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Maidstone Museum 
 
Benjamin Harrison Archive  
 
Volume 17 
 
[This volume follows on from volume 15. It runs from August 1897 to 
September 1898. Although, like many of the other notebooks, it was 
probably copied at a later date, there is no concrete evidence as to when 
this might have been done. It is a most satisfying read containing diary 
entries, copies and originals of letters sent and received, and copies of 
articles and book extracts. There are, of course, examples of BH’s poems 
as well as copies of rhymes by others, among which there is the well-
known  ‘Eolith, Palaeolith, Nature or Man. That Little Chocolate Flint’ by 
Edward Harrison on p 120. Included in this volume, and of great interest, 
are the letters from Alfred Russel Wallace, two of which are original. At 
points the narrative is difficult to follow because of BH’s habit of 
interweaving separate on-going copies of letters or copied accounts from 
books or papers for page after page. Interspersed between such entries are 
short, copied letters and diary entries, all of which serve to make it a 
disjointed read. It is one of the longer notebooks, the transcription and 
annotation of which alone amounts to just over 34,000 words.] 
 
The first entries on the flyleaf consist of two letters, the first from J Perry, 
dated February 1st 1898, returning a box of tools and thanking BH for 
arousing his curiosity about flint tools and recalling when in their youth, 
they ‘pelted’ one another with such objects, noting only how nicely they 
fitted into the hand. 
 
The second letter is dated 28th August 1897 from Edward Spink, thanking 
BH for the report and inviting him to view more holes in his field. The 
address is ‘Portobello, Kingsdown’. This was, and may still have been at 
the time, a public house frequented by BH, his family and friends. 
 
Five newspaper clippings: The first, on the back of the above letter, entitled 
‘Sergeant White of Bow Street. An Old Gaoler’s Reminiscence’s alongside 
which is a note in BH’s writing ‘Evans to A I- so here he is then Sergeant 
White of Science as regards the antiquity of Man’. 
 
A Poem entitled ‘Hitherto hath the Lord helped us’ dated November 23rd 
1898. 
 
An article about discoveries of Stone Age artefacts that relates to finds, 
both lithic and animal remains, from various places in Great Britain. A 
ramble of scholars and those associated with the Horwich Unitarian church 
near Bolton was followed by a lecture which detailed the finds and 
speculated on their meaning. 
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A poem on the Goldcrest, or the Golden Crested Wren, said to be the 
tiniest bird in Britain, by ‘lloegryn’ followed by another, by the same poet, 
entitled ‘Kent’. 
 
 
P.1. A copy of a letter from Mr James, Curator of Maidstone Museum 
dated August 10th 1897. ‘Payne in reply to a letter from our Chairman (the 
Mayor) says that our application for a grant towards purchasing your things 
will be dealt with at the Council meeting of the Kent Archaeological 
Society next September’.1 
 
In red capitals,‘ Stanhope’. A copy of a letter to BH from this gentleman 
whose address is given as Bunaanook House, Kinlock, dated September 3rd 
1897: 
 

‘Sir, In reply to your letter, I regret to say that the Kent 
Archaeological Society have insufficient funds at their disposal to 
purchase your valuable collection of flint implements. 
 
I hope that the town of Maidstone may make you an offer to place 
the collection in the Museum. The County Archaeological Society 
might possibly make a contribution towards the purchase and I have 
already brought the matter before the Council. 
 
Your letter reached me, on the point of starting for Scotland. I am 
Sir, Yours obediently, Stanhope’. 

 
Copy of a letter from WJ Vincent dated September 3rd 1897: ‘Be sure I will 
do what I possibly can to enrich our Museum at Maidstone. I suppose you 
read a full report of the address by Sir John Evans. It was in The Times. He 
seems to have imbibed all your faith but to have left you out of the 
confession. It is a triumph for you, but not a generous tribute’. 
 
Quote re: speculations as opposed to facts as starting points. 
 
P.2. In red ink ‘E Pink Eyre Pits’ A comment from Edward Harrison ‘this 
letter gummed to the flyleaf of this volume. The sender’s address, 
Portobello, Kingsdown  dated 20th August 1897. ‘Dear Sir I am much 
obliged for the report. If you wish to open another hole in my field you 
have full liberty to do so after the present crops of mangold and cauliflower 
is off. Yours truly Edward Pink’ 
 

                                                
1 There was an outbreak of Typhoid fever In Maidstone at this time, which 
displaced all the other considerations of those in authority, hence the delay 
in considering the purchase of BH’s lithic collection. Incidentally, but of 
interest, is the fact that the first ever typhoid vaccine was tested on 
volunteer staff at the local mental asylum in Barming, none of whom 
subsequently developed the disease. 
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A short entry dated September 6th 1897 re: Miss Eden, a relation of Canon 
Eden and Mr Godwin and their wish to view some implements. 
 
A copy of a letter from Lasham dated September 6th 1897 (year in EH’s 
hand). ‘I send Athenaeum with critique of Sir John’s new edition, it quite 
harmonizes with my views, the book is inadequate. Have called at the 
Ath[enaeum] office to try and get the name of the writer, if you have any 
idea let me know’.  
 
Copy of a letter from Mr Frampton sent from The White Hart Hotel 
Harrogate and dated 6th September 1897. It is about the next council 
meeting in which he [Frampton] promises to do what he can towards 
furthering the object that BH had in view [the purchase of BH’s collection 
for the Maidstone Museum]. 
 
An extract from Lady Prestwich’s letter of 18th August 1894 in which letter 
Lady P reassures BH of Sir JP’s faith in the artificial work on the flints 
which he is sure will be recognised in time. 
 
P.3.  A letter from William Parkes of Ightham School House dated 15th 
June 1894 in which he thanks BH for the loan of a book (no title given) 
and tells him of Mr. Abbott’s appreciation of BH’s work as only those who 
had been on an excursion with him can do by noting the thoroughness of 
BH’s search. He goes on to say that ‘if only the odd five in your collection 
can be proved to be genuine your efforts will have been rewarded’. This 
being so, human existence, he suggests will have been proved to be ‘far 
earlier than it is supposed to have been’. Suggests that BH is just at the 
start of the ‘battle’. 
 
A extract from Keane’s Ethnology p 74. This will have been a reassuring 
work for BH since it notes that some ‘rude’ flints exhibit bulbs whilst some 
palaeoliths, as noted by Shrubsole and Bell, are un-bulbed.  Suggests that 
these latter are more advanced than some of the stone tools of the South 
African Bushman or the Tasmanians, of whom it was said were incapable 
of fashioning any of the British Eoliths. The proposal is ‘hence any stone 
that can be conveniently grasped must be taken as the true starting point 
and between this and bulbed flints there is a wide interval with room for 
much upward development. At the same time, objects which show no clear 
sign of artificial treatment are of course useless in the study of human 
progress’.  
 
Concludes with a mention of AM Bell’s description in the Journal of the 
Anthropological Institute, dated August 1894 p 266, of the chalk plateau of 
Kent and both palaeoliths and eoliths found there. 
 
P.4. Copy of a letter from John E  Prestin whose address is Littleback Hall, 
Filstead, near Bayley in Yorkshire and dated September 9th 1897: 
 

‘Well, I am glad to see that you are alive and not discouraged by 
evident attempts of Sir John Evans to throw cold water on your 
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discoveries. The fact is he, as well as several others has been given 
by you a tolerably hard nut to crack and although they think they 
have cracked it,  
 
[Continues to p 5]… yet they are by no means satisfied with their 
nutcracking, because contrary to their own hopeful expectations they 
have found good meat in the good nut.  
 
The fact is that you, who are comparatively unknown in the scientific 
world, have by your discoveries, practically carried the antiquity of 
man further back than any of the savants durst dream of doing, unless 
the exception be Sir J Prestwich, and consequently they are eaten up 
with envy. At any rate it seemed so to me and an Antiquarian …? 
after reading the report of the address by Sir John Evans, and the 
remarks in his 2nd edition of Flint Implements of Great Britain. 
 
However, you will meet with due recognition some day, and your 
present reward must be the satisfaction that you cannot but feel that 
you have added, in no small way to the sum of human knowledge’. 

 
Back to page 4: A Newspaper or journal article from The Graphic about 
Mr Millikin of Punch, ‘A Tribute’ dated September 4th 1897. 
 
P.5. In red ink and underlined, an entry entitled ‘J Oldham Geo Survey of 
India’, dated 11th July 1897 or, in brackets, 4, is the subject of the copy of a 
letter from Sir Joseph Prestwich:  
 

‘Mr Oldham the well-known Indian geologist has just been here. I 
shewed him the Plateau specimens. He at once saw their artificial 
character and had not a doubt about a single specimen. I thought you 
would like to know the opinion of so competent a geologist as Mr 
Oldham. I shewed him the worst first but rude as they were he saw 
the human touch about them. Yours truly, Joseph Prestwich’. 

 
An entry about Nicholas Whitely (Penarth, Truro) made on July 30th 1889 
who visited Oldbury with BH on this date and again on the 1st August: 
‘Oldbury first day with Ted and home to Imp[lement]s. Seven Wents, Rock 
Shelters, Fane Hill, home. Basted Lane and Station. 80 yrs of age, family 
land agent to him Mrs Gilbert –East Dean and Eastbourne’. 
 
P.6. Professor Prestwich writes: ‘I know Mr Whitley, he has been long a 
sceptic on all finds but those which are Neolithic: I hope you may convince 
him’. 
 
A few blank lines then: ‘Professor Green- September 14th 1890. I have just 
spent two hours with Professor Green. I was showing him the West Yoke 
spoil. He is a nice old gentleman and was much interested, took in the 
gravel bearings. What impressed him most was the rolled flints, evidence 
of wear. In this I think he was right. Weathering, he truly says, may be 
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accidental but such wear is an indication of age and movement which 
cannot be gainsaid’. 
 
P.6. An entry entitled ‘Address prepared for the Geologists Ass[ociation’ 
[dated September 19th 1897: 
 

‘Gentlemen, when a man is often called upon to speak to a learned 
society, it is no easy matter to keep summarising the same text and 
not be free from vain repetition. As this is the fourth time I have been 
in touch with the Geologists Association and the third I have been 
called upon to address it, I may be pardoned if any text is taken from 
the words of one who visited Ightham in 1893, spoken when I when I 
was endeavouring to shew that the rude specimens were capable of 
being divided into groups. 
 
They need no demonstration, dumb show is sufficient. They speak 
for themselves. 
 
I have deemed it best to present a few rather than a miscellaneous 
collection, so that one and all may closely observe, handle the 
specimens and compare’. 

 
P 7: A newspaper clipping from The Times August 1897. It is an account of 
the Geological Section’s discussions about the first traces of ‘man in the 
New World’ and involved researchers such as Professor Putnam talking 
about the collections of Dr Abbott, Professor Claypole, Sir John Evans, Dr 
Spencer, Professor Morse, Dr MacGee and Dr Cushing all of whom related 
geological strata and formations to flint implements here and abroad’. 
 
The account of the address to the Geologists Association from the previous 
page ending ‘and compare’ continues: 
 

‘In 1893 my total was about 2,500 and now exceeds 5000 sketched 
and catalogued but I have contented myself with exhibiting two of 
the types selected by the late Sir Joseph Prestwich, the crescent 
shaped or hollow scraper and the double scraper (depressed form) 
together with a variety of the same tool which I have named body 
stones’. 

 
P.8. The Geologists Association address from the previous two pages 
continues: 
 

‘The last is a dominant group, doubtless a handy everyday tool, used 
by all the Plateau men. About two years since when showing to a 
visitor, a great traveller and hunter, who was familiar with the west 
coast of Africa, Tierra del Fuego and Patagonia and who had closely 
observed the natures he unearthed taking up this specimen “this is a 
body stone”. I replied, “Sir Joseph Prestwich has named these double 
scrapers, depressed form” to which the addressee asks “why do you 
call them body stones”?’ 
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P.8. The same Geologists Association account continues: 
 

“… because every nature uses such for the purpose of rubbing the 
hard skin of the sole of the foot, removing the scarf skin, in fact skin 
scrapers”. 
 
Hence I adopted the name and it will be seen how closely they 
feature each other in form, in some instances so shaped as to be a 
reversible tool and with a long and short side as if being capable of 
being used with either hand.  
 
Some three years since specimens of these groups were sent to Sir 
John Evans and although he could not help confessing that some 
specimens sent him were certainly chipped by man, still he threw 
cold water upon the same by saying “Has the absolute uselessness of 
such as tools never struck you? now the fact that the edge of a flint is 
chipped by hand it may just as well be made to present an acute as a 
right angle”.’ 

 
A copy of a letter from Mr GM Arnold dated 27th September 1897: 
 

‘My Dear Sir, All, I think, of Antiquaries must concur in feeling that 
a real obligation is due to you for your zeal and assiduity [last word 
exact copy of entry] at a branch of research which you have made so 
much your own. 
 
Finding I could not reach the meeting on Friday the 30th at Maidstone 
I have written the secretary in favour of liberality on the part of the 
Association…’ 

 
P.9. A letter from Mr James, the curator to the Maidstone Museum and 
Public Library:  
 

‘The Council met today, but so far I haven’t heard the amount they 
have granted. Very few present, mostly Parsons, one of whom 
referred to me as “Mr whats-yer-name”. I am sending him my card! 
They are a lot aren’t they these clerics? 
 
What has become of your polished Neoliths. I have some of the 
rough specimens here but according to Payne there are others. 
 
I hope you will try to arrange to come in at an early date to put some 
time into the collection, for until this is done I am quite unable to say 
anything about it to anybody. It must be made educational in the 
highest degree or I should be told of it, or asked what is the good of 
it. F James’ 

 
The following entry appears to relate to the previous latter from Mr James, 
Curator of Maidstone Museum: 
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‘Within a short time of this dictum, I happened to be in company 
with Professor Rupert Jones and Professor Judd at the [in EH’s hand 
is written “Nat Hist Museum”] Kensington. They were about 
selecting a series for the Royal College of Sciences and I 
immediately thinking they like Sir John Evans were unconvinced, 
proceeded to remonstrate. 
 
Professor Judd interrupted “We are entirely convinced that they have 
been chipped into shape and can be grouped, we will now proceed to 
select the specimens”, and added “I do not think you are called upon 
to point out the uses”. 
 
The selection was made as well for a set for the Natural History 
Museum where, I am proud to say, they are in evidence. 
 
As is ever the case when discoveries of a revolutionary nature are 
announced they are received at first with ridicule’. 

 
P.10. A copy of a letter from AM Bell: 
 

‘I am glad that you are pleased and think you have cause though I 
may not entirely represent your own views which I think you ought 
to try and put in writing yourself.  
 
Remember also that this article appears in what you consider the 
opposite camp, ie that Mr Longman is Sir J Evans brother-in-law and 
publisher also. So there is some curiosity and in their publishing and 
paying for it. 
 
I hope you will get me a nice find on Sunday an ochreous pal for 
choice’. 

 
A nice little five-line, philosophical aphorism given to BH by Mr. Hodd: 
  
‘A philosopher once lived at Ightham, 
On the age of man said he’d enlighten em,  
They said he was wrong,  
He converted the throng,  
For with facts he was able to fight em’. 
 
Continued from address on p 9: 
 

 ‘…and only find general acceptance when they had, so-to-speak, 
been hallmarked by the heads of the special department of science 
concerned. 
 
This is by no means an unmixed evil, given it is essential that the 
leaders of science should be currently cautious in their acceptance of 
new truths, and in this particular case it has happened that while 
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years of any life have been spent in heaping Pelian upon Assa in the 
way of confirmatory evidence, the very mass accumulated forms an 
obstacle of the great truth it demonstrates’.  

 
The following paragraph has been scribbled through in pencil: 
 

‘The attachments of the hall-mark has been again and again deferred 
because the chief of the marking department has met the legion, or it 
may be the inclination to satisfy himself sufficiently. 
 
I am however comforted by the remarks made by the remarks made 
to me by the late Sir Joseph Prestwich’. 

 
In the margin in red BH notes that Bell wrote asking him not to speak 
against Evans and his response was to quote from the psalm from the 
service for the burial of the dead ‘and erased as sun have’. 
 
P.11. Bell on finds at Fawkham, West Yoke and Brands Hatch. Sunday 
October 10th 1897: 
 

‘Your box arrived I am pleased with all and delighted with two of 
your stones from Fawkham. One is a very fine Jacob and esau 
specimen, the others are rude and worn, transition Pal Have shewn 
both to 3 professors already. Balfour much taken with the Jacob and 
Esau. My own affection was to transitional Pal. The other two profs 
think there may be something in it, in which conclusion I agree’. 

