10 years.‟  In 1873, this was in the chantry (presumably 

the chapel to the south of the chantry), and was described as a „stone to the memory of 

Henry eldest son of William and Mary Denne dated November 1811.‟ 

7. The inscription is given as: „To the memory of Elizabeth wife of the Reverend John 

Poore, D.D. who died the 20th of February 1838, aged 64 years. The Reverend John 

Poore D.D. 52 years rector of this parish died 5th April 1866, aged 88 years.‟  In 1873 

there was „a tablet to the memory of John Poore DD dated April 1866‟ in the chancel.  

8. In the late twentieth century, the inscription on this stone was „illegible except for the 

name Clark.‟  This may well have been the „stone to the memory of C. Clarke dated 

March 1713/14‟ which, in 1873, lay in the chantry. 

Five other illegible stones were noted in the late twentieth century, which may include: „a 

stone with inscription illegible,‟ formerly situated in the chantry; „a tablet to the memory of 

Marianne wife of the reverend W.J. Brewer MA dated December 1853,‟ from the chancel; 

and a „stone to the memory of William Denne and Mary his wife dated June 1800,‟ from the 

chantry. „A stone with six brasses inserted thereon to the memory of John Eveas dated 1488,‟ 

was also placed in the chancel after conversion – the brasses, and perhaps also the stone were 

later, however, transferred to the new church for safety. It is not quite clear where this stone 

lay originally. The 1873 Faculty suggests it had been in the chancel proper, but Glynne 

(1877: 11n.) said it had been in what he termed the „north chancel.‟ 

The churchyard 

The potential survival of prehistoric and Roman archaeological features or deposits surviving 

below ground is discussed in another section of the present report. Burials made in the 

churchyard from medieval times into the early twentieth century are likely to have disturbed 

any earlier deposits quite extensively, but it is unlikely much artefactual material would have 

been removed from the site. 

It has been suggested that „[owing] to its abandonment in the nineteenth century, buried 

deposits within the church and churchyard will have suffered little subsequent disturbance 

with the result that burials and associated remains will survive representing the local 

population over a period of up to 600 years.‟  As we have seen, however, the former 

churchyard seems to have continued in use, as a cemetery, into the early twentieth century – 

at least down to 1920. There is, nevertheless, an intriguing possibility that skeletal remains 

from the churchyard might provide an objective index of Murston‟s famed ill-health across 

time – whether through changes reflecting illness or stress, or simply through the ranges of 

ages represented at different periods. Tell-tale disturbance of the turf, noted during our visit, 

suggests the graveyard may be subject to „night-hawk‟ metal-detecting. 
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A number of churchyard memorials can still be found. Again, their inscriptions were 

recorded in the late twentieth century, as follows (Fig 18):
8
 

14. This thick Portland-stone gravestone on the south side of the churchyard is among the 

oldest datable monuments outside the chapel. It has scrolls at the top, flanking a 

triptych of carved scenes featuring weepers, an angel of broadly classical form and 

attire, etc. The inscription is given as: „In memory of Mary Ann wife of John W[...] of 

this parish, yeoman, who departed this life on December 7th. [...] John and Ann of 

this parish. Yeoman. Thomas T[...] 1761 [...] 1702 William departed this life [..‟] 10 

[...]‟   

15. The inscription is given as: „In memory of John Gull, yeoman of this parish who died 

the 6th Nov. 1718 aged 31 years. Also 3 sons and 2 daughters [...] daughters. This 

may have been lost since the 1970s, we did not notice it at the time of our visit. 

16. The inscription is given as: „In memory of John Wilc[...] who died in [...]0 1755 aged 

45 years. Also his wife, died Mar. 13, 1712, aged 33 years.‟  This may have been lost 

since the 1970s. 

17. This is an elegant, broad gravestone, with two stepped, semi-circular heads rising to 

either side of an equal semi-circular hollow. The inscription is given as: „[Here] lieth 

the body of James Horner, m, Oct. 24th 174[...] aged 31 years [Here] lieth the body of 

Elizabeth his wife, died August 7th 1741, aged 31 years.‟ 

18. This is a thick Portland-stone gravestone, fairly plain, with a rounded head, slightly 

recurved, and with quarter-round indents at the corners. The inscription is given as: 

„[...] memory of [...] wife of J[...] of this parish, who departed this life the 21 of 

October 1810 aged 42 years. [...] the right hand sons of the above B[...][...]ned 

wi[...][...]d 17 August 1801, aged 2 years. S[...] and died 1[...] 1805.‟ 

19. This monument comprised a gravestone with a simple stepped rounded head with 

indented corners, similar in design to the neighbouring and familially related number 

[21]; it probably also includes a truncated-biconical coffin stone like that of the latter, 

although this is now concealed by foliage. The inscription is given as: „Lemmey, 

yeoman, d. this life September 1828 aged 65 years. a widow, sons and 2 daughters 

viz. Thomas, John, George, Mary Ann and Sarah [...] also Sarah, s[...] wife of the 

above John Prall Lemmey who departed this life 6th of December 1830 aged [...] 

years.‟  Much of the inscription has spalled away since the 1970s. 

