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1.  Introduction 
 
Preston: a Most Peculiar Parish is a new project starting in 2013 and planned to run for at least two and 

probably three years. FSARG will be working in the part of the parish known as Preston Within or 

Preston Next Faversham. Although nowadays included in the domain of Faversham Borough, the parish 

of Preston has a long history of its own with some astonishingly early documentary mentions e.g. in 

AD822 when the parish is donated to Christchurch, Canterbury.
1
 

 

St Catherines, the parish church, is undoubtedly a very ancient foundation with both archaeological and 

documentary evidence putting its foundation well back into the Saxon period. Given the proximity of the 

rich Saxon Kingsfield cemetery looted by brickfield workers and railway builders in the mid 19
th
 century

2
, 

some interesting questions are raised about this church and the area around it during these early times. 

 

The aims in 2013 have been to examine the evidence for medieval land use along the line of Preston 

Street - the Mall. This is the shortest route joining Faversham town centre and the quays of the Creek to 

Watling Street running west to Rochester - London and east to Canterbury - Dover. This line forms the 

western boundary of Preston Within. Almost no proper archaeological work has been done along the 

Preston Street-Mall line, with only the looting (as mentioned above) and a few stray or accidental finds 

mostly of Roman burial material giving any information at all.
3
  The main aim of the work in 2013 was to 

uncover medieval levels at well spaced points along the line and see whether the evidence was for 

habitation or agriculture or both. KP99 was located towards the north end of the Mall. 

 

 

2.  Geographical and historical background 
 
a) Geography 
 
This was a small, narrow, almost level garden at an altitude of 19m, sloping upwards slightly towards the 

east. The property is the first in the terrace facing onto the Mall at the northern end and is opposite the 

18
th
 century wall of Mall House. 

 

b) Geology 
 

The geological map shows the Mall and Preston Street as being Head Brickearth.
4
  Although the Upper 

Chalk is near the surface it dips down quite sharply to the north and in nearly all places on the geological 

map in the central Mall and Preston Street, we have found quite thick brickearth deposits of a particularly 

fine-grained type. The map also shows a small 'island 'of Thanet Sands exposed just to the east of the 

Mall. 

 

Edward Crow, writing in the mid 19
th
 century

5
, says that the area to the east of the Mall 'enclosed by the 

4 main roads ..... [Is] ...  where the whole of the surface from 4 feet to 8 feet in depth has been removed 

for brickearth'.  Based only on very limited excavation so far, this does seem to be a rather too sweeping 

statement: for example, this report will show considerable quantities of medieval pottery in KP99, a 

deposit that would not have survived the kind of brickearth removal Crow is describing. We also saw 

brickearth in KP99 and KP99A (see Fig 1 and later). 

 

Nevertheless, there was indeed a brick and tile works within the area enclosed by the four main roads 

and in some places e.g. at the junction of Nelson Street and Preston Grove there is a clear drop of the 

kind of depth Crow refers to. This is a situation that must be kept in mind when dealing with the surviving 

drift geology of this under-researched area. 

 

 
1 Hasted  1798 The History and Topographical Survey of the County of  Kent Vol 6 pp532-49 on Preston  
2  Richardson A   2005 The Anglo Saxon Cemeteries of Kent Vol 1   BAR British series 391  
3  E.g. HER TR06 SW17   Romano British flagon found on building site of Argosy Cinema. See also FSARG 2013 report for 
KP101 (Old Wine Vaults) 
4 British Geological Survey   Faversham, England and Wales Sheet 273 Solid and Drift Edition.  
5 Crow E 1848-61 Historical Gleanings relative to the Town of Faversham and Parishes Adjoining.  CD transcript by P Tann, 
2009,  Faversham Society: Faversham   
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Fig 1: Bottom of K99A showing unmistakeable brickearth. 
 

c) Known history 
 

As far as maps and documents tell us, the house now present on this site was the first one there. In the 

map sequence opposite, in the early maps of 1795 (first draft survey of the OS) and the 1839 (tithe map) 

the site is occupied by an orchard. In 1839, this is listed as owned by William Baldock and farmed by 

Ann Perkins who lived in the farmhouse and cottages adjacent to the east.  Ann Perkins also farmed and 

took rents from cottages in a great swathe to the south of Watling Street. She actually owned Grove 

House, a small but very handsome late 18
th
 century house (plot 114 on the tithe map) although she 

rented it out to John Shepherd. She must have been a prosperous and competent lady - I imagine her as 

a formidable widow. 