 
On the 14th October Bell wrote: 
 

‘I must send a new amplopage[?] to acknowledge your kind remit of 
Sunday. 
 
The two Fawkhams are real treasures, quite the things I heartily 
desire, but knowing those …? in this sublime sphere, must be content 
with a few. The West Yoke is extremely fine and its Brands Hatch 
analogue, the green coated, fresh as a daisy, is an interesting example 
of the resist-the-atmosphere power of flint’.  

 
Two pencil sketches of these palaeoliths. The W. Yoke described as 
‘ochreous and worn  Hand’ and the Brands Hatch as ‘Yellow and only 
Slightly worn’. 
 
Follows on from p 10 Sir J.P’s remarks:  
 

‘Do not try to force the position, I have faith in time and right, and 
await the verdict of the majority. Mr Oldham the well-known Indian 
geologist has just been here and I showed him the Plateau specimens. 
He at once saw their artificial character and had not a doubt about a 
single specimen – I showed him the rudes first, but rude as they were 
he saw the human touch about them and concluded by saying “I 
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thought you would like to know the opinion of so competent a 
geologist”. 
 
It is now more than 4 yrs ago that Sir John Evans wrote “ I am afraid 
that Professor Prestwich and yourself think I am very slow accepting 
the true faith.” 
 
A leader wrote me recently “I suppose you have read a full report of 
Sir John Evans address at Toronto. He seems to have imbibed your 
faith without bringing you into the confession”.’ 

 
P.12. Original letter from George Payne, the Honorary Secretary of the 
Kent Archaeological Society. Sent from The Precinct, Rochester, Kent and 
dated October 7th 1897, It thanks BH for his ‘… valuable help and … 
cooperation during the Annual meeting held at Sevenoaks last July’. 
 
Continuation of the account from p 11: 
 

‘I am grateful that sufficient evidence has been forthcoming from my 
late pit digging to convince so est(eemed) an antagonist and now that 
he has spoken through his book and accepted the geological positions 
I am satisfied, but had I not persevered and sunk more pits, no more 
would have been made towards accepting my conclusions, even 
though thousands of the rudes had been found. 
 
Two of the three specimens, while he accepted are here and can be 
examined, the third is at Oxford. 
 
I would especially draw your attention to the specimens accepted and 
to their worn condition and deep staining. The late Professor Green 
of Oxford was much impressed by the worn examples and remarks “ 
weathering may be accidental, but much wear is an indication of age 
and movement which cannot be gainsaid”.’ 

 
P.13. ‘Lasham flint implements from Farnham 
 

1 Reported on B. Harrison Plateau undoubted Palaeo impts 
2 Rolled p…. type undoubted Palaeo impts 
3 Found on Ballast Railway undoubted Palaeo impts 
4 Very rough undoubted Palaeo impts 
5 Rolled abraded undoubted Palaeol impts 
6   “   “ 
7 A specimen sent to me by Mr Mangles of Mesolithic. Probably 
worked but if so probably Neolithic from Ripley 
8 A very much weathered impt   Indubitable implement 
9      “         “                                              “ 
10 A boring tool ?... Plateau natural waterworn 
11 Fine Palaeo    A beautiful specimen 
12       “   burned    Not burned but whitened by water …, a very 
pretty implement 
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13 Cave  dug up in Stoke? Next …? Neolithic. I have little doubt that 
this is Indian, probably from Seinde (does he mean Sind?) Can’t have 
come from Col Godwin Austin’s 
14, 15,16 Very rough, might be thought natural handiwork.  
 
The only doubtful one is 14, and that think is worked. 
17,18 Nothing particular   Indubitable 
19 Rough                               “ 
20 Fine later pal                     “ 
21       “ Plateau                   “ 

 
Entry from p 12 continues: 
 

‘gentlemen, more than a quarter century since I wrote in my 
notebook the words of a celebrated German author. “Our first 
business with everything is neither to praise or blame it, but simply 
to understand it. On this principle I have in endeavouring to unfold 
the history of Man and various degrees thereof as geologically 
proved, and may ?fitly close this discursive paper by quoting the 
words of St. Paul “Let every man be fully satisfied in his own mind, 
and have a reason for the faith that is in him”.’  
 

Dated September 15th 1897. 
 
P.14.Continuation of the list from page p13: 
 

22 See Harrison’s comments ‘Much rolled but indubitable’ 
23 Low level 
24    “     “ ‘used also as a boring tool. ‘Work not so evident but I 
accept as an implement  JE (John Evans) 
A mile of transport along the course of a stream may produce a great 
amount of abrasion. 
 
I have come across the enclosed. The remark refers to implements 
sent to you 4 out of every 8 to be natural Sir John is on the spot isn’t 
he? He does not mark his letters private so presumably they are not 
so. 
 
“It is quite a relief to see a consignment of such a character after 
having had Mr B Harrison’s incorporations submitted to me. There is 
only one, no 10 which being of natural origin belongs to his 
catalogue. Nearly all the others, waterworn examples, were at one 
time well-shaped implements and have now had their angles 
smoothed down by water action like many from St. Acheul, 
Canterbury and other places”.’ 

 
The Tale of a Flint. A.M. Bell: 
 

‘When we were young in the 40’s it may be in the 50’s, people 
generally were content to believe that man came into the world 
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precisely in the year 4004, before our ere. We have ceased to believe 
this, and it is natural for those who have passed through a change 
affecting our important beliefs, to review the subject of enquiry 
which led them into new paths. 
 
Already in 1849, Edward Forbes  (to whose chair in London Huxley 
succeeded) was writing thus “I am quite ready to admit that Man’s 
advent happened 20,000 yrs ago as 5000”. Lecturing on this subject 
he calls trying how near one can go to the fire without burning one’s 
fingers. Men already learned in the wisdom of Egypt were asking 
how it was possible that the Negro type of man, head jaw and woolly 
hair, should be so unaltered in the oldest monuments of Egypt, unless 
a popular chronology were antedated. These were men of science…’ 

 
P.15. [from here there are several interwoven entries which continue for 
several pages. It is sometimes quite difficult to disentangle them but I have 
made as clear as possible where a particular entry, which may span several 
pages, is picked up again by repeating the last few words from where it left 
off onto the page where it continues]:  
 

‘…men of science. The bulk of Mr Harrison’s favourite Plateau 
specimens are to my mind not wrought but owe their shapes to purely 
natural causes. Those of which your said specimens seem on the 
contrary to be actual Palaeolithic specimens, much rolled and 
probably derived from beds higher up the Wey and brought down by 
floods’. 

 
Another pithy little aphorism regarding ‘facts that winna ding’ from Mr 
Hodd.  
 
From Charles Darwin, Grant Allen page 185. ‘For what others suspected, 
he was the first to prove, when others speculated he was the first to observe 
and experiment, to demonstrate and convince’ 
 
Continued from p 14: 
 

‘these were men of science whose conclusions came from the 
possession of principles, rather than of individual facts. They did not 
say “there is a monument or there is a fossil” and I can prove to all 
men that it is 10,000 years old. Yet such are the arguments necessary 
for conflict with a general opinion, and it was by such arguments that 
the popular opinion mentioned has come to an end. “facts are chiels 
that winna ding”. 
 
The facts which in their place have done much to effect this change, 
have been flint stones, very undingable affairs, as nature chose to 
change them in her alembics, from a jelly into an imperishable 
substance. The nature of the beautiful arrowhead, and polished (and 
in general, axes, of the late stone age) was in the 40’s fairly known.  
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The Celtic Highlander still and named them as he does now. Skeat 
h… the shafts of the fairies. A more educated opinion (for Sir 
Richard Colt Hoare’s folios are not a sixpenny edition)… 

 
P.16. Allen Brown 1886 from Harry Malyan: 
 

‘And now about Mr. Allen Brown. I called with friends and saw his 
splendidly arranged collection one Sabbath morning and he was 
exceedingly kind as he traced the ancestry of weapons and the modes 
of using, clearly and distinctly. And though I have heard the same 
from you, yet I was pleased that he took my friend in hand. I can tell 
you that tho’ the fellow is considered clever he knows nothing of 
what he’d seen and heard that morning as he remarked “ Doesn’t it 
open ones eyes?”  
 
Allen Brown wished me to tell you that he had a lot of business in 
hand with his new book and also as executive to an ?arctic admiral 
[AM: this passage does not make complete sense but is transcribed 
verbatim]  and which caused him endless worry, every thing seems to 
come at once he remarked, and gave a pull at his well bitten pipe. 
 
His sympathies are entirely with you in your labours and spoke 
highly and very kindly about you. “Ah, he said, we were we were 
sitting down and thinking “ I’ve often thought about him (you)’ 
[meaning BH).  

 
Note to indicate that this is continued on p. 17 left. 
 
Continues from p 15: 
 

…(for Sir Richard Colt Hoare’s folios are not a sixpenny edition) 
was aware that a race of men, unknown to history, whose tombs are 
still visible on our moors and downs, used weapons of war or 
implements of peace fashioned out of flint and other durable stones. 
Though beyond history, the time when these races lived could not be 
very far beyond the written record. Their burial rites were an 
evidence. Their bones were often found entire, lying or rather sitting 
in the attitude of sleep round the ashes of a fire: beside them lay the 
weapons and their food wherewith they were to find support to fight 
in the spirit world. These rites remind me of the Roman burial, and 
are almost repeated in the burials of the North American Indians, no 
far distant nations. So also their weapons of stone, often exquisitely 
finished, polished, closely resembled in shape weapons now or lately 
in use. Their stone axe was our iron axe, their hammer our hammer 
and their arrowheads of stone featured the iron arrowheads which 
excited Dugald Dalgithys’ laughter in the 17th century. History had 
past… 

 
P.17. Continued from p 15: 
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… I’ve often thought about him with all the worries and cares of his 
business and his home, yet what an enormous amount of time and 
study he has required”. I told him that it was your love that never 
failed and so you had amid disappointments kept steadily on and 
really soon He spoke of you for some time that I almost wondered if 
he had written it down and when he wound up with “ I admire that 
man and his bull-dog determination, I say bull-dog because of 
tenacity of purpose, sticks and stones and of no avail nothing short of 
death will cause him to relinquish his hold”. 
 
With that we adjourned to the geological room, then he took my 
friend in hand and also in we went with him the whole morning. I 
told him I was about to write to you and he wished me to tell you he 
would be down in the spring’. [Entry concludes here] 

 
Continued from p. 16: 
 

‘history had past [BH’s spelling] over these races, but they were not 
far removed by time. These views, certainly generally current after 
the Swiss discourses of 1851,2, are right: they contain an important 
truth. The later stone age belongs to the modern, not to the ancient 
ages of human life. Stretch a hand beyond history, and you touch the 
later stone age: there is as yet a gulf before we reach the next epoch. 
Meantime Delos was to be stirred. The earthquake was gathering its 
forces.  
 
In the year 1832 M. Boucher de Perthes at Abbeville received from a 
quarryman his first implement, now so familiar as the Palaeolithic 
axe. Picture that. A peasant gravel digger presents to Perthes the first 
proof of the great antiquity of the human age: and Perthes knew it. 
With what mingled feelings of happiness and wonder did he go home 
with his treasures; with what resolution to fathom the secret, which 
he alone had divined. Like F...’s Perthes was a theorist, he believed 
in the great age of man: and his own words… 

 
P.18. Copy of a letter from the editor of the B[lack] and W[hite], dated 25th 
September 1897. Obviously a reply to a letter from BH requesting photos 
which the recipient says he will send as soon as possible. 
 
Copy of a letter from R Quick of the Horniman Museum, Forest Hill., 
dated October 25th ?1897. In it he informs BH of his intention of arriving at 
Wrotham on either Thursday or Friday and asking permission to ‘drop in’ 
to see BH’s collection. 
 
Entry from p.17 continued:  
 

‘his own words are that for “many years” he fought in vain. His 
discoveries before in 1832 were accepted in England in 1860. What 
weary years of preaching in the wilderness! There some readers say. 
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Not at all; happy years increased knowledge and facts gathered in, 
friends persuaded and opponents silenced.  
 
Finally between 1858 and 1860 all men able to form a judgement 
were persuaded, and only a few years had elapsed when first facts 
came pouring in from all Western Europe proving and confirming the 
views long held by Perthes alone. 
 
What had he found? He had obtained flints worked by man in the 
gravel beds of the river Somme. That is, in beds of gravel which lie 
in the present Somme Valley, but above the present level of the 
stream. They were deposited where they now lie when the river 
flowed 50 or 100 ft higher than it now does. The time which a river 
takes to eat out a 100ft of its valley is the time between us and 
thereof. No bones of men were found… 

 
P.19. Copy of a letter to BH dated October 17th 1897 but with no signature 
or ascription.2 ‘…The stone which you have sent (Fawkham crossed out 
and Brandshatch inserted) 784 remarkable … to me to be an implement of 
Pal worn away by water and deliberately, a tool of the earlier ruder type 
this is p… to… is a must. It seems regular type action lined into or at least 
alt… the water wearing action. In sending it to me you tempt me much to 
forget the sixth commandment, but will try to withstand’.3 Sketch of the 
tool referred to. 
 
Continued from p 18: 
 

‘No bones of men were found with the human handiwork, but the 
huge bones of elephants were found, and Rhinoceros, hippopotamus 
and hyaena, animals either extinct or far removed from northern 
France. 
 
Where meanwhile did we stand in England? Sir John Evans led the 
van of pioneers, and in a few years the river valleys of England from 
the Great Ouse to the Ax? had revealed their long-hidden treasure, 
proving the presence of man on our land, in time long, long 
antecedent not merely to history but to the existing configuration of 
the surface of the soil, of the land and the sea. 
 
We saw man the contemporary and survivor of animals which exist 
no more. Here in England he hunted the hairy elephant and the Irish 
Elk, he shrank from the Hyaena and was forced by the fierce 

                                                
2 Though not ascribed to AM Bell, it is most probably from him, as at this 
time he and BH swapped specimens and frequently corresponded about 
these items. 
3 Varying according to which version of the Ten Commandments the 
reader uses, it could be either, to refrain from murder or from committing 
adultery. Either way, the imagination of the reader is engaged, not to say 
stretched!   
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Rhinoceros. He passed over the site of London, then deep beneath 
the earth; he looked out from Portsmouth Downs, but saw no silvery 
Solent and no Isle of Wight: he went to… 

 
P.20. Thursday October 28th  [1897 in EH’s handwriting] Mr Quick from 
the Horniman Museum visited and was met by BH at Boro’ Green from 
where they walked to High Field at which point BH pointed out the fissure 
and they continued on to Warren Park and via Tebbs’ to the Rock Shelter. 
Home and up to the museum and then, at 5.29 off to catch the train. BH 
says it had been a ‘perfect day’.  
In EH’s handwriting ‘Mr. Griffin wrote on Nov 15 1897 speaking of a 
paper he had written on BH’s “Realising Palaeolithic Man found in Kent”.’ 
 
Sunday October 23rd  [EH gives year as 1897] BH and Dr Conn went to the 
fissure at 10.30. At 2.20 Messrs Dipley FGS, Mr Griffin (Catford Natural 
History secretary) and a botanist walked over from Eynsford- an hour in 
museum- walk to Rock shelters where they spent an hour and by 6 they left 
by train. 
 
On his return BH found Dr Connor and Mr Arthur Wright home from 
Guildhall Museum with whom he spent nearly two hours in his museum 
‘and a whistle being sounded, time to start said “I am reluctant to leave, 
could stay here all night” beautiful day’. [this last paragraph makes limited 
sense but has been copied verbatim] 
 
Sunday October 31st 1897. ‘Very fine day in museum all morning- sorting 
out and re-arranging. Evening correspondence’. 
 
The entry from p 19 continues: 
 

… he went to Dover and passed to Calais without car or sail, for the 
Strait was dry land. This was the great change in idea; what came 
before was curious, what came after was supplementary, but this was 
a great change. So great that the people in general could not have had 
the heart to make it. Had it not been that the general ideas was 
leading in the same direction. 
 
England of the past rose to our view as a peninsular, jutting onto the 
northern sea and the southern part of it at least was inhabited by man 
whose chief implements were two tools of stone as peculiar and 
novel as was the fact of their existence. One was often a large tool, 
pointed at one end and very thick at the other, the second was an oval 
shape and usually sharpened to an edge all round. Both of them were 
as a rule worked all over, leaving none of the original surface e. The 
first of these two was, what the archaeologists and the other people 
love, self persuasive. You saw how it was working, you saw what…’ 
[Continues on p 21, right-hand page]. 