20. This simple gravestone is now in pieces, stacked on top of one another. The 

inscription is given as: „[...] memory of Elizabeth wife of James Cooper who died 

25th January 1837 aged 62 years. Also the above James Cooper who died 19th June 

1856, aged 73 years.‟ 

21. A monument comprising a gravestone and coffin-stone (see number [19]). The 

inscription is given as: „Sacred to the memory of Sarah daughter of John Prall and 

Sarah Lemmy of this parish who departed this life the 2nd of February 1840 aged 39 

years.‟ 

                                                 
8
 NB. We have not, in the present report, sought to correct these transcriptions in a few places where they were 

uncertain or faulty. Many of the missing details could probably be supplied from parish records. 
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22. This is a coped stone with hipped ends on a rectangular base. The inscription is given 

as: „[Sacred] to the memory of Thomas White son of Thomas and Sarah White of East 

Hall in this parish who was drowned in the Atlantic Ocean off Oporto, July 11 1844. 

Aged 22 years.‟ 

23. This is a gravestone with a double-ogival, cupid‟s-bow head. The inscription is given 

as: „Sacred to the memory of George Monk Tracy, MD. of this parish who died 

September 29 1845 aged 66 years 6 months. With patience to the [...]e did submit and 

[...]ur'd not at [...]e Lord thought fit but [...] a Christian o[...] did resign his soul to god 

at his apointed time.‟ 

24. This is a coped stone with hipped ends on a rectangular base. The inscription is given 

as: „Beneath this stone rest the mortal remains of Marianne, the beloved wife of the 

Rev. D.W.S. Brewer, M.A., curate of this parish. She died Dec.r. 5th 1853, in her 27th 

year.‟ 

25. This was thickly concealed by foliage at the time of our visit but is probably of coped 

form. The inscription is given as: „In memory of Seath White son of Thomas and 

Harriet White of East Hall in this parish died March 23 1864 aged 27 years. In 

memory of Charles John White son of Thomas and Harriet White of East Hall in this 

parish died June 9th 1871 aged 37 years.‟ 

26. This is a small gravestone by the southern boundary wall, in the form of a Celtic 

cross. The inscription is given as: „Mary Simeons died July 2nd 1863 aged 89 years. 

“Where I am there also shall my servant be.”‟  

27. All that can be seen now is a large smooth, broken slab flat in the ground, with 

suggestions of a kerb around it. Possibly, a supervening chest or table tomb has been 

lost. A late nineteenth-century photograph (Fig 10) seems to show a railing around 

this grave. The inscription is given as: „In affectionate remembrance of Fanny the 

beloved wife of Henry Sidders who died at Murston March 10th 1865 aged 28 years. 

“So He giveth His beloved sleep”. Also Maria wife of John Sidders who died at 

Murston, April 7th 1876 aged 93 years “They were lovely and pleasant in their lives 

and in death they were not divided.”‟ 

28. This is a coped stone, with hipped ends on a rectangular base. The inscription is given 

as: „In memory of Henry William, the fourth son of William and Eliza [...] a [...] enter 

departed t[...] In memory of Sarah Eliza first daughter of George and Tamer 

Carpenter, of Sittingbourne, who departed this life the 14th of Nov. 1871, aged four 

and a half years “When children die in their infancy, they are just like flowers newly 

blown. God that sent them only lent them. He takes them all back as his own.”‟ 

29. This simple, semi-circular-headed gravestone stands in isolation, well to the west of 

the chapel. The inscription is given as: „Sacred to the memory of Henry Putland who 

departed this life August 28th, 1873 aged 73 years. Also Mary wife of the above died 

September 23rd 1884 aged 81 years “Be ye also ready”. 

30. This is a coped stone with hipped ends on a rectangular base. The inscription is given 

as: „In memory of William Carpenter, died October 24th 1879 aged 63 years [...]and 

warm and sincere friends. Eliza Carpenter died November 2 1878 aged 61 [...] “Not 

gone from memory. Not alone from love. But gone to her Savior‟s home above.”‟ 
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31. This gravestone has been smashed and only a stump remains in situ. The inscription is 

given as: „Ar[...] of [...]ed the 29th of December 2 years and 6 months Allso Sta[...] 

Tyson ot 19th of September aged 6 years [...]ey who died the 17th of May 1889 aged 

6 years and 5 months daughters of the above. 