 

In 1839, there were already some small terraces along the Mall (which had been widened and improved 

in1773
6
 and gas lighting installed in Preston Street in 1831.

7
  The plot numbered 122 is listed as 

occupied by Samuel Sheepwash, a name to remember for later on in this report. By 1865, the whole 

terrace had been completed, including No 3 The Mall, but not including the large detached property on 

the corner of the Mall and Preston Lane. Ann Perkins' farm and cottages were still there but the big barn 

like building (possibly a tithe barn) to the west of the farmyard had now gone. Grove House, however, 

which had been present on the 1795 map as well, is still there, as indeed it is today in 2013, handsome 

as ever. 

 

   

 
6 Crow op.cit.  p 358 
7 Crow op.cit. p 364  
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a)8 
 

 
 

b)9  
  

 
 

 

c)10   

 

d)11  e)12  
 

By 1908 and indeed 1963, the eastern side of the Mall is very much as it is today except for the empty 

plot just north of the Preston Lane / Mall junction, nowadays occupied by bungalows. An important 

 
8 OS 1795 Surveyors First Draft map for Faversham  
9 Preston Near Faversham  Tithe Award Schedule and maps  1840. KAS/ KCC archives 
10 OS Ordnance Survey 1908 Sheet XXX1V .10 
11 OS 1963 25 inches to mile, same sheet as above. 
12 OS Ordnance Survey 1865 Sheet XXX1V.10.1  

1839 
1795 

1865 

Fig 2: Map sequence for 
the north east side of the 
Mall. 
 
The red star marks the 
location of KPs 99 / 99A. 
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change, however, that is not obvious from the maps is that the level crossing just to the north of this area 

has been closed and replaced in 1897 - 8 by the Forbes Road underpass.
13

  Forbes Road is a new road, 

visible in the south west corners of the 1908 and 1963 maps. This road runs around and goes 

underneath the railway line, linking back to Preston Street and the station. A pedestrian subway runs 

underneath the railway at the location of the former level crossing. Thus, the northern end of the Mall - 

still known as Preston Street until the 1930s - went from being the main route into Faversham Town to 

being a quiet, dead-end backwater. 

 

Notice that all this time, the residence on the opposite (western) side of the Mall, which is in Faversham 

parish, remains the same: i.e. a large house, known nowadays as Mall House, with a very large 

enclosed garden. Mall House was built in 1743 although its rear portion is older, probably 16
th 

- 17
th
 

century. Like Grove House, this impressive property and its curtilage have survived until now, more or 

less intact. 

 
 
Part 1: KP99 
 

3.  Location of pit 
 
Number 3 The Mall is an end of terrace house facing west with an east facing back garden. The pit was 

located in the back garden, in an empty flowerbed mid-way down the garden. The flowerbed was one of 

many in the garden, connected by and delineated by flagstone paths. 

 

 

4.  The procedures 
 
Using the flagstone paths as edges on three sides a 1.2m x 1m pit was measured, with one edge 

marked with string. The position of the pit was recorded by measuring to mapped corners of the house, 

13.4m from the most northern part of the house, and 9.53m from the southern edge of the original 

extension. The pit measured 1m on an east-west axis and 1.2m on the north-south axis. The pit was 

hand excavated using single contexts, each of which was fully recorded. The pit was excavated to a 

depth of 85cm, with a keyhole dug to the maximum safe depth of 1.2m. All excavated soil was sieved 

meticulously. Finds were set aside for each context. Any features revealed were carefully recorded, via 

context sheets, site notebook and photographs. Finally, the spoil was put back in, tamped down and 

watered, ready for re-planting by the house owners. 

 

 
5.  The findings 
 
Context [18] was a sondage cut into the lowest layer [17].  [17] was at a depth of 1.2m, but context [18] 

went deeper. [18] comprised of brick earth, with colour identified as 5YR 6/6 using the Munsell chart. It 

had no inclusions and can be seen as the natural soil, undisturbed by the activities of humans. 