 
P.21.Left-hand page. Note on Primitive Man: 
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 ‘Let us try to picture our early ancestors, the dwelling on the high 
chalk plateau, so strongly represented by his tools in the old drift 
gravels, capping the summit levels. 
 
They were wild hunters living on the uncooked spoils of the chase. 
Their implements consisted entirely of rude, worn flint stones: these 
were shaped to a rough cutting or rather scraping edge on one side by 
deftly chipping the cortex surface, and this was grasped in the hand 
either right or left indiscriminately, for primitive man had not yet 
become right handed, as is plainly evident by the way the stones are 
chipped and used. He used the rough cutting instrument to carve the 
flesh and hack the bones of the animals he killed for food. 
 
This is Eolithic Man; he lived before the time when man first began 
to leave any record of his existence, other than those rude stone 
implements. Some broken stones with a sharp cutting edge or 
point…  [Continues and concludes on p 22 left-hand page]. 

 
Continuation of the entry on p 20 ending ‘you saw what it was for.’: 
 

The heavy rounded butt was to be held in the hand with the sharp 
point inflicting a deadly blow on the body or the skull of a human 
enemy or of a captured beast. It was exactly the weapon which 
Sylvan man would require, living according to hypotheses, without 
either domesticated animal or cultivated field. 
 
The oval implement had by no means such a tell-tale appearance, it 
was probably used for cleaning and cutting skins and incidentally for 
hacking bones apart and occasional uses. Curiously enough it has an 
analogue from the later Stone Age in a rare and beautifully polished 
tool which is always supposed to have been used in cleaning and 
cutting skins. The pointed implement can hardly be said to have a 
“double” anywhere. 
 
These two, the pointed and the oval, were of all sizes, and found to 
be practically the only implements of the race. [Continues on p 22]. 

 
P.22. Continued from p 21 ending in ‘sharp cutting edge or point’: 
 

… would be almost ready to his hand without chipping or grinding 
and there is no good reason in believing that we have traced primitive 
man far beyond the period of worked flints to a lower condition of 
intelligence. Where he only used sharp stones just as he picked them 
up from the earth for hacking off the flesh and splitting the bones to 
get the marrow’. [This entry concludes here] 

 
Sherbourne October 20th 1897 Geological Association, 540 Kings Road, 
Chelsea. Copy of a letter: 
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‘You must excuse me for troubling you with a letter on the subject of 
your flints. I have been much interested in your discoveries and in 
the patient and careful method in which you have collected, and have 
been gratified to notice your work acknowledged and recognised. 
 
Dr Conn and others have often shewn me examples and made me 
familiar with your ”brownies”.’   

 
Continued from p 21, right hand side: 
 

… implements of the race. It was the boyhood of man, when he had 
but one shaping tool, a pocket knife, a weapon used as most matrons 
know for many purposes, constructive and destructive. 
 
Though varieties in shape were few, the workmanship in the finer 
examples was neither imperfect nor unskilful: it was marked by 
beautiful finish and a wonderful symmetry in the form produced. 
Such examples now much sought after at the time: naturally, as they 
were intrinsically works of art, and were conclusive proof of work 
with a purpose, which human beings alone can produce, and this 
proof at the time was essential. But there was another class, which 
was formed from these stones which in their natural shape closely 
resembles the shape required for use. These by a few touches of the 
hammer had been changed into the tools required. They did not 
escape the eye of the late Sir Joseph Prestwich, who collected and 
carefully preserved a number of flints which shewed the least signs 
of… [Continues on p 23 right hand side]. 

 
P.23. Continued from p22 R hand side: 
 

 …your “brownies and the singular and interesting features they 
present. They have been well figured and described and though a few 
have objected, no one has definitely stated his objection until the 
interesting paper of Mr Cunnington appeared in Natural Science. 
 
The statement of objection has no weight unless insufficient evidence 
and therefore such statements in themselves have little or no value. 
But here in this article (beautifully illustrated). Mr Cunnington states 
his reasons for declining the acceptance of these flints as implements. 
The paper itself is reasonable in tone, carefully considered and 
remarkably well refined and therefore worthy of most dispassionate 
attention. 
 
Now it often happens that one’s feelings are aroused when one’s pet 
discovery is so sagaciously attacked, and this is partly my reasons for 
writing to you just now. Let me ask you not to reply to this 
[Continues on p 24 Left hand side].. 

 
Continued from p 22 right hand side: 
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…workmanship as well as those which show the most.  
 
How pleasantly in his late address at Jurante does Sir John Evans 
read the time! The movement, the enthusiasm, the advance in 
knowledge, for all men, we know from Aristotle “delight in wisdom, 
only they do not push it very far”. It was so universally 
acknowledged that the leaders might well be exuberant. The position 
concerning the flint is this: men have few tools, but they are shaped 
by himself: he took up a rude block of flint, and chipped it according 
to his own preconceived purpose, into a shape quite different from 
the shape of the natural block. He had had long experience otherwise 
the difficult material could not have been worked with such 
consummate skill. He was not the rudest auto-savage, otherwise 
symmetry would not have been so inconspicuous in his handiwork. 
The comparative age of the River Valley man was also settled… 
[Continues on p 24 right hand side]. 

 
P.24. from p 23 left  hand side: 
 

 …reply to this article yourself till you have examined in every way 
Mr. Cunnington’s objections: and believe me they are not used in any 
nasty way or in any way attempting to belittle your energy and care. 
Everyone acknowledges and will acknowledge the value of your 
work in the direction of the antiquity of man and the value of your 
discourses in prompting discussion on this subject. 
 
Whether your flints are implements or glacioliths can detract nothing 
from the work you have done. 
 
You have set a ball rolling which has accumulated facts like a 
snowball and facts are always of inestimable value whether they 
point in one direction or another. Believe me dear Sir. Yours very 
truly, C. Darius Sherborn’. 

 
Continued from P 23 R hand side: 
 

… River Valley Man was also settled. These instances proved that 
the implementiferous age came on after the first extension of the 
arctic cold over England, when the boulder clay of our eastern and 
midland counties and the north was deposited. Sir John Evans 
obtained an implement in the east of England formed out of a boulder 
brought by ice from the north, a perfect proof that the implement was 
used after the time of the boulder drift. It neither proves however that 
man in a similar stage of culture did not live before, or that the 
boulder drift ended the period of cold. 
 
Once more observe the position gained. We have man, at a time 
subsequent to the great descent of arctic conditions, living in our 
present river-valley, and fashioning implements with the artistic 
power and skill which mark long experience and practiced efforts. 
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When these positions had long been granted, in the year 1890, the 
late Sir Joseph Prestwich faced his old friend with certain proposals, 
which… [Continues on p 25 right hand side]. 

 
P.25. November 7th 1897 [in EH’s handwriting]:  
 

‘Cold east wind but upper current clouds forming. In fissure by 10.30 
and had a close survey of the top, there certainly is a vent open to 
top. Sketch of the geological phenomenon. Examined surface above, 
many Neo[lithic] spalls some old flint and a few bits of ironstone 
principally towards Boro’Green. A sketch of the fissure section. 
 
Walked down again at 4 and after a short stay walked round by 
Basted and Crowhurst. Evening with Kennard in Museum chatting 
about Cunnington’s paper. The fog next day very dense’. 

 
November 14th 1887 [EH’s handwriting]. Started at 9.50 wife and I to Platt 
Common. Highlands Offham. Refreshed at the Ref Lion nice comfy back 
parlour. Home via Gret Comp, Crouch, Basted. Very mild and oppressive 
when no hill breeze was at play- The flint spread near Highlands observed 
as in 1888 and chert drift capping. Newly cut section in valley west of 
Offham-. 
 
Continues from P 24 right hand side: 
 

…certain proposal which were held to involve a somewhat new 
departure.  
 
He brought around a series of implements seemingly by the patient 
and persevering labours (vien des amies, like Perthes) of Mr. 
Benjamin Harrison, the village grocer of Ightham in Kent.  
 
The implements for Sir Joseph maintained, represented an earlier 
stage in the history of man, both geologically from the ancient 
character of their resting place and in the stages of culture which they 
represented. They were obtained from the plateau of the N. Downs in 
Kent which stands at an elevation of some 500 to 700 ft above sea 
level, it is not the work of existing rivers. They lay in ancient ?... 
spreads of gravel, remains of ancient watercourses. 
 
The rivers which once filled these watercourses had flowed from the 
south, before the chalk hill had been cut back to their present line, 
certainly hundreds of feet in thickness, perhaps miles in length. This 
stupendous erosion of the chalk Sir Joseph attributes to the influence 
of the Ice age; these flints… continues on p 26 right hand side. 

 
P.26. London March 15th: 
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‘Dear Sir, Thanks for the sight of the specimen. It is quite immaterial 
whether it came from the south or east coast- the essential is that it is 
a shore specimen. It certainly simulates closely some of the 
debateable specimens but it is in fact a naturally split pebble of which 
the edges are worn by sea action. As I have pointed out some of the 
plateau specimens are so rude that it is difficult to draw the line 
between nature and art, but it is of no use taking such specimens as 
evidence on either side. What is wanted are well defined types of 
which the characters are positive and not negative. Let the sea action 
advocates show specimens of the types and then we attend the 
argument. There are many… 

 
Continued from page 25 R hand side: 
 

… these flints therefore which were rolled down before the hills were 
worn away, were deposits where they now lie before the arctic period 
of England. They were found on the surface of a plateau, the sides of 
which were worn away to form the debris of the river valley period. 
They were therefore antecedent to this, but what was the evidence of 
human workmanship? 

 
The river valleys showed a highly wrought implement, and left us to 
infer long centuries of previous experience in handling flints. The 
new implement was not wrought or shaped according to the 
?walker’s idea at all, it was merely a flint picked off the ground and 
used as a tool in the state in which it was picked up. A few chips at 
the side gave a kind of edge a removed the natural bark or outside 
covering, these few chips and the presence of the tool in use force all 
the marks by which it could be known. It shewed man as a user of 
tools, but not as an artist. The chipping and use were so regular that 
it… [Continues on page 27 right hand side]. 

 
P.27. Continued from p 26  left hand side: 
 

… There are many natural flints which simulate Palaeolithic 
implements but they prove nothing. 
 
To discuss them seriously is only a waste of time. My doctor forbids 
again my return home for the present. Yours very truly, Joseph 
Prestwich 
 
The one shore specimen was all that I wanted or needed to see.’ 
[Concludes here.] 

 
Shoreham Sevenoaks 9th November [18]97 (Nov 9 1897 EH’s 
handwriting): 
 

‘Dear Mr. Harrison, I return this morning the box of precious letters 
for LCS Ad… to Borough Green as usual. I feel very grateful to you 
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for the sight of them A few of them have been copied and extracts 
made from others. 

 
The one enclosed is very interesting, I have traced off the slight 
sketches in it I have had it copied… [Continues and concludes on 
page 28 left hand side.] 

 
Continued from P 26 R hand side: 
 

 …so regular that it seemed to mark a purpose. Man has had his 
wants, he applied this simple means to meet them. It seemed to lead 
us back one stop further. 

 
The late Sir Joseph Prestwich did not carry all his ?... with him: and 
though Mr. Harrison has made ?... of many authorities young and old 
since 1890, this position is not universally accepted It was first 
objected that the age of his specimens was uncertain, for a majority 
came from the surface of the gravels. This question is now finally set 
at rest. A was dug near the crust of the chalk, and the home of the 
stones in question was found 7-8 feet deep beneath the earth. 
Consider the waste of waters in bringing this to the surface! It was 
also said that mere use on the edge could never identify a stone as 
genuine without the usual hall-marks of flaking. Nature might make 
the same slight chippings or touchings on the edge. It was further… 

 
P.28 Continued from P 27 L hand: 
 

… had it copied. kindly send me a pc to say if the box has reached 
you safely.  
 
Many thanks for your letter, with kind regards to Mrs. Harrison. 
Believe me, yours sincerely Grace A Prestwich 
 
I have mad a list of a few of the letters or rather their dates. Should I 
want for any of them again I shall write to you but I think I have all 
those I can insert. GAP’. 

 
Sir John Evans November 9th 1897: 
 

‘Dear Sir, I am too busy to write much about your flints and 
sketches. The only one of the former that appears to me to be 
artificial is n0. 3 from pit field and the bruising and chipping on its 
edge seem probably due to natural rolling in the gravel rather than to 
wear in use. 
I need hardly say that I disagree with Mr Cunnington on the battering 
being the result of frost I refrain from offering further opinion. Yours 
truly J. Evans’. 

 
Continued from p 27 R hand side: 
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…. It was further such good things that he expects too much. He 
finds a… book of Aristotle, new sayings of our Lord, K…s of Egypt, 
perfect forms of art, the weapons of Somaliland as perfect as they 
were made. Spoiled by good things he fails to take hold of our point, 
that we think we are on the tracks of the Bushmen not the civilised 
man of past ages, and that his tools will more or less represent 
himself and be blunt and dull. They will be at least free from all the 
traces of art and be unattractive. 
 
The place claimed for them in the human progress demands that this 
should be their character. Nor is it true that in their rudeness they are 
quite unlike the flints used in later times and in reality fit for no 
purpose. 
 
They fall into a number of classes, some of which clearly resemble in 
shape the finished implements of later date, and the tools have 
apparently been used for scraping, cutting, piercing a hole and giving 
a round shape to staff or horn- Poor tools doubtless, but they were 
poor men, who lived ages before the knock-kneed, low browed… 
[Continued on page 29 right hand side.] 

 
P.29. Wednesday November 17th [‘1897’ in EH’s handwriting]: 
 

 ‘Mr Webb from Stoke Newington and lately from Canada- dull 
close day- at 3 to Oldbury, Mount Pleasant past Ja[me]s Bassetts 
house and along to Isles. Accompanied to Train- On my way home 
train passed me at ?...?... then gradually gathering steam clouds I was 
starting to hear a noise and a huge rush of steam near Dark Hill- 
arriving there I found the piston had blown out, or rather, I suppose 
face of it. Being as early in spits of it was interesting to note the 
engine driver at work unscrewing with a huge spanner- presently an 
engine arrived from Sevenoaks and going on to B Green reversed and 
dragged train to Station. It was a weird sight- particularly as so many 
traps on road and all stopping to see accident’ 

 
Continued from p 28 R hand side: 
 

… chinless race of Neanderthal at Spy. To expect much from such a 
source is surely to report the ancient myth of the early perfection of 
mankind. If we view the subject in its general aspect, our 
 
Argument becomes too strong- If the theory of evolution is true, as 
we all believe it to be, there was a time when man used for his tools 
simply the stones which he picked off the ground. First he took the 
stone unaltered, then slightly chipped, then shaped, then polished or 
perforated: there is a direct and inevitable sequence. This is too 
strong: it does not prove that Mr Harrison has found on the North 
Downs of Kent a position where traces of the ancient stage of human 
life largely survives, it only proves that such traces once existed 
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somewhere. At the same time it ought to gain for his discoveries a 
favourable regard. 
 
We have given to these ancient relics for the sake of ?... a simplicity 
of explanation which they cannot claim. Did they appear all by 
themselves(?) the solution would be … Continued on page 30 right 
hand side. 

 
P.30. Another note, dated October 10th [‘1897’ in EH’s handwriting]. 
Comments on the overnight hurricane: ‘one of the most destructive gales 
ever experienced’. A rough week followed with much damage sustained. 
Spent all day in sketching 
 
Continued from p 29 right hand side: 
 

… easy. Here, or we might say in these river courses are the traces of 
an ancient race distinct from the Palaeolithic race which for ages 
lived on our land. This was a weaker race of men.  The river valley 
tribes, stronger men with stronger weapons, effaced from the earth 
this stock of humble aborigines.  
 
But the Antiquary has not always an easy time, and the record of the 
earth in this case is not so easy to read. The humbler implements do 
not come alone, for in the same gravels are found, though rarely (the) 
same deeply coloured implements or much rolled and rolled 
fragments of shaped implements of the late river valley type. The two 
kinds of implement therefore were, as far as we can see, in use at the 
same time. This is a real difficulty to the archaeologist and he finds 
himself before the proverbial three alternatives: refuse to accept the 
newcomer while granting his own worthy contemporary: believe that 
the strata and their contents have become confused, use a French 
word, say remanie, a confess that you cannot quite… [Continues on 
page 31 right hand side.] 