32. This is a coped stone, with hipped ends, on a rectangular base. The inscription is 

given as: „Died at Ui[...] ah[...] [...]aby Elizabeth Standen aged 67 years. For 30 years 

a faithful servant of this Rev [...] Poor and rector of this parish who had er[...] to u[...] 

her memory.‟ 

33. All that remains of this monument is a moulded base. No inscription could be read in 

the late twentieth century. 

34. This a low table-tomb of considerable age – it was present by 1803 (Fig. x1803x). No 

inscription could be read in the late twentieth century. 

35. This was thickly concealed by foliage at the time of our visit. No inscription could be 

read in the late twentieth century. 

The present paucity of stones and tombs in this churchyard is not just a result of twentieth- 

and twenty-first-century attrition. Substantial memorials may always have been fairly scarce 

– perhaps illustrating the relative poverty of the community. Where the gravestones have 

been lost, or were never present, the corrugated surface, and texture, of the ground readily 

identifies the site as a churchyard. As with the monuments, by a kind of synecdoche, these 

corrugations in the turf „represent‟ former Murstonians. The few surviving tombs and 

gravestones form an essential part of the visual chapel‟s setting – as witnessed by the various 

historical views we have assembled of the building. For example, the lonely, semicircular-

headed gravestone [29], and especially the ragged, low table-tomb [35] are important to 

views of the chapel from the Church Road entrance to the east. Some of the earlier 

monuments, especially [14], [17], and [35], are attractive in their own right. 

The present value of the churchyard to wildlife falls beyond the scope of the present 

assessment. We should perhaps note, however, that at the time of our visit, the standing 

remains of the old church were being used by a barn owl. 

9. INTERPRETATION AND INTERIM IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

Interpretation of findings and implications for survival 

Prehistoric, Roman and Anglo-Saxon and post-medieval archaeology is reported within the 

general vicinity of the PDA. Important archaeological features and material dating from the 

middle Iron Age, and late Iron Age and Roman periods in particular are known to exist near 

the site and may have extended southwards into the PDA itself. Burials, dating from probably 

the twelfth century AD or earlier to the early twentieth century, will have disrupted any 

earlier archaeology within the area of the churchyard, but it is possible that significant 

remnants of either features or deposits, or material derived from them survive.  

The medieval and post-medieval burial sequence itself constitutes a significant heritage asset, 

and may conceivably provide information.  

The chapel building itself contains medieval fabric, both in situ and re-used in the nineteenth 

century. This, combined with the architectural fragments re-used in the replacement church 
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and foundations and probable demolition material surviving below ground, provides 

important evidence for the fabric and phasing of the old Church of All Saints. As yet it is 

unclear whether any part of the render on the chapel interior pre-dates the late nineteenth-

century remodelling.  

Interim impact assessment and recommendations 

The remains of the old All Saints Church, Murston are currently at evident risk from decay 

and vandalism. This apparently also (and typically) includes heritage crime, in the form of 

illicit metal detection. A strategy needs to be found to protect it and the proposed scheme, 

with the support of heritage specialists, offers a real opportunity to re-establish and curate it 

as a significant place.  

The chapel building itself 

Plans for inclusion of the chapel building within the scheme have demonstrated the 

developer‟s wish to use and appreciate the building sensitively. We approve the decision not 

to insert a mezzanine floor in the chapel, which, although it might not have altered the 

building permanently, would certainly have harmed the appearance, integrity, and 

intelligibility of the building in the short term. We would recommend that any alterations 

likely to affect on the extant fabric – anything fixed to the walls, for example – be kept to a 

minimum, and monitored archaeologically to avoid the loss or destruction of evidence. 

Setting 

There is also a clear desire on the part of the developer to improve the overall site for use, 

access and appreciation. This is of key importance, particularly in this case, where the setting 

of a designated heritage asset is so obviously part of its character.  

A new build in the churchyard could not fail to alter the appearance and feel of the place, and 

to remove evidence and indications of its former use, but such a development may, indeed, be 

necessary for the short-term survival of the standing fabric of the chapel and of churchyard 

monuments. If a new use must be found for the site and buildings then a community use, such 

as that presently proposed, would be more desirable than most – especially if it benefits 

residents of Murston appreciably and makes them feel more welcome and secure in their use 

of the site. 

Clearly, the intrusion of any modern building into the churchyard would have a negative 

evidential, aesthetic, and historical impact – part of which would be irreversible. We have not 

seen proposals for the appearance of the new build. In our experience, attempts to 

accommodate the design of new churchyard buildings to the character of the church building 

are often intrinsically unsatisfactory, and can clash badly with the historic fabric. A structure 

that does not „compete‟ with the chapel for visual prominence within the churchyard would 

be preferable.  