 

Layer [17] (5YR 4/2) was a friable, very well sorted layer, approximately 11cm in depth. [17] had a large 

concentration of inclusions, especially medieval pottery, ranging from early to late medieval. The largest 

quantity of late medieval pottery within the pit (315g) was found in this layer, together with a large 

amount of CBM and lithics, of which approximately a third (440g) was identified as worked flint. This 

layer also had a variety of bone fragments and teeth, possibly domestic refuse. 

  

 
13 Stevens P 1998 A Record of Preston and Preston St  Faversham Papers No 62  Faversham Society  p39, 43 
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Fig 3: Showing the surface of layer [16] 
with layer [19] and [17] revealed beneath. 

 

There were no clay pipe fragments found. A very thin layer of highly compacted, possible red brick dust 

[19] was found above [17] immediately underneath a hard white layer [16], nicknamed the 'icing sugar' 

layer (Fig 3). Context [16] was fine grained and formed a complete sealed white surface layer probably 

of slaked chalk. In places this was up to 2cm thick. Layer [15] (5Y 5/6), above [16] and stretching across 

the whole pit, consisted of a loose, coarse grained material resembling a sand and crushed shell mixture 

which was very well sorted. This layer was easy to trowel with a smaller proportion of inclusions than all 

the layers above and below it (Fig 4). 

 

 

Fig 4: Context [14] removed, showing top of Context [15]. 
 

 
 

 

Context [14] was a silty, soft, fine grained, clayey layer (5YR 5/2). It was approximately 10cm in depth 

and contained a range of pottery and some small fragments of bone. This layer contained the only 

Roman pottery (7g) and the second highest amount of late medieval pottery (108g) found in the pit. 
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Fig 5: Profile using west face of pit (North to the right). 
 

Context [13] was a firm, clayey, silty layer (5YR 5/2) and the contents of this layer were similar to that 

found in other higher layers [05] and [06] (see below) but in greater quantities. However, there were 

smaller amounts of shell and larger pieces of pottery and chalk. Small amounts of bone, identified as 

midden scatter were also found. Fragments of clay pipes and a copper alloy pin, with a shaped domed 

head was found in this layer. 

 

Cut [7] was excavated with the compact fill identified as context [8] (FYR 3/2). This was potentially a post 

hole. It was a 10cm concave hole, at 33cm - 37.5cm in depth, on the south side, to the east containing 

CBM, shell, bone, clay pipe, chalk and charcoal. Cut [9] was excavated with the compact fill identified as 

context [10] (FYR 3/2). This was potentially a post hole. It was a 9cm concave hole, at 33cm - 40cm in 

depth, on the south side, to the east  containing stone, lithics, chalk and coke. Cut [11] was excavated 

with the compact fill identified as context [12] (FYR 3/2). This was potentially a post hole. It was a 28cm 

irregular / uneven hole, at 33cm - 38cm in depth, on the south side, to the west  containing a few finds 

i.e. CBM, lithics, shell, clay pipe, mortar and slate. The findings in the 3 cuts were consistent with 

findings from the layers above. 

 

Context [6] was adjacent to Context [5], to the north of the pit and was a compact sandy layer (5YR 3/2) 

with a variety of inclusions consistent with a Victorian garden. The inclusions were lithics, chalk, CBM, 

coal (34g) shells, pottery and clay pipes. All the flint (505g) appeared to be worked. The pottery (63g in 

total) was dated from Late Medieval to 19
th
 century. A pin (CuA, silver plate) with a shaped, domed head 

and no point (0.9g) and a piece of glass slag (4g) were found. 

 

Context [5] was adjacent to Context [6] to the south of the pit. It also was a compact sandy layer (5YR 

3/2) with a variety of inclusions consistent with a Victorian garden. The finds were similar to layer [6] 

however more coal was found (127g) and less flint (117g). A pen nib was found, which could date from 

1822 to present day. 
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Context [4] (5YR 4/2) was a layer of compacted lithics and shell / shell fragments (467g), 17cm -24cm 

below the surface. There appeared to be sand mixed in with the predominant shells. Small amounts of 

pottery (4g), coal (38g) iron (47g) CBM (87g) lithics (22g) and chalk (91g) were found.  

 

Context [3] (5YR 4/4) was processed separately to Context [4] being a 19cm strip across the middle of 

the pit (running east-west) above level [4]. It was a very small layer of sandy material with a little shell but 

no notable finds. 