 
P.31. From Tyndal’s British Association address, Belfast 1874: 
 

‘The strain upon the mind during the stationary period towards ultra-
terrestrial things, to the neglect of problems close at hand, was sure 
to provoke reaction. 
 
But the reaction was gradual: for the ground was dangerous, a ?p… 
being at hand competent to crush the citizen who went too far.  
 
To elude this ?..., still allow opportunity for the expression of 
opinion, the doctrine of two-fold truth was invented, according to 
which an opinion might be held “theologically” the opposite opinion 
“philosophically”. 
 



 24 

Thus in the 13th century the creation of the world in six days and the 
unchangeableness of the individual soul, which has been distinctly 
affirmed by St Thomas Aquinas’. 

 
Continued from p 30 R hand side: 
 

… you cannot quite understand  and put in its true place. The writer 
takes refuge in the last alternative, where he may perhaps be joined 
by others who do not expect to find perfect clearness in relics of such 
age, remaining to us without the surroundings supplied by graves and 
tombs or a rainless atmosphere. 
 
He will think that in this early day he sees the survival of an earlier 
day still: that the time when both tools are used together with the 
rude, rudimentary, points us to the time when the rude tool was used 
alone. Go back as we may, we are pointing further beyond. If this be 
so, that the earliest use of flint which we can find shows itself to us 
as a survivor from an earlier and less developed time, the first 
appearance of flint as the chief metal has a strange similarity. 
 
Pr[ofessor] Flinders Petrie, among his many discoveries, has given us 
a glimpse of the time when the long reign of flint was drawing to a 
close in Egypt. It was in the 11th dynasty: men were acquainted with 
copper and bronze: they shaped pottery on… 

 
P.32.  Continued from from p 31 L hand side: 
 
… by St Thomas Aquinas have both been denied philosophically, but 
admitted to be true as articles of the Catholic faith. 
 

When Pythagoras uttered the maxim, which brought upon him so 
much vituperation, that “opposite assertions are equally true” he 
simply meant that human beings differed so much from each other 
that which was subjectively true to the one might be subjectively 
untrue to the other. The great sophist never meant to play fast and 
loose with the truth by saying that one of two opposites assertions, 
made by the same individual, could possibly escape being a lie. It 
was not with sophistry but the dread of theological vengeance that 
generated the double dealing with curiosities; and it is astonishing to 
notice what lengths were possible to men who were adroit in the use 
of artifices of this kind. Page 18’ [BH has copied the above from p 
18]. 

 
P.32. Continued from P 31 R hand side: 
 

…they shaped pottery on the wheel and painted it in forms of art: 
they had letter and picture writing: they graved ivory in forms of 
deeply suggestive meaning, yet still the knife of flint was used in the 
service of religion, the flint saw in the kitchen, flint hook in the 
reaping field and the flint toy in the nursery. So the use of flint, a 



 25 

long and tried institution died hard and men kept on the old Savant 
when he was past his work. 
 
Now to take one review more, from the pleasant hills of Kent with 
the wind blowing about us, what is our position now? We find man 
living in our country when the rivers did not flow as they do now: the 
North Downs stood higher and extended for further to the south. So 
far all are agreed, for all accept the few implements of the later type 
found in the gravels. Many of us, an increasing number, I think 
accept also the lower type of tool, and believe that the stage of 
human progress which these gravels work was… [continued on p 33 
right hand side]. 

 
P.33. 1897 [in EH’s handwriting]. Two one line accounts of BH’s activities 
and the weather and a sketch accompanied by some notes on 
Oldbury/Ightham geology. Notes a visit from Hayward and a ‘Rummage 
sale’. ‘Brackets’ and ‘Huxley’s Medallion’ are mentioned. 
 
Continued from P 32 right hand side: 
 

 … work was the lowest as it is also the oldest in our country. 
 
A custom once obtained by man would appear now to be lost. The 
reader may think out for himself how man civilized or uncivilized at 
the present day used for his purpose and unaltered stone and a 
chipped stone, a shaped stone and a polished stone in green. He will 
find every stage surviving still, so firmly does the past live in the 
present. 
 
Do these discoveries lead us back to the beginnings of human life?  
 
Men probably went a long time before they had stone weapons at all, 
and had some form before they halted on the Kentish Downs. 
 
The beginnings of man must not be sought for in his implements but 
in his own frame- ?... and in lands that harmonise more with his 
beginning. We may reasonably contend that we are in sight of all the 
various stages of which evidence can be left by weapons of flint’. 

 
P.34.The marks of an obviously missing newspaper cutting with a note that 
it has been ‘inserted in cuttings book’ in EH’s handwriting. In BH’s hand ‘ 
Tunbridge Wells Courier’ December 3rd 1897. 
 
Copy of a letter from Mr Bell 20th September 1897 in response to a letter 
from BH: 
 

 ‘… Yours just received, certainly all that you say is most moderate, 
and relieves any form on my part. I am glad to hear you counted all. 
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Your plan of special and smallish acts is the right. People who are 
really persuaded are persuaded by single specimens first, though a 
few men. 
 
I am starting a little expedition, but wanted to send you a line, lest it 
should appear unsympathetic. I think though in your lecture you 
should have gone more into detail. 
 
I thank you for telegram. You certainly adhere to your biblical 
text…’. 

 
Note in EH’s hand re: Sir John Evans (who was not persuaded of the 
authenticity of eolithic specimens). 
 
P.35. Copy of a letter from F. Wadine, dated September 23rd 1897 and sent 
from Dry Hill, Tonbridge re: BH’s collection which, it is proposed, should 
be retained in Kent in the care of the Maidstone Museum. 
 
Copy of a short letter from Sir John Lubbock, dated 22nd September 1897 
writing to acknowledge receipt of BH’s letter: 
 

 ‘… I am just going into the west and fear I may not see any of the 
Council of the Society of Antiquaries.  
 
If however I have a chance I will certainly say a word as requested 
for I should be glad to see the collection saved for the Maidstone 
Museum’. [BH must have asked Lubbock to ask the Council of the 
Society of Antiquaries for their support of the sale of his collection to 
Maidstone Museum.] 

 
Copy of a short letter from J. Oldred Scott apologising in advance for his 
absence from the Kentish Society meeting but noting the importance that 
will be attached to Mr Payne’s advice.P.36: 
 
 
P.36 ‘History of my work in connection with the Shode, Darent and 
Plateau. It is true that I entered upon this field of work as a student and for 
relaxation endeavouring to find out all the interest of the little river system 
(the Shode) on one of the terraces of which my home stands. But the 
interest and difficulties of the subject particularly when the higher gravels 
ranging along the dip slope of the L(ower) greensand and above the water 
parting speedily induced me  to take it up with more earnestness and 
determination and eventually led me to extend the enquiry over an area 
which I at first never contemplated. 

 
I began an investigation of my own valley-then it merged into the 
Medway – getting to the higher level it was necessary to carefully 
examine from Lenham to Limpsfield then the Darent became a 
necessity and the Plateau and Thames had to be carefully examined 
from Strood to Dartford and this giant period a tough one to master. 
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About the year 1869 Trollope’s Last Chronicle of Barset was read 
and I was much struck and interested in a remark frequently made by 
an old brickmaker  “It is the dogged as does it”. Strange that in after 
years in reading the life of George J Romanes in a letter written by 
Darwin to him on the failure of his graft experiment, this constantly 
used maxim struck him for he writes thus “ I am sorry to hear about 
the failure of the graft experiments, and not your own fault”. 
 
Trollope in his words, gives us a maxim in constant use by a 
brickmaker. It is classed as does it and I have often thought that this 
is the motto for every scientific worker’. 

 
P.37. Continued from P 36 R hand side: 
 

… every scientific worker. I had begun to entertain some thought 
about writing a paper on the implements found in the Shode basin but 
again and again deferred believing many careful notes and 
observations must be made before one could safely correlate the 
higher as I thought previous river system, when a letter came to hand 
from Professor Prestwich on the 8th January 1888 which caused me 
to put aside my own intentions and enter heart and soul into the work 
which he so kindly offered to do. I find the letter in full’. 

 
The letter referred to above is copied in full: 
 

 21 Park Crescent, Portland Place W1 (dated January 4th 1888 [year 
in EH’s handwriting]… ‘Sir, I have now finished the second volume 
of Geology which will be out about the end of the month. I shall 
therefore be ready to engage in some other work and if you are still 
of the same mind I will take in hand and describe your “finds” of 
Palaeolithic flint implements round Ightham and see if possible 
whether any further conclusion can be drawn from them. 
 
Finding them in such extraordinary numbers and at such various 
levels is certainly a very novel feature. To do this will involve a very 
great deal of work on your part and some on mine. So we should 
have to take time about it. If you let me have the particulars I require 
in the course of 2 or 3 months it will do very well. To show properly 
the distribution of the specimens it will be necessary for me to 
illustrate the paper by a map so I propose taking a district from the 
Darent in the west, to a little beyond Malling in the east, and from 
Ash in the north to Hadlow in the south. 
 
On this the contour lines of 100ft must be drawn in red and yellow, 
and the position of all your finds marked. Those found in the gravels 
to be marked in by blue dots and those found on the surface to be 
inserted in red spots. For these the colours that do not run must be 
used. This must be accompanied by a table or list giving the position, 
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height, colours of all the specimens… [continues on p 38 left hand 
side]. 

 
P.38. Continued from P 37 R hand side: 
 

… all the specimens upon a plan of which I will send you a sketch. 
This sketch and the plan I will probably send you tomorrow. The 
maps I will send in duplicate one set to serve as a rough copy, and 
the other when finished, for the geological society. The drift beds I 
will insert afterwards. You must not hurry the work but must take 
your time and leisure about it. 
It will do if finished in the course of the summer. 
I am yours faithfully, Joseph Prestwich’. 

 
BH continues: ‘To shew how eager I was to enter into the work it may be 
pardonable if an extract of my diary of the following days work: 
 

January 8th. Awoke at 2.50, brain lively as I could not get to sleep, 
resolved to get up and copy and arrange the list of implements. 
Began at 3.15 and continued till 6.10 then to bed and renewed my 
work at 9 until 12. A walk to Oldbury farm- work recommenced at 6 
and finished at 8. 
 
A note below is worth quoting shewing how little we realised the 
immensity of the work to be done and continued for nearly 10 years- 
 
The slavery is now finished, the other will be pleasant and health 
giving’.  
 
Above 500-22, above 400 199 total 405’. 

 
P. 39. ‘To Editor Natural Science. Plateau Man or the Eolithic Age: 
 

 After reading the article on the Greater Antiquity of Man in the X1X 
?copy by Sir Joseph Prestwich 1895 – 1 and his paper (with 
admirable illustrations) read before the Anthropological Institute in 
1891, also the article on the geology of the Plateau implements of 
Kent by Professor Rupert Jones for October 1894. I have been most 
interested in these plateau implements. So, a few weeks ago, I paid a 
visit to Mr. Harrison, the enthusiastic collector at Ightham and went 
over with him, a part of the ground in locality where these rude 
implements were found.  
 
He has collected down to now about 4000 Plateau specimens, that is 
they were taken from heights varying from 400 to 800ft above the 
level of the sea. Every specimen has received a No, date when found, 
where found, under what conditions and any other details entered in 
Mr. Harrisons catalogue against such number. This is an important 
point.  
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In the last number of Natural Science I have read with much interest 
the learned article on the non-authenticity of plateau Man by my 
friend Mr. Cunnington. I must say I do no hold his view of the 
question.  
 
I have carefully considered every point that has been said on this 
very interesting subject by our learned scientists for and against the 
theory, as to whether these implements or stones are the work of man 
or of nature, and. I have examined a number of specimens from the 
plateau gravel.  
 
It is one theory to handle and inspect them and another to judge them 
from photographs. I most certainly say that I seem to see a purpose in 
the manner in which they were chipped, and that they display a 
certain amount of intelligence, either of early man or possibly of 
some very high form of anthropoid ape… continues on the following 
page left hand side. 

 
P. 40. Continued from the previous page R hand side: 
 

… From Mr Cunnington’s view, and from the illustrations (which 
latter are rather misleading) one is apt to consider these implements 
as accidental forms of flint or found under certain conditions of 
nature.  
 
But when one sees and handles a great number of these specimens, 
some chopped for the left as well as for the right hand use I think this 
natural or accidental form theory must fall to the ground.  
 
For instance, the plateau scraper very much resembles those formerly 
used by the North American Indians for dressing skins. In some cases 
I noticed that the chopping of these flints is very slight, in fact 
scarcely apparent but this is no doubt because primitive man found 
that the accidental form of the stone pretty nearly answers his 
requirements. While, again other specimens show a distinct dressing 
and object to be attained.  
 
The striae I noticed on several specimens closely resembled that 
produced by glacial action, if so, does this not show that the flints 
belong to a pre-glacial period.  
 
Some stones are quite of a drawshave or spokeshave type, and were 
no doubt used for scraping the bark off a natural branch or stick.  
 
Some specimens it is true at first have an unpromising appearance, 
but when carefully examined with others of the same type, but better 
worked, show that they are real specimens of man’s handicraft and I 
think that the Eolithic, or dawn of the stone age a very appropriate 
title for them. I consider the A of the alphabet of the historical 
academy of man.  
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The subject may be looked at from two points of view, viz the 
archaeological or anthropological and the geological. In the former 
the work of man is the starting point, in the latter the work of nature 
is so. Archaeology deals with all that man in… [continued on the 
following page left hand side]. 

 
P. 41. Continued from the previous page R hand side: 
 

… all that man in ancient times have made and left behind them, and 
these rude implements are the oldest we know of. It seems most 
probable that a ruder form of implement must be linked for then the 
more specialized Palaeolithic forms of the River Drifts, to form the 
beginnings of the chapter of the history of early man and on the 
Kentish Plateau I think Mr. Harrison has found it.  
 
Note – that the implements taken generally are peculiar and seem to 
be confined to a distinct area being found on the plateau gravel at 
from 400 to 800ft above the sea and within 24 miles of the city of 
London. I should add that I fully agree with the version or opinion 
given by the late Professor Prestwich. The Horniman Museum Forest 
Hill, November 1897. R. Quick, Curator’.   

 
Note in the margin says Ted home on his holiday.  
 
Sunday December 12th 1897. Rain all day, which meant that BH stayed in 
and worked in his museum for the day.  
 
19th December 1897. Despite the fog BH and Percy Martin set off for a 
walk to the Horse and Groom and Birches. Mr. Ford from Enfield visited 
that evening.  
 
December 25th 1897. 13 degrees of frost. BH and a friend to Parsonage 
Farm to view the pits dug by Mr. Pink. Home via Wrotham. At 1 to Church 
Field to hear the bells. 
 
December 26th 1897 Severe frost again, BH spent the day sketching.  
 
December 27th [noted by BH to be Boxing day]. A mild and balmy day saw 
BH go to Crown Point to see the hounds meet after which it was on to 
Patch Grove. In the afternoon Mr Cutbill and his son from North Cray 
visited. 
 
P. 42. Victorian aphorism about speaking or holding one’s tongue.  
 
Copy of some thoughts on the purpose of science. No attribution but BH 
notes that it has been taken from the chapters on evolution, p 18. It is of 
note that he includes some of the thoughts on the classification and 
arranging of scientific specimens. He says: ‘It is the plainest of truisms that 
we can only classify and arrange any set of objects truly satisfactorily when 
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we know the objects, and when we possess a perfect acquaintance with 
their structure. Hence classification falls into a most natural place when, 
after the acquisition of knowledge concerning the structure and nature of, 
we are able as a consequence to plan together those which are truly struck 
and to separate those which are unlike’ 
 
PP. 43 – 62 carry a copy of a lengthy extract from Grant Allen’s ‘The Most 
Ancient Britons’. The date is December 14th 1897, which presumably is the 
date of copying rather than publishing. The concept of the missing link is 
discussed and almost dismissed as a sop to explain the complex theory of 
evolution to the general public. Further on it is noted that, to the 
evolutionist, such an idea does not exist. The idea of Africa as the place of 
human genesis is also introduced [the first time that BH has cited, or 
indicated his awareness of this theory]. The same paragraph also mentions 
New Guinea as a possible place of human evolution.There is some critical 
thinking about Darwinism and the idea of ‘… the single serial order of 
links in a chain…’. [Continues to the following page.] 
 
P.44. Allen puts forward the idea of a ‘…vast irregular web of chain like 
mail, each link joining in one direction to one of its fellows in another to 
others’.  
 