As far as possible, we would recommend that any other additions or alterations in the 

churchyard be reversible. It is just possible that, at some future date, it may prove feasible to 

support the existence of this chapel and churchyard in its own right. The present proposal 

includes some quite extensive landscaping in the laying out of new paths and grading of the 

churchyard. We would recommend that any such landscaping be kept to a minimum, as it 

would irreversibly alter the character of the site. In particular, the grading of the turf would 
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make the site less intelligible as a churchyard and would, we suggest, subtly diminish any 

sense of community between past and present Murstonians. Could the additional paths be 

defined by differential mowing rather than by metalling, for example? If wheelchair 

accessibility is an issue, perhaps only existing path(s) should form the focus for metalled 

surfacing.  

Below ground archaeology 

The developers are aware of the need to protect the buried archaeological resource. We 

understand for example the foundations are proposed to be kept shallow. Building design is 

indeed an area where the negative and irreversible impact of construction groundworks on 

archaeological remains can be reduced, through the use of raft foundations, or even of 

modular or mobile buildings with minimal foundations. Location of the building in relation to 

heritage assets is also a good mitigation method, and the proposed positioning here respects 

the larger footprint of the church picked up in the resistivity survey. However, any 

excavations within a churchyard are likely to impinge on archaeological material, even if this 

is restricted to the backfill of burials, which would likely contain much residual material. This 

would include all foundation and service trenching, water management (e.g. soakaways) and 

landscaping, including planting of trees, fencing or removal of existing features likely to 

expose underlying deposits.  

We would recommend that any groundworks be subjected to archaeological evaluation and 

subsequent excavation or watching brief, depending on the archaeological significance of any 

evaluation findings and the actual depths to which foundation and service trenches are to be 

excavated.  

Apart from appropriate conservation and analysis of finds that would make up a normal 

archaeological specification, all human bones recovered through such works should be 

respectfully curated in accordance with Church of England and English Heritage guidelines 

(2005), perhaps stored within the chapel, until such time as full assemblage can be reinterred 

(it is not uncommon practice for this to be carried out with a short service conducted by a 

member of the clergy).  

Promotion of the site as a heritage asset 

Mention is made in the proposals of the fact that the chapel and its churchyard are located at 

the beginning/end of the Saxon Shore way, and this connection with heritage and its 

promotion should be fostered.  

The laudable intention of the scheme‟s instigators and supporters to protect a heritage asset 

by introducing new value, and with it increased care and usage, rather than continued 

marginality and neglect, is welcomed. However, the heritage qualities of the place also need 

to be promoted, and their promotion can only serve to give the proposal more weight. In 

effect, this means treating the chapel and its churchyard at least partially as a museum, to the 

place itself and to its place in the history of Murston, particularly in the medieval and post-

medieval periods. This could be done, for example, using interpretation boards on site or 

information on-line. An interpretation board is marked on the proposed new layout of the site 

in the business plan provided by the client, and further heritage information resources, 

perhaps within the chapel itself, within the proposed cafe, and also on-line would help to re-

establish the connection of the old church of All Saints, Murston to its past.   
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The provision of interpretation boards on the site would benefit from a small amount of 

additional archaeological and documentary research – including seeking copyright 

permission to reproduce historical images. We would again point out that the historical 

account offered in the present report is no more than provisional, and that much of the 

published information in circulation about the church – including the Schedule Monument 

description – is defective.  
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SITE OF MURSTON OLD CHURCH, SITTINGBOURNE

Fig 1. HER map



Fig 2. Google map of 2003
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Fig 3. Murston Church survey



Fig 4. Fisher’s sketch of the east end of All Saints Church, Murston, 1803



Fig 5. Fisher’s sketch of the west end of All Saints Church, Murston, 1803



Fig 6. Another view of the west end, supposedly of c 1807
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Fig 7. Detail of Murston Tithe Map, 1840



100m.

Fig 7. Detail of First Edition Ordnance Survey



Fig 9. Late nineteenth-century view reproduced in Grayling, 1913



Fig 10. Photograph, perhaps of 1871 (CKS: P259/6b/5)



Fig 11. Photograph taken early in the demolition of the church, 1873



Fig 12. Late nineteenth-century or early twentieth-century view



Fig 13. Late nineteenth-century or early twentieth-century view
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Fig 14. Detail of Third Edition Ordnance Survey



Fig 15. Early twentieth-century photograph reproduced in Andrews, 1930
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Fig 16. Detail of 1938 Ordnance Survey



Fig 17. The chapel on the eve of the 1970’s  repairs



Fig 18. Locations of grave slabs and monuments recorded by The Sittingbourne and Swale Research Group 
(Baxter, Rees, and Grisdale 1978)
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