 

Context [2] (5YR 3/2) was a friable silty layer 20cm - 34cm below the surface, adjacent to context [3]. A 

small amount of late Medieval pottery (5g) was found, a larger quantity of late post medieval (84g). 

There were small amounts of CBM (26g) and lithics (22g), but the largest concentration of bone in the pit 

(114g) and coal likewise (282g). 2 small pins were found. 

 

Context [1] extended across the whole width of the pit to 17cm below the surface (5YR 3/2). It comprised 

loose, coarse grained ashy garden topsoil. To the south there appeared to be gravel included. Pottery 

was found from Late medieval (10g) Red ware (4g) and mostly 19
th
 century (241g) consistent with 

Faversham town gardens as were the findings of Lithics, CBM shell, glass and coal. An unusually large 

quantity of clay tobacco pipe fragments was found (see later). 

 

 
6.  Interpretation of KP99 
 
Fig 6: Pottery from Context [17]. 
 
The aim of the pit has been to 

examine the evidence for medieval 

land use along the line of Preston 

Street - the Mall. It was evident from 

the analysis of our findings that the 

site was in use during the Early 

Medieval period and onwards with a 

large amount of pottery found from 

the Late Medieval period. This Late 

Medieval pottery is impressive and 

shown in Fig 6. It is mainly Late 

Medieval (1400-1550) with a little 

group in the top left corner Medieval 

(1200-1450) and a few tiny sherds 

of Early Medieval Shelly Ware 

centre top. The big sherd is 

probably from a medieval peg tile. In 

the LM assemblage, there is late 

Tyler Hill, Tudor Green, Surrey border ware, Wealden Buff, Hareplain / Biddenden sandy ware - this is 

not a poor mans humble set of pots! It is suspected that the dating for the actual deposition here is mid 

16
th
c - mid Tudor, in short. 

 

Overall, evidence from the pit possibly supported the occupation of the site from the Roman period, with 

a small amount of Roman pottery found, however as this was located contiguous with the medieval 

pottery, we believe that this was residual. 

 

The small medieval and earlier sherds found support the view that this was used for agriculture during 

the main medieval period. This was an expected set of finds. The assemblage of [17] and the feature 

composed of [19], [16] and [15] above this was decidedly not expected. The sherds, such as the large 

pot handle fragments, were not of agricultural midden scatter type (small, much abraded) but rather 

primary occupational dump. This implies nearby late medieval settlement. 

 

Further research has suggested that the nearby farm buildings shown on the tithe map are those of 

Preston Farm. The rapidly increasing amounts of information being found, especially in the Shepherd 

Neame archives, suggest strongly that the 18
th 

- 19
th
 century development of the whole area between 
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Preston Lane / The Mall / The A2 / Preston Grove (all quite old route ways) involves the dismemberment 

and selling off of Preston Farm. It is possibly this farm complex, shrinking between 1839 and 1865, that 

contributed the late medieval pottery and also the demolition materials used around 1850 to build the 

wall examined further in the report on KP99A. Another puzzle is the feature above [17]. The materials 

are those of mortar making, although in this case not yet mixed up. Dating this feature has been very 

difficult. The 'icing sugar' rests on a bed of brick dust, implying Tudor at the earliest. Yet the high 

proportion of shell hints at medieval shelly mortar. Then there is the presence of medieval pottery sherds 

in the layer [15] above this mortar floor (if that is what it is): has an overburden from elsewhere been 

used to cover up and level off the former working site? 

 

Clearly these findings are stimulating a lot of research for next year, especially to do with long-gone 

Preston Farm. In the mean time, however, a return to the garden was made and some further 

investigation taken regarding the wall (Fig 7). 

 

Finally, the pit supported the occupation of the site to the Victorian period, with concentrations of late 19
th
 

century pottery found from the surface down to context [15]. Likewise the huge number of pieces of 19
th 

century clay pipes found at all contexts above Context [16] was interesting and will be discussed further 

elsewhere.
14

  All but one of the clay pipe spurs is labelled JS - John Sheepwash. John Sheepwash is 

listed as a pipe maker in the censuses of the mid 19
th
 century. Samuel Sheepwash, labourer, lived at 

plot 122, and there has to be a connection, maybe father or brother? More research is needed. 