P.45. Allen challenges the concept of race as consisting of two discrete 
entities, black and white, noting that there are in fact ‘endless shades…’ 
and says that a ‘serial order’ cannot be established and, he suggests that 
men of science would certainly classify a ‘white European’ and a ‘black, 
woolly -haired Papuan as distinct species. [The spelling has been copied 
verbatim] 
 
Allen mentions the fact (at least as it was then appreciated by some 
anthropologists) that Dryopithecus in some ways resembled modern 
humans more closely than any extant anthropoid ape and refers to the 
‘recently discovered Javan Pithecanthropus erectus’. Says: ‘Primitive man 
is a myth, a convenient fiction. More primitive and less primitive man or 
half man are the actual units’.  
 
P.46. Allen acknowledges the considerable achievement in pushing back 
the antiquity of human life. Then mentions BH in relation to this, only 
afterwards noting the roles that Professor Prestwich, Lewis Abbott and 
others also had in this discovery.  
 
Allen notes that the aim of the paper is to explain to the general public the 
implications of the scientific work of BH and others in this sphere of 
investigation. Notes the debt that BH owed Thomas Harrison in his early 
development. Pays tribute to BH’s indefatigable nature and the perspicacity 
that drove him in his unceasing investigations of the geology and 
archaeology of his area, the former making possible the latter.  
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P.47.From this page to p 48, Allen attempts an explanation of the geology 
of southern England in which context BH’s lithic finds can be better 
understood.  
 
P.49. Allen explains that the initial division between Palaeolithic and 
Neolithic, does not detail the complexity and evolution in early human 
development.Further, he says that the Palaeolithic was not one period but 
in fact encompassed many developmental and cultural changes, which he 
relates to geological phenomena.  
 
P.50. It is at this point that BH’s earliest Palaeolithic discoveries are 
discussed by Allen, that BH’s oft quoted remark  is cited : ‘… can this be 
the earliest work of man? Surely not’. Ages of previous endeavour must 
have gone to acquire this skill. It is the product of a race which has served 
a long industrial apprenticeship. There must be implements far ruder and 
more primitive than these. Where am I to look for them?’   
 
P.51. The narrative continues with a discussion of the characteristics of 
human workmanship and stone tools, concluding that only those who have 
acquired knowledge of such processes are capable of distinguishing 
between accidental, natural, knapping and deliberate human workmanship. 
Notes that BH, with his natural capacity for such observation and with 
years of training, has this ability, which allowed him to make the link 
between stone tools found in river drifts and those found at earlier and 
higher geological  levels. 
 
P.52. The discussion on the difference between Palaeolithic and Eolithic 
finds is laid out among which features he notes that ‘the high level 
[eolithic] implements had sharp, fresh (relatively speaking) edges while the 
low-level examples [palaeoliths] were distinctly water-worn. Clearly the 
implements he found on the plateau were still lying where they had first 
been dropped or cast away while the implements he found in the valley had 
been brought from above-perhaps had slowly descended as the rain and 
rivers cut away the great bight of the weald in the midst of the chalk 
downs. This ingenious hypothesis was confirmed by the fact that the valley 
contains also fragments of stone not natural to the district, but bought 
thither by ice, deposited on the plateau, and later on washed down as the 
valley was excavated’. [This section concludes on the following page.] 
 
P.53. BH’s extensive investigation of the plateau, which included the 
observation that whilst palaeoliths were most commonly found in the 
deeper Coombs, eoliths were most abundant in the un-denuded patches 
higher on the Downs, led to the conclusion that the latter, altogether cruder 
implements, were used as knives and scrapers till their, usually one sharp 
edge, was blunted after which they were discarded. Moreover, BH is 
recorded to have thought that such tools were discarded before into the 
‘layer’ in which they were eventually found, and before they acquired their 
typical brown colour. 
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P.54. BH’s conclusion as a result of these observations, was that these 
specimens from the un-denuded plateau was conclusive evidence of a 
human presence earlier than anything thus far recorded in the country.  
 
Eoliths are described as being ‘... not shaped utensils but used tools’. They 
were, according to Lewis Abbott, whose article in Natural Science is cited, 
‘Eocene pebbles. Flints split by frost and worked one side only: at others 
they are nearly whole flints picked up promiscuously, their working always 
appearing on the opposite side to a good hand-grip’.  
 
There were no oval hammerstones to be found on the plateau as in tools 
from the river drifts so the fracture characteristics associated with the use 
of a hammerstone as found in river drift implements, is seldom seen. This 
is seen as man having not reached the stage of making an implement with 
deliberate care, rather it suggested to BH and others, that man at such an 
early stage of evolution simply picked up a stone, struck off a few side 
flakes to give a sharp edge, used the implement till it was blunted and no 
longer functioned, and then discarded it. The difference is seen as between 
‘instruments’ and implements’[though this difference is not defined]. So 
far in the past were these flints worked that little can be said except that 
they preceded the glacial epoch, as evidence by glacial scratches. 
 
P.55. The later, river drift implements are noted to be ‘…artistically shaped 
and carefully wrought…’ which, having been invested with such effort, it 
is reasoned here, is regarded worthy of retention and was thus carried 
around by the maker, either in his hand or, if he had one, in a pocket. This 
line of thought leads the writer to speculate about the intention of the 
makers of such implements.  
 
BH’s habit of arranging his collection in what he thought was a 
chronological order led to the recognition of certain groups of implement 
used for different purposes. This in turn led to the recognition of different 
types. Other writers on this topic, such as Lewis Abbott, illustrated the 
gradations from a natural flint pebble through to sophisticated, highly 
wrought, implements, following the theories of Herbert Spencer. 
 
P.56.Two features are seen as central to the choice of flint for an 
implement: 1) the hand grip, and 2) a usable edge. Tool forms are seen as 
having been both right and left handed. Early eoliths are all worked from 
one side only. Reversed workings are seen to represent the sinestral 
element. The idea that eoliths may represent the failures of Palaeolithic 
working is discussed, and then dismissed as a possibility since the sites on 
which eoliths are found contain no examples of palaeoliths.  
 
P.57.Discusses the scepticism that faced BH’s claims for the authenticity 
of eoliths. Despite the support of many, such as Montgomery Bell and Sir 
Joseph Prestwich, sceptics remained, prime among them being Sir John 
Evans. Gives the example of Owen dissenting from the theories of Darwin, 
which he says did nothing to demolish Darwin’s theories, and suggests that 
it will be the same with Harrison and eoliths. The justification of eoliths as 
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examples of authentic, early human workmanship continues with the 
arguments that have been, and will continue to be, employed.  
 
P.58. More evidence of the authenticity of eoliths as crude artefacts is 
given followed by [the inevitable ] comparison with Boucher de Perthes 
and the Abbeville stone tools.  
 
P.59. Continues in the same vein for several pages with re-hashing of the 
same arguments already.  
 
P.60. Mr Cunnington’ argument, that the sheer numbers of eoliths was 
evidence of their natural formation is refuted because, it is suggested, that 
eolithic man most probably used many stones in a casual, opportunistic 
manner for a short time period of sometimes a few minutes before 
discarding them and over so many millennia, that this would account for 
the presence of such large numbers of them.  
 
The eolithic concave scrapers, which puzzled Mr Cunnington so greatly, 
leading him to suggest that ‘nobody wants to use scrapers’4, are accounted 
for as having been used to scrape wood and bone, long since perished of 
course, leaving only the flint tool used in their manufacture. 
 
P.61. Summary of the evidence followed by an interesting passage in 
which Eolithic man is conjured up as probably not the savage that popular 
imagination might make him, just as gorillas are likely to be not as black as 
they have been painted.  
 
P.62. Entry concludes with BH praised for his investigative fortitude. 
Dated December 15th 1897. Clipping of the memoir of William Pengelly 
from the Annals of Natural History December 1st 1897. 
 
P. 63. Original copy of Black and White November 20th 1897. Article about 
BH. 
 
P. 64. Clipping from the National Observer entitled ‘Miracles and Modern 
Spiritualism’ by Alfred Russell Wallace.  
 
Original letter from ARW to BH dated December 30th 1897: 
 

‘Dear Sir, I am glad to hear that you are still occupied with your old 
flint weapons. As you are interested in modern spiritualism I have 
asked my publisher to send you my book on the subject in which you 
no doubt will find much that is new to you. As to your having had 
guidance in your work, I think it is quite possible and even probable. 
With best wishes for the New Year. Believe me. Yours truly, ARW.’  

 

                                                
4 I think Mr Cunnington was here referring to body stones, which BH 
thought eolithic man used to scrape his skin, especially any callouses on 
his feet, rather than scrapers used for the modification of hide and wood.  
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Map of Parsonage Farm in relation to three pits. Below this is a description 
of the geology of the pits. 
 
P. 65. Copy of a letter from Edward Harrison (in his handwriting) to the 
editor of the Newcastle Weekly Chronicle  in which an obituary of BH had 
been mistakenly printed:  
 

‘The following paragraph respecting the death of my father appears 
in your issue of 11th inst: “The death is announced of Mr Benjamin 
Harrison the eminent geologist. The deceased gentleman was a native 
of Ightham in Kent”. 1) after geologist insert “but the report is 
diametrically opposed to the truth. 2) Omit the word deceased before 
Gentleman and after it add, “who is very much alive” 3) For “was” 
substitute “is”. The ghost, who fortunately remains with us desires 
me to send its compliments and to state that in spite of its premature 
birth, it hopes to carry on the labours of its material predecessor and 
to add another link or two to the chain connecting us with our 
protoplasmal ancestors”. Trusting you will be able to publish this 
correction at an early date and send me a copy of the issue, for which 
I enclose stamps… PS The recent death of my Uncle Thomas 
Harrison of Melbourne Australia may have led you astray in the 
matter’.   

 
Clipping from the Newcastle Weekly Chronicle, dated Saturday December 
11th 1897, in which the death of BH was mistakenly announced. 
 
P. 66. Tuesday December 14th 1897. An account of Johnson’s delivery of 
the newspaper article mistakenly announcing BH’s death, the reading of 
which BH describes as: ‘…a wee bit disturbing…’  It was not the usual cup 
of tea which restored him to his usual good spirits but ‘…a sharp walk to 
Parsonage Farm and back’.  
 
Original letter from AR Wallace to BH dated May 12th 1895:  
 

‘… allow me to congratulate you on the recognition your work has 
received from the Geological Society. It will on all counts be an 
encouragement to you to make yet further discoveries. With all best 
wishes. Believe me. Yours very truly. Alfred R Wallace’. 

 
P. 66a. Pit sinking January 1898. Card from Piper to Shrivell with a verse 
re: the forthcoming year.  
 
January 3rd 1898. Report on the pit sinking progress via Harry Penfold. The 
seam was reached and is described as ‘lenticular’. In the pit there were ‘a 
good many pebbles, but few large ones’ 
 
January 4th 1898. Penfold again reports on progress at the pit, this time it is 
‘sand below gravel and again gravel below it’.  
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January 5th 1898. BH met Mr. Anderson of Arbroath from the 12.39 train 
and they made their way to the pit via Stanstead. Sampson noted as having 
struck ironstone which BH notes occurs at the junction of the Sandgate and 
Hythe beds. BH remarks that his examination of the pit yielded several 
‘persuasive’ stones.  
 
P. 67. The account from the previous page continues. 80% of the gravel 
layer of the pit consists of Tertiary pebbles and there were no big anvil 
stones as there were in the former pit. In particular BH notes that Sampson 
found a bulbed stone bearing Eolithic work. Adds that that it may be 
Neolithic. There is a sketch which however looks more like an eolith than a 
Neolith. BH comments that this proves what he has always maintained, 
that the flaking represents two stages and may help to solve the objections 
of the sceptics such as Cunnington. Home via Exedown at 5.  
 
January 7th 1898. Penfold reports flint finds at 3-4 feet in pit. Another 
possible Neolithic tool among the finds.  
 
Sunday January 9th 1898. BH and Elsie to the station to meet Dr Conner 
and Mr. Nash then on to the pit via Stansted in Pierce’s trap. Dr Conner 
suggests that they examine the north east corner of the pit carefully as it 
was undisturbed. 
 
P.68. The entry from the previous page continues with the result of Dr 
Conner’s suggestion being the unearthing of some split pebbles and a stone 
bearing a bulb of percussion which BH thought tallied exactly with four 
body stones sent to the Royal Society and which had been rejected as 
genuine artefacts. BH found a brown, angular flake with a bulb of 
percussion in a seam of gravel.  
 
January 9th 1898. The weather was foggy and wet and BH was compelled 
to return home calling inspecting a pebble bed on the downs at Crowslands 
as he did so. Dr Conner was interested in this. Home by 2.30 after which 
he spent time with Dr Conner in the museum. Dr C home on the 6.30 train. 
 
January 10th to 14th involved visits to the pit with various companions. 
 
Sunday 16th January 1898 Dr Conner and Kennard visited the fissure at 
Basted with BH. They evening spent in the museum going through the pit 
specimens, of which many were accepted as genuine.  
 
Wednesday 19th January 1898. BH to pit. Sampson and Pink digging 
together. They reached the chalk and BH notes that the clay with flint 
yielded no ochreous flints.  
 
Thursday 20th 1898. BH to see Mr Bevington. Colonel Underwood was 
there and they examined eoliths in preparation for sending them to the 
Sevenoaks museum. 
 
P. 69. Copy of a letter from Mr Newton, dated January 14th 1898:  
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‘My Dear Mr Harrison, Many thanks for letting me see the sketches 
of specimens from your new pits. So far as I can judge they are the 
genuine chipped fellows and I congratulate you on your success. I 
have just had Cunnington here and he wants me to give you 
something he has which he thinks will convince me as to his being 
correct. Time will show. Kindest wishes… PS I will keep specimens 
for Mr Reid to see’.  

 
A lovely watercolour of a pear-shaped implement from Swanscombe, sent 
by Mr Newton to BH. Dated January 18th 1898. [Could be an eolith] 
 
P. 70. Copy of a letter from AM Bell to BH dated 14th January 1898 and re: 
the Bentliff will [he uses two f’s though the Bentlif associated with 
Maidstone Museum is spelt with only one]:  
 

‘… I see in the newspaper today that a wealthy tradesman has left 
£6000 to the Maidstone Museum and a considerable balance to his 
trustees. There may be an opportunity here. I would at once 
communicate with the Curator and ask him 1) whether all the six 
thousand has to go on a building; 2) whether any is available for 
purchasing your collection; 3) if none is available from the donation 
whether he could not visit the Trustees and try to persuade them to 
secure your collection for its native county.  
 
They apparently have come in for a windfall in the residue and might 
be disposed to do something public spirited with what would to them 
be a small portion of what they are receiving.  
 
I would lose no time in examining into this. County Museums rarely 
receive such gifts’.  
 

A short piece, almost certainly a copy of part of a letter, dated January 15th 
1898, re: eoliths which Mr Cunnington has shown to an unnamed friend 
who agrees that they are authentic tools: 
 

‘My Dear Sir, You are expecting to hear from me about the flints. 
 
In your last letter speaking about NC 551, you say “I can draw my 
own inferences as to the specimen”. I have done so, and find that you 
prove that man existed in the Plateau proved. 
 
It is a grand fact. 
 
A friend to whom I shewed the implements today, and who quite 
agrees with this view of them, strongly agrees that I should… 

 
 
P. 71. Continued from Previous page: 
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… I should bring the subject before the Geological Society, read a 
paper and then the subject would be discussed and you would have 
an opportunity of judging how the leading geologists regard it. 
 
I have written out a sketch of the subject but of course I cannot 
proceed to discuss your implements without your permission. It 
would be well too, if you would allow them to be exhibited at the 
exhibition at the meeting. This will, I expect be in February as I 
could not be ready for the next meeting of the Society, the 19th. 
 
There are some specimens which the geologists should see, 551 
(Ash) pointed, spear-shaped implement and 545, 784 and 760, all of 
the oval types and they all bear evidence of human work though two 
of the, have been much worn. 
 
The 15 specimens you were so kind as to send me by rail, and the 
five others of those that were sent here by Mr Allen Brown I propose 
to return to you on Wednesday next. For one of these (I leave you to 
guess which) I have given a label which will I think be quite suitable 
and well-deserved. 
 
With best wishes to Mrs Harrison and yourself for the New Year. 
 
Yours faithfully, Wm Cunnington’. 

 
BH has copied what was written on the label ‘Exhibition of 1897. A fine 
specimen of Harrisonian Implement. Highly commended’. 
 
 
P. 72. Copy of a letter from Mr Cunnington, dated January 19th 1898: 
 

‘My Dear Sir, It would be very pleasant if I could in person thank 
you for the kindness shown in your late letters to me, for the 
specimens 792 which I shall gladly retain as a memento of our 
intercourse – and for the sight of the two books of sketches of the 
implements.  
 
Mr ET Newton was here last evening, and I gave your message to 
him. He seems unwilling to give up the Plateau flints as examples of 
man’s early, rude work, but was evidently surprised at some of the 
specimens I showed him. 
 
He did not for a moment doubt that 551 and 760 are Palaeoliths. Mr 
Teall was here also, they took tea and we had a good long flinty talk, 
I think much enjoyed. 
 
I gather that you see the great difficulty in supposing that the 
chippings, “like the work of the Plateau specimens” can have been 
done by man. 
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Not so I distinctly said the work on side of this bulbous, ochreous 
flake is like that on the Plateau specimens, and advised him to 
compare [AM: This paragraph in red]. 
 
I retain for us for the present nos 545, 551, 761,784 and one 
unmarked – 5 altogether. 
 
With Kind Regards. 
 
Yours faithfully, Wm Cunnington’. 

 
P.73. Copy of a letter from John F..thingham, dated 20th January 1898 
thanking BH for the loan of two journals and telling him about the 
successful lecture (the Geological Society): ‘A hearty vote of thanks was 
given to Mr Benjamin Harrison for the loan of implements and also for 
being the discoverer of traces of Kingsdown man 50,000 years ago’. 
 
Copy of a letter from Mr Cunnington to BH dated January 22nd 1898:  
 

‘… thanks for your card. It seems that you and I very nearly agree 
and if I had a chance of shewing the objects to which I refer, I 
believe we should quite agree.  
 
Do you mean that the edge chippings on the man’s implement you 
sent me are also man’s work? 
 
Hope to send my paper to the secretary of the Geological Society 
next week.  
 
Will you kindly let me know as early as convenient, whether you 
have at any time found a palaeolith in situ in the Plateau gravel? As 
far as I am informed you have not, but there can be no reason why 
they should not thus be found, except the difficulty of moving a 
quantity of this gravel…’ 

 
P. 74. Copy of a letter from Colonel Underwood, then in Pretoria, dated 2nd 
January 1898. Acknowledges receipt of a copy of Natural Science, in 
which there is an article on eoliths [by Montgomerie Bell]: 
 

‘… I should have acknowledged receipt of Natural Science last week 
but Xmas festivity came in the way and I only do so now. 
 
I read with very great pleasure the article on eoliths. I think however 
the writer recants too much. Judging from the illustrations I would 
classify the implements as palaeoliths, similar to hundreds that I find 
here in the brickearth and drift gravels. There is little good in 
quarrelling about names, but you will have noticed that I apply the 
term Eolith to stones that show no trace of having been shaped by 
human art but to angular fragments of quartzite and other rocks 
whose edges to my thinking – show unmistakable evidence of having 
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been retouched and abraded by use as shipping or chopping 
implements or it might be weapons. 
 
In flints, agates and other rocks having a natural conchoidal fracture 
the presence of the bulb of percussion might not be taken as 
conclusive evidence of human handiwork but when I find the same 
thing in quartzite, chert, shale, slate and other materials and in the 
?sand deposits, I am driven to the conclusion that they have been 
operated upon in the same way – and by intelligent beings. 
 
I am absolutely convinced about the authenticity of my Palaeoliths 
which are as rude as then figured in the magazine, but that is all I 
would like to predict about them. The idea that the semi-circular 
hollowed in the edges, worn made of ?... of graded sizes and for 
scraping off perspiration is to my mind palpably absurd. Pre-glacial 
or interglacial man did not specialise his tools. If he made a sharp 
flake wherewith to skin a buck he would use the same blade to scrape 
his own hide or to scrape down a spear shaft as occasion might 
require. 
 
The Kaffir of today uses a thin double-edged iron blade which he 
carries in a leather sheath to scrape perspiration … 

 
P. 75. Continued from the previous page: 
 

… perspiration and dirt from his hide and finds it serves this a great 
many other purposes perfectly. 
 
If he was going to work a concave scraper for the purpose he would 
have to carry a kit already along with him – one implement for each 
limb. I get impatient with people who proceed to further science by 
inventing a thing and then hunting around for a dozen or two 
specimens that will square with it. 
 
I keep on collecting in the hope that from comparison of hundreds or 
thousands of specimens of prehistoric man’s implements we may be 
able to deduce in what manner and for what purposes they were 
employed. The only other method is to find stone implement-using 
races – in Central Africa, Tierra del Fuego or somewhere and learn 
from them what they know about such implements. I think to assume 
that stone implements found in the same area were made or used by 
the same, or even similar types of humanity. 
 
Near the Umzinkula river are found quartzite stone axes weighing 6-
7 lbs. Implements which only a powerful and large-limbed man 
could wield. – close by many may be found beautifully and finely 
finished agate scrapers a dozen of which would go to the owner 
 
It is inconceivable that the race that made the one, made and used the 
other. The existence of pygmy flints in England point to the same 
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thing there. It appears that the French and English Savants attach too 
much importance to local finds and to the peculiarities of certain 
specimens which they are pleased to regard as typical. The subject 
can be and must be studied in every part of the world before sound 
conclusions can be come to and I am trying in South Africa with the 
little … I have to do my part. 
 
I am preparing notes on various points relative to my own finds and 
observations here in South Africa and consider myself fortunate in 
that I began to collect and observe ten years ago without any 
preconceived notions’. 

 
P. 76. Letter from Rupert Jones to BH, dated 28th January 1898:  
 

‘… the other day lately you sent me a letter which puzzled me; but I 
concluded it was partly a copy of a letter from Mr Cunnington. Since 
then I have seen him, but he did not say that he had written to you 
and I did not enlarge on any vexed questions. He shewed me some 
old brownies which had come from your collection and which he 
regarded in the same light as we do, intimating that when he wrote 
that article in Natural Science, he had not seen such good specimens, 
he seems to be alright now. He said nothing about sending a paper to 
the Geo Soc, I am sure it would be of no use to do it. I do not know 
that I have anything else to tell you…’   

 
Copy of a letter from Mr Cunnington dated January 22nd 1898: ‘Thanks for 
your card. It seems that you and I very nearly agree and if I had a chance of 
sharing the objects to which I refer, I believe we should quite agree…’ This 
same letter is copied in full on p. 73. 
 
P. 77. Part of a letter copied, in which the sender, Cunnington, asks BH to 
let him have an eolith sent to Allen Brown. A list of desired specimens is 
enclosed. An eolith [a crook type] is sketched from memory and the little 
work it bears is described.  
 
Letter from Mr Cunnington dated January 26th 1898: ‘… I was not quite 
well yesterday and could not thank you as I do now very heartily for the 
parcel you kindly sent on Monday. The sketches are very interesting and 
the notes sent with them. The number of the specimen you enquire (the one 
found when Mr Lewis was with you) is 712. If you could favour me with 
the location of this and of 683 [Edward Harrison has written ‘Ash’, in the 
margin], I should be greatly obliged’.  
 
Below this letter is a post-script to the above letter about implement no: 
717  [Does he mean 712] ‘This implement 717 from Brandshatch is a very 
remarkable one. It shows great command over the material, greater than 
would be expected in any but a neolith. What will you say when I tell you 
that on the evidence as it accumulates is against the possibility of the 
ordinary plateau flints – the rudes having been formed by man’. 
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P. 78. Copy of a letter from Cunnington dated January 27th 1898:  
 

‘…Thank you for your prompt answer to my note. I should have 
been glad to have seen no 712 – (in Dr Sturge’s collection) an 
account of the note that you make and the fact of the drawing, the 
same of 683 of which I enclose rough copy from your book. 
 
 Of it you say, “ an interesting specimen – it seems as if a later pale 
(Palaeolithic) worker had found an old old and fashioned a tool from 
it, not quite removing all traces of the first work”.  
 
It was found at West Yoke. I should much like to see it, if convenient 
to you to lend it. Your evidence of Plateau man is good – as I think 
beyond doubt. I shall take an early opportunity of seeing your series 
at the British Museum.’   

 
BH has inserted an asterisk after Cunnington’s remark about the evidence 
for Plateau man, he follows with these remarks, which seem to be 
Cunnington’s: ‘Perhaps after all you will accept my views when clearly put 
before you. The article in Natural Science was so hurried and I had no 
chance to revise it that it did not do justice to the subject’.   
 
There follows a watercolour of eolith number 683 from West Yoke. 
 
P. 79. A cross section showing glacial landscapes with sharp tools, no tools 
and contorted drift with abraded tools. This occurs at the top of an original 
letter from Worthington G Smith, dated 24th January 1898:  
 

‘…Mr Cameron’s remark was made without extended knowledge of 
the Caddington position. He had seen pits cut in the positions like A 
[on the section sketch] which produced glacial stones only and he 
naturally thought there represented the nature of the hill tops and that 
my tools must have come from beneath. But it was not so – My pits 
were as on the left of the above sketch – they were in hollows filled 
with drift in glacial deposits. No human work whatever has ever been 
seen in the glacial stony clay IE if so it is, - as I suppose, glacial. In 
haste. Yours faithfully, WG Smith’.  

 
From Cunnington dated 31st January 1898 a copy of a letter in which he 
thanks BH for some interesting specimens as well as illustrations.  
 
Sunday January 23rd 1898. Out to Buley where he found a broken 
implement. Working on Bevington’s notes.  
 
30th January 1898. BH and Mr Hodd walk to Wrotham where they called in 
on Lucy who was unwell but able to sing a hymn, which touched BH. They 
also called in on Mr Terry for a long chat. Notes the find of a human skull 
[this might be from Mr Terry’s quarry though a skull was found in 
Wrotham at some time when foundations were being dug]. 
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P. 80. Remarks about a wild tribe from the Himalayas. Including the death 
penalty for those taken in adultery. Their skulls are used as in the small 
illustration at the bottom of the previous page. Remarks re: the Guildhall 
museum. Lady Prestwich signed the petition on behalf of those proposing a 
change at the Museum.  
 
Copy of a letter from AM Bell, dated 29th January 1890: ‘Thanks for Mr 
Cunnington’s letter and other news. Please excuse further writing at the 
time, as I am very busy, but please let me have the finds. Evolutionaries 
and war implements are the nails to hammer. They are the most decisive 
evidence. Keep together, except a few secondary specimens for AMB if 
possible.’   
 
Copy of a letter from AR Wallace, dated February 3rd 1898:  
 

‘… many thanks for the interesting samples of your old flints. I 
enclose the small box of drills and punches of some kind. Also the 
sketches, to ask you to be so good as to say whether these are your 
types; and also what you consider were the uses of all or of any of 
them. When they came I was (and still am) very busy finishing a 
book. I just now came across Mr Bell’s nice paper on your flints and 
in Longman’s mag and that reminded me to send back the drills and 
write and thank you. Yours very truly, AR Wallace’. 

 
P. 81. Copy of a letter from Lewis Abbott to BH dated February 14th 1898: 
 

‘hand written C telling him why I had to answer his mis-statememts. 
Sent him photo’s of series and assured him of my good will. 
 
With reference to his reading a paper before the Geological Society. 
If I thought it at all likely I would advise him to do nothing of the 
kind as he knows nothing whatever of the subject and anyone that got 
hold of him would make him do unreparable damage to the cause. 
Nothing ought to be brought before the Geological Society which 
does not advance the subject one step further than it was left by Sir 
Joseph. 
 
This is what I hope to do, but I do not think anyone else can. They 
have not given it the study requisite. 
 
My paper appears in this month’s AS. We had a bit of a spar over it. 
The fact is S- has recently been acting as Editor and he rode the high 
horse, thought that enough space had already been given to the 
subject. 
 
That …? Brought together in Committee and reminded them of what 
I had done for NS and threatened to wash my hands of them if they 
did not put my article in. 
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The result was a come down and an apology so that we are right with 
NS again. I think S – thought Cunnington had squashed us! I don’t 
think he feels so now!’ 

 
P. 82. A newspaper clipping about Mr Carnegie’s journey from Coolgardie 
across the deserts of Western Australia. No attribution or name of paper. 
 
Copy of a letter from Colonel Underwood, dated February 8th 1898: it 
remarks on Bevington’s discoveries and the light it throws on Plateau Man. 
 
P. 83.Copy of a letter from W Whittaker FRS, dated 9th February 1898:  
 

‘… thanks for the further notes on the well at Wrotham. I am glad to 
do any work in the way of water supply, not only as being interested 
in the subject, but as a means of adding to my ?..., which I am bound 
to do.  
 
Perhaps I ought to tell you that I am what you and the Wrothamites 
might call an expensive luxury. I hope that the folk are not going to 
crystallise their ideas on to a particular plan, as certain to what they 
want.  
 
A week at the edge of the chalk is somewhat risky, but there is no 
need to go into the matter now, especially as I haven’t spotted the site 
in the 6 inch map. Hoping to have a chance of a ramble your way 
when warmer weather sets in’.  

 
Original note from HC March of the Geological Association asking if BH 
will be able to see him.  
 
February 10th 1898. A few words about the pits and an 18 body stone set. 
‘302 – Pit 1, 2821, 76 Pit . 18 Body Stones set, 2 shorts 10 xxx. Kennard 
Set 2’. 
 
Newspaper clipping about Influenza epidemic and a note that Dr Walker 
had 22 calls to make. 
 
P. 84. Newspaper clipping, from the Daily Chronicle, re: a balloon trip 
across the channel, 100 miles in four hours, dated Tuesday February 8th 
1898.  
 
6th February 1898. BH busy sketching and getting ready final proof of 
address for Miss Bevington.  
 
8th February 1898. Out to Piltons then on to Maplescombe. Saw the 
implement found by Skinner on the raspberry plantation north east of the 
church. Also saw the balloon which crossed the channel and come down 
near Agincourt.  
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13th February 1898. To Otford station and home via Rising Sun. Rain 
ensued so did not go to Maplescombe as planned 
 
P. 84. [there are two pages numbered 84] All newspaper/journal clippings. 
One: ‘Leaves from a Naturalists Notebook’ considers the Sydenham 
School Museum. The other reviews a meeting held at the Bishopsgate 
Institute, one on October 15th on ‘Interesting features of Plant Life’. Chas 
Wm F Goss writes to congratulate them on an interesting lecture. 
 
P.85. Snippet from Cunnington on the language of stones! Quote from ‘As 
You Like It’: ‘Sermons in Stones… God in everything’. 
 
Dated Feb 8th 1898, a letter from Philip Whiteway asking if BH would like 
to subscribe to Antiquarian Gossip. Not dated.  
 
Copy of a letter from HC March, dated 14th February 1898: ‘…I have 
looked over the flints and find there much to wonder at. I must come and 
see your collection and the Plateau during the summer. I gather from your 
note, that the contents of the box you have sent me constitute a set which 
you offer for two guineas. Please say if this is correct…’   
 
Copy of a letter from Sir John Lubbock, dated 15th February 1898: ‘…The 
box has arrived, many thanks. I am sending you the photograph for which 
you kindly wished. A summary of your Plateau implements to be really 
works of man, have you any view as to how they were used? The marks of 
chipping seem evident, but the purpose seems to me very obscure…’ 
 
P. 86. A page with watercolours of four eoliths and a  palaeolith. All seem 
attributable to the industry and sharp eye of Ian Skinner and the date of 
entry is February 16th 1898.  
 
A funny piece about Furze Blossom that related to a man seen by Diprose 
eating blossom from this plant. This almost certainly forms the basis of the 
account in Harrison of Ightham about a blossom-eating tramp. [Blossom is 
of course sugar-rich and therefore a good source of energy. Smart tramp!] 
 
P. 85. [BH has made a mistake in his numbering reverting to another p 85] 
Copy of a letter from Sir Rupert Jones, dated February 18th 1898: ‘… I 
return the book with thanks. The article is very good – with some weak 
paragraphs – I inadvertently marked with pencil – will you forgive the 
disfigurement for the sake of knowing what I think of this and that. I think 
“Harrisonian” is better than “Ash”. There are many ashes, and only one 
Benjamin Harrison…’  
 
Sunday February 20th 1898. BH and Mr Salmon start out for a jaunt via 
Plaxdale to Vigo and Ash – turning in to Spark’s Barn and across to 
Spark’s patch. A chat with Richard (Sparks) then home. Snow that night.  
 
Pencil entry re: a journey from Georgian Bay, Ottawa with Algonquin 
guides.  
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Not dated. BH writes a line about a long interesting chat about skin 
dressing, does not say with whom, though it seems likely to be with Mr 
Salmon who spent many years in Canada and seems to have been expert in 
this field. Methods described. A sketch of the implement used relates to the 
narrative. 
 