 

 

7.  Final comments for KP99 
 
Due to the findings (pottery, clay pipes and context [16] from KP99 and the construction of the southern 

garden boundary wall), it was felt that a further, supplementary pit should be excavated, to see if the 

findings from KP99 were consistent throughout the site and to try and discover evidence to date the 

southern garden wall. The sheer number and weight of clay pipe fragments (330g) together with those 

retrieved by 'garden walking' by the house owners (160g) seems to indicate a possible link to some form 

of clay pipe manufacture in the area. This will be the subject of a later paper. 

 

 
Part 2: KP99A 
 

8.  Location of Pit 
 
KP99A was situated within the same garden as KP99. It was roughly parallel with KP99 but to the south 

and placed immediately next to the southern garden wall. 

 

 
 

Fig 7: South garden wall. 
 

14 FSARG John Sheepwash and Clay pipe manufacture in preparation. 
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The position of the pit was recorded by measuring to mapped corners of the house (see Appendix 2). 

The pit measured 1m on an east-west axis and 68cm on the north-south axis. The measurement of 

68cm corresponds to the gap between the wall and the adjacent east - west path of paving stones. One 

paving stone which abutted the wall was removed. The pit was hand excavated using single contexts, 

each of which was fully recorded. The pit was excavated to a depth of 82cm, with a keyhole dug to the 

maximum safe depth of 1.2m. All excavated soil was sieved meticulously. Finds were set aside for each 

context. Any features revealed were carefully recorded, via context sheets, site notebook and 

photographs. Finally, the spoil was put back in, tamped down, and re-planted with plants previously lifted 

when digging the pit. The paving stone was replaced. 

 

 

9.  Procedures 
 
Procedures were as for KP99, except we removed a modern flagstone. Therefore half of the pit was 

garden flower bed and the other half had been protected by the flagstone. The remaining procedures 

were as in KP99, above. 

 

 

10.  Findings 
 
A sondage [11] was cut into the lowest layer [7].  The pit was excavated to a depth of 1.2m, but the 

context [11] went deeper. It comprised of brick earth. Colour identified as 5YR 6/2 fading to 5YR5/5 (at 

the bottom of the keyhole) using the Munsell chart. [11] comprised easily extracted brick earth. 

Inclusions found were within the top 5cm of this context, the interface between [6] and [7], leading to 

suggestions that they had been 'trodden in'. This specifically applies to the one piece of clay pipe and 

metal (found near to the wall). 

 

Context [6] comprised an uneven and lumpy layer of chalk, incorporating some very large pieces which 

broke on extraction. A sondage was dug through context [6] (the eastern half of the pit) which exposed 

the brick earth [7] beneath. Voids within the chalk were found. The chalk was strongly cemented and 

identified as 5YR 3/2 on the Munsell chart. Depth was between 62cm and 82cm beneath the surface. 

 

Context [5] was an amalgam of soil and chalk with chalk estimated at 80% of everything excavated from 

context [5]. Some possible rubble from the wall construction was found within this layer, together with 

CBM, chalk and lithics. Chalk inclusions got larger as the context was excavated. Depth was between 

50cm and 62cm from the surface. The context was compact and identified as 5YR 3/2 on the Munsell 

chart. 

 

Context [2] was loose soil with many inclusions, with the context sloping down towards the east. The 

colour was identified as 5Y 3/2 although there was a central sandy coloured area which included shells 

and this was identified as a cut and fill ([4] and [3] respectively). Depth was between 20cm and 42cm 

beneath the surface. Context [4] was a cut measuring 22cm by 5cm. It was a concave, ellipse shape, 

5cm deep and 22cm in diameter. Context [3] was the fill for context [4]. It contained many shells, a piece 

of glass, 2 pieces of slate, two pieces of metal (possibly small hooks) and some clay pipe. Several small 

pieces of shell were also found. Estimated that 60-70% of the fill was shells. Context [3] identified as 

5Y6/2 on the Munsell chart and overall similar to context [1], although it had more inclusions. 

 

Context [1] was loose, friable garden soil. No turf was removed, although some plants were lifted and 

subsequently replaced. It was quite fine grained possibly best described as a loam. It was well cultivated. 

The context consisted half of an open flower bed and half of garden soil covered by a modern paving 

slab. Context identified as 5Y 3/2 on the Munsell chart. 
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Fig 8: Profile using East face of pit. 
  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The garden wall, masonry context [8], was constructed of flint, stone, brick, mortar and cement being 

capped with brick. There were several flint courses evident and also some shorter stone courses, with 

some of the stones being quite large. Generally though, the courses were random (see Fig 9). It was 

130cm high and extended 65cm below the garden surface. The footings [9] were 13cm in depth and 

were of mortar with some brick and lithics inclusions. The wall has been repaired with modern concrete 

used in several places. 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

Fig 9: Base of garden wall showing 
   foundation. See also Fig 1. 
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Although the wall believed to be was "trench built" there was no evidence concerning the trench found, 

hence the dating difficulties. 

 

 

11.  Interpretation of KP99A 
 

The aims of KP99A were to see if the finds from KP99 were consistent across the garden and to attempt 

to date the garden wall. The contexts of both pits showed similar levels of the different types of soil within 

the garden. Context [16] in KP99 (the shallow chalk marl layer) which was found at 68cm was similar to 

a thicker layer (context [6]) within KP99A which was found between 62cm and 82cm. The composition of 

each was slightly different with context [16] in KP99 being consistent with a trampled or flattened surface 

and context [6] of KP99A being heaped with voids within it. The brickearth was evident at similar levels. 

 

The walls construction was the same nature above and below the surface, as can be seen in the 

photographs and its age is still undetermined. The construction of the wall was mixed, incorporating 

stone blocks, flint and brick. The exposed base shows how carefully the wall was built. The wall sat on a 

shelly mortar base, with flecks of red brick, which sat directly on the brick earth (context [7]). We 

searched for a trench cut from when the wall was built, but were unable to identify one. 

 

Although the wall is hard to date, mainly because it is made mainly of re-used materials, it is thought to 

date to the building of the houses around 1850 - before this date, e.g. on the 1839 tithe map this area is 

orchard with no walls shown. Also, some of the brick fully incorporated (rather than a later repair) is of 

mid 19
th
 century hard red brick type. If so, then the dressed ragstone in particular is on at least its third 

time round from having been imported for use in a medieval building. 

 
 
 
Final comments for KP99A 
 
We thought that these pits would be simple to investigate but they proved the opposite. KP99 raised so 

many questions that we excavated KP99A to try and find some answers. The discovery of the late 

medieval pottery in KP99 Context [17] was most unexpected, as there is no known at the time record of 

medieval occupation on the site. The "icing sugar" layer (context [16]) and sandy, shelly layer, (context 

[15] ) above it, presumably were to do with mortar manufacture, but is so far proving very difficult to date. 

After digging KP99A we don't think it relates to the building of the garden wall, which appears to be built 

from recycled materials.  Much more research will be carried out during 2014 to try and take our 

understanding further. 
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Fig 10: All the clay pipes from KP99. 
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Appendix 1: 
Harris Matrix for KP99 and KP99A 
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Appendix 2: 
Plan showing the relationship of KP99 and KP99A 
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Appendix 3: 
Small Finds From KP99 

 

Small Finds 
No. 

Context 
No. 

Simple 
Name 

Material(s) Weight Written Description Earliest 
Date 

Latest 
Date 

21 05 Pen nib Copper Alloy/brass on steel? 1.0g 

A nib from a dipping pen Ormiston & Glass were steel tip nib manufacturers, 
started in 1822 by John Mitchell of Newhall St., Birmingham (Wikipedia). The 
first steel pen was said to originate in 1803 but Daniel Defoe refers to it in 1724-
26. Birmingham became the world's major centre (half world supplied in 1850). 
No further details of Ormiston & Glass. This nib seems to be a late design and 
may date from as late as 1950. It is of coated steel; the point shape may be a 
dating characteristic. Mass production began in 1822. Such nibs are still 
available in 2013. 

1822 2013 

22 13 Pin Copper Alloy 6.8g Pin with shaped, domed head. 1600 1900? 

23 06 Slag Glass 4.0g 

Glass slag dominated by white glass but with small platelets of dark green / 
brown glass within it. There are a few small other inclusions in the layered 
matrix of the white material, which seem to be ash, possibly brick or pottery 
fragments and one spot of iron/rust. 

? ? 

24 06 Pin CuA, silver plate 0.09g A pin with shaped, domed head and no point. 1600 1900? 