P. 86. [another p.86] Three sketches of implements, one of which is shown 
hafted. BH considers methods of assemblage and uses of these implements, 
one of which he refers to as being synonymous to his end hammer. Note in 
red ink in the margin about weather and (N. American) Indian sayings re: 
rain.  
 
February 21st - 23rd 1898. More re: Mr Salmon. Out walking together to 
Fishponds, the Basted fissure, Platt, Potter’s Hole, Windmill Hill and back 
through Batsted Bottom where they encountered springs.  
 
On February 23rd 1898 walked with Mr Parks. They note the deep 
foundation dug up by the workmen next to Plaxtol Church. This work was 
apparently for new stables. Sketch of the digging which revealed 
Atherfield clay (brown) as well as blue Wealden clay. The old pond is 
noted to have been filled in with brick-bats and bones. 
 
P. 87. Account from previous page continues. More Atherfield clay and 
springs noted. Home via Windmill Hill and Rose Wood. ‘Many butt end 
flakes. See Abbott paper’. Two of these flakes drawn.  Blizzard, 
Bournmouth and Dover, worst since 1891.  
 
Mr Kennett, Station Master at Boro’ Green station shot himself in his 
office on February 24th 1898. 
 
Copy of a letter from Sir John Lubbock dated 19th February 1898: ‘… I 
agree with you that you are not bound in any way to explain the use of the 
implements, if such they are. At the same time it somewhat, I think, 
influences one’s judgement if one could form an idea what use they could 
have been put to’.   
 
4th March 1898. An account of the effects of the snowstorm by Mr March. 
 
P. 88. Copy of a letter from Rupert Jones, dated February 26th 1888 (EH 
says 1888 not 1898):  
 

‘It is good to know that Sir John Lubbock takes an interest in the old 
brownies. Only a real savage could perfectly know what to do with 
them how to do it. The large population of hollow concave, often 
semi-circular indentations indicates that the rounding of the surfaces 
of sticks and stones was probably much requires by those who used 
the old brownies.  
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When a stick or a stake is charred it can be easily reduced in size and 
into shape. Stakes pointed at the end were used by early man in 
making his stockades, and trees more or less charred or certain parts 
were hollowed out for canoes: and indeed were prepared for felling 
and a chance plank could be ore easily bound with one of the clumsy 
rivets or drills than fresh green wood.  
 
Please to look at p 272 of my paper in Natural Science for October 
1894 for a list of what work savages may apply their tools – this 
however cannot be new to Sir John.  
 
The very rough and rude brownies are so very puzzling as to their 
use, that you must wait till you get a good rough savage (they do get 
Australian and other savages to perform and to experiment with, 
before you show the “big uns” to common folk as evidence of Man’. 

 
2nd 1898. Snippet from a letter from Rupert Jones re: Mr Sampson. 
 
P. 89. Sunday February 27th 1898. Rain in the morning after a clear night.  
 
BH and Percy Martin to the rock shelters. Torrential rain forced them to 
take shelter till the storm had passed.  
 
Copy of a letter from Sir John Lubbock, dated 27th February 27th 1898:  
 

‘…I have duly received the box with the flints which you have been 
so good as to send one. No 10 is clearly worked but somewhat 
different? From the others, as to whom I must as yet reserve my 
judgement.  
 
We shall be down at High Elms at Easter and I should very much like 
to go over some of the ground with you if you could spare the time to 
do so’.   

 
Copy of a letter from Mr D. March, dated 27th February 1898:  
 

‘…Thank you for the flints you have sent. I think I have now quite 
enough.  
 
You will see by the enclosed, which you may destroy, that the time 
for our deferred meeting is still unfixed.  
 
I had better therefore, buy a set of your flints, but judging by the 
illustrated sheets you have sent, do not feel that the set I now have is 
a good representative one. Some of the specimens look very doubtful 
and one seems a neolith. Perhaps you will give me a line on this ?... . 
Yours sincerely, H March’ 
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P. 90. A copy of details of the Dorset Natural History and Antiquarian 
Society with the address of Mr Richardson and a list of the committee 
members. Dated February 1898.  
 
Copy of a letter to Dr D March from Mr Richardson apologising for the 
much-deferred meeting, which he suggests be once more deferred till the 
end of March. Asks when March will be back from London. Wishes him a 
safe journey home and praises him for his ‘gallant efforts’. 
 
P. 91. Copy of a letter from Mr Cunnington, dated March 1st 1898: 
 

‘The three books of drawings and your own notes, and Dr 
Prestwich’s paper have been forwarded to you by this post. I hope 
that you have not been inconvenienced by my retaining them so long. 
They have been sermons of much interest to several friends. Two of 
the sketches numbers 683 and 712, I have taken the liberty to have 
copied, as they have an important bearing on the question of the 
eoliths. It is a pity they are out of the country (the friends).  
 
Mrs. Harrison is I hope quite recovered from her illness. We have 
been so far favoured by freedom from the bad colds that have 
prevailed lately. If the weather holds fair, as it now promises, I shall 
hope to see you home soon.  
 
Last evening I was reading in Tyndall’s book of Faraday and met 
with this passage “The real truth never fails ultimately to appear and 
opposing parties if wrong are seldom convinced when repeated to …, 
than when overwhelmed. It is better to be blind to the results of 
partisanship, and quick to see good will …  I have been heated in 
private when opposed, as I have thought unjustly and superciliously, 
and yet I have striven and succeeded I hope, in keeping down replies 
of like kind. And I know I have never lost by it it”.  
 
You sought wisdom from a   still higher source, and found an 
answer, quite in accordance with Faraday’s views – for he sought and 
found the guidance of his whole life from that source. It must have 
impressed you very much to hear these words by the side of the 
grave of a dear friend. And the verse… 

 
P. 92. Continued from previous page:  
 

…you afterwards quoted “I will take her to my ways” Ps 111 v 10 is 
true for us all, though we so imperfectly believe it.  
 
You cannot I feel sure, approve of the style or tone of Mr Abbott’s 
paper in National Science. He is a stranger to me, but he thought it 
proper to write to me in so disrespectful a way, as I have never before 
experienced. Mrs Cunnington dissuaded me from sending it to you as 
she considered it would do no good and probably vex you.  
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My paper has been in the possession of the Geological Society since 
17th July. It may be read on the 23rd of this month.  
 
Excuse the hurry of the latter part of this letter. Yours sincerely, Wm 
Cunnington.’   

 
Copy of a letter from H Lewis, dated March 3rd 1898:  
 

‘ So pleased to hear from you – and your Professor .  
 
I went to Mr Cunnington, he is so pleased with your last 
consignment, I also, you seem to have gathered together all your 
Plateau finds with real works on them.  
 
I recognised my old friends very much decomposed and striated, 
very old fellow – that one confirmed my belief man was pre glacial – 
you remember was much in interested in specimen.  
 
Do you think this eolith? Seems to me a beautiful ovoid, very much 
rolled and the chippings are chipped afterwards.  
 
Mr C is now convinced you have found Plateau Man… [The 
specimen in question is sketched] 

 
P 93. Continued from the previous page:  
 

…he is writing another paper trying to make himself and the paper 
clear.  
 
He has no doubt you will find real implements in section but possibly 
he has written you. He says it is possible you might call on him; 
don’t forget an old chum. My bride would so like to see you.  
 
Mr C has just sent me National Science, highly pleased with Rev R A 
Bullen’s paper, so gentlemanly – though I don’t follow all. Both he 
and Mr Abbott ( by the by he cannot discuss Mr C’s paper without 
getting into a white heat) quietly ignore the facts that: 
 
• Chipping is not flaking 
• Every Plateau flint is chipped 
• Thousands of these chiptoliths that are found (everywhere) cannot 
be human work.  
 
The line of demarcation between the natural and artificial chipping is 
so difficult that no Prehistorian anthropologist (that’s a good word 
where did he dig it up) could decide.  
 
Mr C states his reasons, Sir John Evans, Whittaker and others 
brutally ignore them altogether. I am sure you and all P.A’s (I cannot 
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write it) that wish for the matter to be thoroughly thrashes out – must 
thank them.  
 
Neither hail, rain, blow or snow it don’t matter, nature has somehow 
chipped thousands on the Plateau but not enough for you to classify 
as eoliths. The bag I gathered the last day I was with you – you 
numbered about 20 as real eos – some of the others you passed over 
look very much more like human work. I gave Mr C two, and read 
the other not –the not looks the best.  
 
I thoroughly agree with both articles that striation whether glacial or 
otherwise cannot disprove the human origin nor can the silica deposit 
either… 

 
P.94. Continued from the previous page: 
 

… a word about this, Mr C has had some of the chiptoliths cut into 
sections for the M….? at the British Museum – and the greatest 
mineralogist there says Mr C is right – there is a silica deposit 
(white) on the flints but cannot verify the brown.  
 
I return the letter, deserves to be written in letters of gold (C Davis 
Sherbourne). I don’t often feel sad but I have a weak spot, my throat 
– and if ever I have a cold it flies there but am now better and look 
forward to some spring weather warm.  
 
I can see you in my mind’s eye still trudging over the Plateau 
gathering together all interesting specimens, classifying, drawing, 
writing all. How many have you now? (eos). Between you all, you 
must have more than a thousand, more power to your elbow.  
 
I should like to be at the Geological When Mr C’s revised paper is 
read. The discussion would be worth a King’s ransom.  
 
If the Rev R A Bullen has a spare copy of his paper it would find a 
home with all the other literature of Plateau Man already by H Lewis. 
 
Trusting all friends around the Wrekin are well is the earnest wish 
of… Yours truly, H Lewis’   

 
A comment from an unnamed member of the Council of the Geological 
Society: ‘I have read the papers by Bullen and Abbott in Nat Science; and I 
should have relished them better if they had contained more fact and 
argument instead of beautiful assurances and unmannerly denials’. 
 
P. 95. Copy of part of a letter from D March, dated February 22nd 1898 in 
which he says: 
 

‘I consider you have thoroughly proved your case and that the 
scientific world is indebted to you. 
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PS (Lewis) What a coincidence I sat writing to you when Mr C came 
in with your letter. I would bet you at the same time was thinking of 
us and curious you should use the same term about Mr W JA as I 
had. 
 
Bye the bye silica encrustation quite right. I have seen a section 
under Microscope. Flint quite opaque, silica transparent. 
 
A chip showing white silica is in rude pals- the argument’s nothing’.   

 
Copy of a two-line letter from Sir John Lubbock, dated 3rd March 1898, in 
which he thanks BH for his last letter, which he read with interest.  
 
Copy of p 35 from the Canadian Archaeological Report of August 1897 
entitled ‘The Plight of the Hurons in 1649.’ 
 
P. 96. Copy of the report from previous page concludes.  
 
Article re: the proposal to erect a new Horniman Museum.  
 
Copy of a letter from H C March, dated 3rd March 1898. Encloses papers 
which he has borrowed and mentions that he would like to visit the Plateau 
in summer. 
 
P. 97. An extract from Grant Allen’s Charles Darwin on the development 
of thought on evolution, in which the ripple effect in the scientific world 
which Buffon’s, Lamarck’s and Curwen’s?  theories engendered are 
mentioned.  
 
Original letter from Elliott and Fry re: BH’s sitting for a publication is 
acknowledged, dated 18th March 1898. [This is for a photographic sitting] 
 
P. 98. Letter from Cunnington, dated March 7th 1898 thanking BH for the 
specimens he sent, remarking upon the phenomenon of so-called 
transitionals and asking if he has any palaeoliths with ‘old old work’.  
 
Brief account of a meeting on March 11th 1898 on a ‘water scheme’ seems 
to be related to Park Farm. There appear to have been expert witnesses for 
what seems to have been a hotly contested proposal. 
 
P. 99. Saturday March 12th 1898. An account of Seton Karr’s visit5. He 
arrived unexpectedly and spent time looking at specimens with great 

                                                
5 Heywood Walter Seton Karr was an Army officer, artist and Fellow of 
the Royal Geographical Society, amateur archaeologist and big game 
hunter. Based in Oxford he travelled extensively and collected, among 
other items, stone tools from the places he visited. The bulk of his 
collection is in the Ashmolean Museum but Maidstone Museum has a 
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interest. Some of the chipping on the large anvils he accepted as authentic 
but alluded to Pygmies and the use of chips as they might have used flakes. 
They disagreed on this. He left for Sevenoaks after some time, despite the 
cold weather.  
 
Dr Sturge was known to Seton Karr. He showed particular interest in the 
pit giant.  
 
Letter from Seton Karr dated Sunday March 13th 1898 in which he thanks 
BH for his kindness and for the publications lent by BH which he found 
useful. Suggests he might visit again when the weather is better and they 
can sit outside. 
 
Asks after Mrs Harrison who had a dental problem. 
 
P. 100. Sunday March 10th 1898. BH out to Maplescombe and St Clere. 
Potter caught up with BH at Birches and accompanied to other sites and 
eventually to the Raspberry plantation where they found [eoliths, 
palaeolithic flakes, Mesolithic and Neolithic implements on a cold but 
Spring-like day.  
 
March 21st 1898. BH took the 11.13 train to Baker Street where he was 
photographed 3 times. In one of the photographs he holds a pointed 
specimen sent to ‘Royal Society series of 1895’ [the photograph is almost 
certainly that on p 216 of Harrison of Ightham]. He then remarks about the 
‘despised and rejected or at any rate the despised and slighted’ [is referring 
to eoliths]. Describes the homeward train journey, which involves several 
stops and much chatting.  
 
Says he met Lewis who accompanied him to Herne Hill where they waited 
for almost an hour. This afforded them time to ‘chat’. Mentions a collision 
on South East Rail in which three people were killed and thirty injured, 
which made him ‘a bit nervous’. 
 
Copy of a letter from Mr Cunnington, dated March 23rd 1898:  
 

‘… I do so very much regret that time was so short on Monday, and 
that I had not the opportunity to explain to you the bearings of any 
one of the results that I and my friends have been making during the 
past two years.  
 
You would have been much interested and your quick apprehension 
would have recognised the facts, though perhaps you would not have 
found that they all agreed with your previous views.  
 
Mrs Cunnington’s kind regards, she assures you that no apology is 
necessary for the… 

                                                                                                                      
selection of his artefacts, which includes some stone tools from 
Somaliland. 
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P. 101. Continued from previous page: 
 

 …for the talking at the tea table. Both she and my daughter blame 
me for having led to it and thus spoiling your meal.  
 
The specimens sent yesterday and the two by post this morning are 
safely received. It is very kind of you to trust your treasures to such 
an unbeliever! The point of paleo 725 and the implement left on 
Monday are beyond all doubt, post-glacial.  
 
The borers I have only glanced at (for I am not very well today) but it 
seems that they all have reversed “work” crushing at the edges.  
 
Sir John Evans’ opinion of 5152 is just the same as my own. Yours 
sincerely, Wm Cunnington.’ . 

 
Small sketch of an eolithic depressed scraper.  
 
Copy of a letter from Mr Cunnington, dated March 25th 1898. In this letter 
he informs BH of the forthcoming reading of his paper to the Geological 
Society on April 6th. He also affirms his belief that eoliths are not the result 
of human work: 
 

… ‘Nothing that I have read has in any way changed my views. The 
specimens you have kindly lent me, and others that I have received 
from other sources, now called “the rudes” were not made by man. 
 
It is difficult for me, with my deafness, to argue such difficult 
subjects, but I am sure I did not convey to you a right idea of my 
views regarding the chipping from reversed rudes (if you prefer to 
call it chipping). 
 
It was a slip, when you said on one side only (Geological Association 
1893) and I rudely said, in National Science “it is really rare to find 
an example… 

 
P.102. Entry from previous page continues: 
 

… find an example on one side only” and the examination of many 
flints since, including those you lately sent, confirms the assertion as 
indeed you, I think, acknowledged, I cannot understand how Mr 
Bullen and Abbott came to object to this. 
 
If all these rudes had been chipped from one side only, it would (as I 
said on Monday) be proof, so far, of design. But the crushing about 
in a glacier or under beds of gravel would undoubtedly turn them 
over and over to any extent. 
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You truly remarked on 3558, from a pit dug by owner, “this fellow 
must [be] like an uneasy sleeper, kept turning over, under the glacier 
to account for reversible chipping”. I myself never held any other 
view.  
 
I am glad you reached home safely after your London visit with so 
much crowded in our day. It was satisfactory that you managed to get 
a chat with Mr Lewis “poor fellow” it is sad that he is not in more 
favourable outward circumstances. 
 
Two very rough days here with snow and a north-easterly wind – not 
favourable for my getting the better of my cold. But I am thankful 
that I feel much better today. With Kind  Regards, W Cunnington’. 

 
March 27th 1898. Weather report, snow, blizzards. BH copying from 
notebooks all day [does not say which notebooks, and I think he means 
writing in other forms of recording and not what is now referred to as his 
notebooks, such as this, red-bound copy]. Spent the evening with Mr and 
Mrs Mist. 
 
P.103. March 28th 1898. A copy of a letter from Cunnington. A list of three 
palaeoliths, sketched, one pre-glacial, one post-glacial and one doubtful. 
Cunnington notes a good example of a glacial scratch on one. Thanks BH 
for all that he has done to illustrate the subject but asks that BH send no 
more specimens.  
 
A little note to Abbott, ‘revised .  
 
A short poem about human antiquity and the beliefs of some of the 
proponents on either side of the pre-post glacial debate: 
 

‘Some say the Knight of Nash Mills Herts6 
So clever in the learned parts 
And FRS as well as arts 
Is right in rating man as past 
 
While others follow Joseph P 
And stoutly claim that man is pre 
LA, BH and CWC 
As well as quite a learned host 
 
Strange there should such a difference be 
insist glacial past and glacial pre’ 

 
April 19th 1898. Another poem by Rupert Jones: 
 

‘That these are pals we all agree 

                                                
6 At this point Edward Harrison has written that he is unable to read his 
father’s writing! 
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Ditto replies old Tweedledee 
Not all are eos only some 
Ditto replies old Tweedledum 
If we grant all why don’t you see 
I will raise the ire of Tweedledee 
That man is Plateau is not hum 
Says Tweedledee and Tweedledum 
Strange there should such difference be Twixt glacial past and glacial 
pre’. 

 
P. 104. A copy of the obituary of Henry Lewis by WJ Lewis Abbott, not 
dated. This refers to a gentleman who was clearly very similar to BH in 
many ways: a small businessman who was active as an amateur in the 
study of human antiquity. His area was ‘…from Suffolk to Barton’ where 
he collected ‘thousands of interesting specimens’, that threw ‘a flood of 
light upon Pale and Plateau Man… conveniently neglecting the more 
lucrative following of his trade…’  
 
Commenting about the death of Henry Lewis, Lewis Abbott, remarks: 
‘…He was what would be called an uneducated man in a general way of 
business, but it was owing to his belonging to the noble army of hero’s 
whose motto is “light more light” and business next, that he sis not develop 
a business instead of collecting facts concerning prehistoric man. For 
several decades he has been hunting the country from Suffolk to Barton 
obtaining thousands of interesting specimens which throw a flood of light 
upon Neo, Pale and Plateau man, perhaps not too wisely but who would 
say conveniently neglecting the more lucrative following of his trade, 
denying himself the [what some] would call the “necessaries” of life. 
Piling up a golden harvest, he knew he could never reap fully realizing that 
his social position and education prevented him from entering the holy-of-
holies of authority. Yet without a word of help or encouragement, he was 
content to plod along, working at every pit and opening likely to yield the 
objects of his quest.’ Lewis, like BH, had an army of men collecting in the 
field whom he paid, though, because he had little money himself, this band 
of seekers often had to wait for their dues. 
 
P. 105. The obituary from the previous page is continued. It is noted that, 
following Skertchley’s finds in Botany Bay, which are here reported as 
having been received with discredit, he set off for a local site where he 
managed to find far better specimens than Skertchley.  
 
His work continued for years during which time he was visited twice by 
‘the fire demon’ and it was the sale of his precious implements that were 
sacrificed to meet claims. Sir Arthur Evans, whose work on interesting 
bronze finds at Aylesford is mentioned, appears to have been a patron and 
Sir Augustus Franks also seems to have been well-disposed to him.7  
 

                                                
7 By contrast, Sir Augustus Woolaston Franks was often rude to and 
dismissive of BH  
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P. 106. The obituary from the previous two pages continues here: Note is 
made here of Lewis’s brief association with BH and their joint interest in 
Plateau Man. It is said ‘he thus died fighting but lives again in minds made 
richer by his presence’. 
 
Dated April 20th 1898, a copy of a letter from Cunnington. ‘The 4 boxes 
with all the specimens not at Burlington House, (except 3 flints which shall 
be returned with the rest) have been sent today. They were packed 
yesterday. My paper has been accepted for printing in the journal of the 
Society  and expect that the specimens will be returned in a day or two 
when they are drawn, you may expect to see your long-delayed treasures, 
with many, many thanks… WC’.   
 
A hand-written copy of Q’s and A’s for the obituary of Harry Lewis, dated 
April 22nd 1898. The answers appear to have been given by BH. 
 
P. 107. Copy of a letter from D Beale dated April 16th 1898:  
 

‘Today I saw Mr Cunnington: he seems very strong on his own part, 
which as you know is opposed to your own but, without trespassing 
on the sanctity of a private interview one might say that my strong 
belief that he is quite sincere in the position he takes up.  
 
He finds no difficulty in considering the shapes found the result of 
glacial or other activity without resulting to man as a cause.  
 
He has a few specimens, which he considers you yourself would 
admit to be non-human (ie. Perfectly natural productions) but which 
shew similarity of type and with regard to the argument of 
persistency of type, the specimens found by an enthusiast would be 
such that might naturally be sought for – ie you or anybody else 
thoroughly convinced of a certain tendency, would seek for and find 
sort of specimens as you looked for.  
 
I fear that my crass ignorance of the subject would not be of much 
use in a settlement, but it seems that a meeting be called by honest 
disinterested representations of both sides and that friendly 
arguments be brought to bear from both directions, not a paper from 
either side separately. It struck me forcibly that you might be able to 
answer many of Mr C’s difficulties had you been present.  
 
Taking quite an outside view of the subject I should argue 
philosophically thus. B Harrison has right on his side in supposing 
that, as Man starting from Palaeos improved on them into Neoliths 
and onto metals, there must have been a time anteriorly When his 
workmanship must have been a cinder from where, say he began to 
learn the use of stones (nobody can contest that) shew such a time, of 
course, must have been anterior to Palaeos and must have a 
geological association of an older character… 
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P. Un-numbered. Entry from previous page continues: 
 

…character than the palaeos since it would be totally illogical to 
suppose that he started as a Palaeolithic creature. Again one might be 
satisfied that such progress would be a very slow one taking probably 
thousands of years since, in all probability evolution would be slower 
in the start and growing in velocity in the course of time. Then reason 
says of this to be so, look for them. Whether you can convince others 
you have or no will depend on, 1) the proof of human workmanship 
2) motive in shaping and also necessity for so shaping them.  
 
In your calculations never forget that it has been the rule in all times 
for all grades of evolution to exist not only contemporaneously, as at 
present but often side by side in the same land and the barbarian 
though surrounded by the highest feats of civilization still persists in 
forming and shaping the rude implements of his brain and hand. That 
it has been the rule throughout for the regular cyclic rise and fall of 
civilizations rising to a summit and then for the type to degenerate to 
extreme depths… [The page sequence at this point is not completely 
clear, but EH’s instructions instruction indicate continues to 
following page, jumping to the right hand side]  

 
Un-numbered page. Beale continues from left-hand side of previous page: 
 

that though one sees the rule of all animals to change in 
specialization throughout, yet man (as far as we yet know) has 
always retained a permanent type and that since the time of the 
Neanderthal almost every type of mammal has become extinct 
whereas man has altered hardly a fraction, certainly no more than the 
difference between existing types of man today. And again though 
the Neolithic implement seems to be more finished than Palaeolithic 
yet from inference Pale man in many respects showed himself the 
superior being, being non-cannibalistic, not so Neolithic man and 
with some pretensions to art  (of high character) as shown in Geikie’s 
? Reindeer engraved on an antler. May this not be the ?... of an 
ancient civilization such as the Atlanteans who flourished (we are 
told) for 3 ½ to 4 million years through the Eocene and part of the 
Miocene 

 
From this point, again with the help of Edward Harrison’s instructions, we 
revert to the previous, un-numbered page marked with an asterisk: 
 

… period and that when Palaeolithic man spread over Europe a high 
civilization existed in Egypt 7000 years ago.  
 
It seems to me from all this that Palaeolithic man had existed 
throughout the p… and that man himself is older than the earth.  
 
A few years ago this might have been taken as the ravings of a 
lunatic, now I feel perfectly safe in giving attention to them.’  
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A short note about Lewis, which mentions a hand-written note sent to Dr 
Woodward, and includes the names of those to whom he was known. 
 
P. Un-numbered. The note about Harry Lewis from the previous page 
continues. Mentions the drawing up of a petition which is to be sent to all 
those who knew him. Advises [BH] to: ‘fight on bravely, but even without 
interest in the result because if you are too anxious to gain your point you 
may mystify the issue which is truth. There is I believe a great mystery 
behind all this re: man which will assuredly work its way out in time. But it 
is hard to be patient I know Yours very truly Arthur Beale’.  
 
Copy of a letter from Hale re: Harry Lewis dated 21st April 189: ‘As to the 
implements I had from Mr Lewis, I am afraid I can hardly give you a 
definite reply as to their number, many of them being interesting and worth 
keeping but hardly to be esteemed of any great value, you may fairly say 
that I have as many as three or four hundred, many of them interesting and 
precious’.  
 
P. 108. Copy of a letter from E.B. Tylor, dated April 23rd 1898:  
 

‘… The sketches which you kindly sent here were not forgotten, but I 
found that, though apparently they were good selected types, they did 
not clearly answer my purpose which was to get together forms most 
nearly apprehending the Tasmanian implements in which I am 
particularly interested. I have therefore returned them today. I hope 
in June to get to Ightham and see your collection, and if possible to 
go to some of the spots where they are found. I am most interested in 
the Plateau implements that it would be a satisfaction to make this 
excursion. With many thanks, yours sincerely, Edward B. Tylor’.  

 
Copy of a letter from John Lubbock, dated 19th April 1898: ‘… Many 
thanks for the neat little instrument you have been so kind as to send me. I 
will look in at Burlington House. We hope to be down at High Elms at 
Whitsuntide and perhaps we might manage an expedition if you can spare 
the time…’   
 
Copy of a letter from Evans, dated April 23rd 1898:  
 

‘I return your drawings and specimens two of which appear to me 
possibly artificial and also the larger specimen from Maplescombe 
which though extremely rude seems to be of Palaeolithic type. There 
is no doubt a great resemblance in form… 

 
P. 109. Continues from the previous page:  
 

‘among the flints of which you send the cuttings, but so there is also 
among purely natural forms as witness Boucher de Perthes bird’s, 
heads etc:  
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Mr Cunnington appears to me to be quite wrong as to glacial 
markings and possibly so as to the incrustations … In haste, Yours 
faithfully, John Evans’.   

 
Copy of part of a letter from Mr Bullen, dated 27th April 1898:  
 

‘Professor Rupert Jones in his paper at Anthropological Institute last 
night re: palaeoliths from Africa (Nicol Brown’s specimens 
especially) reviewed the evidence of Plateau implements and made a 
crushing rejoinder to Mr W Cunnington’s recent paper. Best 
wishes…’.  

 
Copy of a letter from J.W. Gregory from Paris, dated May 5th 1898.  
 

‘… many thanks for your letter. I shall be very pleased to avail 
myself of your kind offer the first free Sunday after my return to 
England next month. But I fear I have an unusually full lot of 
Sundays this summer.  
 
The set of palaeoliths from the gravels which you sent to Mr 
Cunnington were most convincing proof that man lived during the 
deposition of the gravels.  
 
Lewis’ death was very sad, and I am sorry he should be left so very 
poorly off. I never had the pleasure of meeting him but have often 
heard of him from our mutual friend Mr C.  
 
I was sorry you were not at the Geological Society when his paper 
was read. But your views were defended by Kennard. Yours 
sincerely, JW Gregory’. 

 
P.110. Copy of a letter from Mr. Bullen, dated May 10th 1898:  
 

‘I think you may be quite sure that preglacial man’s in the ascendent. 
I purposely exhibited two slickers from the Bats Conner pit and 
insisted on their absolute identity with the steel and wooden square 
scraper. They would be used for “suppling” leather just as the currier 
supples upper leathers, kid etc: today for wearing, therefore 
preglacial man dressed in skins’.  

 
Copy of a letter from CR Luard dated May 3rd 1898:  
 

‘… things have progressed well today.  
 
I attended the quarterly meeting of the museum committee and 
effected more in ½ an hour than might have been done in a year.  
 
The appeal for contributions towards purchasing your collection will 
now be put in shape and circulated very surely and it is also possible 
that a preliminary contribution (a refresher) may soon be made from 
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the funds of the museum as an earnest of their intentions. Yours 
truly, CR Luard’.  

 
Following on from this letter is the name and address of Dr Pymar and a 
remark about the collection. 
 
P. 111. Copy of a letter from W Allen Sturge, the Albermarle Club, dated 
June 12th 1898:  
 

‘… your letter reached me yesterday having been forwarded from 
Nice. I am glad to hear that things seem going on so well.  
 
You certainly seem [to be] making progress with the sceptical and it 
can only be a question of time when you win victory all along the 
line.  
 
My wife and I are hoping to spend a few days at Sevenoaks early in 
July so as to be able to run on and see you more than once and go 
over the gravel with you as well as to look at your stones again. I will 
write later on and fix a time with you. Very sincerely your, W Allen 
Sturge.’   

 
There follows a draft, against which BH has written ‘private’. For the 
proposed acquisition of the Harrison collection of prehistoric flint 
implements:  
 

The Committee of the Maidstone Museum and Public Library are 
desirous of bringing before the notice of scientific men and others 
generally the important matter of the acquisition by means of 
subscriptions from antiquarian and scientific societies as well as from 
private individuals – of the collection of prehistoric flint implements 
found during the past 34 years, by Mr Benjamin Harrison of 
Ightham, near Sevenoaks, and illustrating some of the most important 
discoveries relating to the early history of man in Britain and more 
particularly the same subject in the county of Kent. It is proposed 
that the collection should  (be) deposited in the Museum, it being on 
the opinion of the committee and of others competent… 

 
P. 112. Continued from previous page: 
 

… competent to judge, the most suitable institution in that it is 
located in the County town and also an the immediate vicinity of the 
district in which the discoveries have been made. 
 
In desiring this, the committee feel that they are but carrying out the 
express wish of the learned master on the subject – the late Joseph 
Prestwich FRS, etc – who in repeated conversations with Mr 
Harrison, expressed his wish that the implements should be kept by 
them in the county in which they were found. The committee in 
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making a selection from the collection proposes to confine itself to 
the following: 

 
A. Plateau Implements: 

I. The type series chosen from the chalk plateau implements by 
Pr Prestwich, illustrating his monograph on the subject in the 
journal of the Geological Society of London and all those type 
implements figured and described by the writers now in Mr 
Harrison’s possession 

II. A series in extension of series 1 to shew variety of form and 
the probable uses to which these implements were put. 

 
B. Palaeolithic Implements: 

 
111. The collection of implements from the Medway gravels and 
other gravels in the West Kent district. 
 

C. Neolithic Implements: [Edward Harrison has pencilled in ‘later 
pals’.] 

 
1V. A type series of Implements from the Oldbury rock shelters 
together with many others found in Kent and now in Mr Harrison’s 
collection. 
 

P. 113. Continues from the previous page.: 
  

V. All maps, notebooks, catalogues and memoranda used in 
forming the collection.  
 

The committee trust that this appeal may be liberally responded to by 
all those who value for its own sake, honest and persistent scientific 
labour.  
 
A subscription form is attached and payments may be made to the 
Town Clerke of Maidstone and to the Harrison Collection fund at the 
Kentish Bank Maidstone. Signed on behalf of the Museum, Joseph 
Barker, Mayor and Chairman’.  

 
Copy of a letter, also marked in BH’s hand ‘private’ from Henry Hicks, 
dated June 11th 1898:  
 

‘… I am very glad to hear that Mr Harrison’s collection is likely to 
be purchased for a public museum and that your mayor and others 
are interesting themselves in the matter. I think on the whole it will 
be better not to add the names of scientific men who are resident in 
the county to the appeal as they would not be able to know whether 
any other town might not wish to put in a claim for possession. In the 
list on the Geological Society, I found only one resident in 
Maidstone, four at Tunbridge Wells, three at Ramsgate of course in 
the Maidstone Corporation elected to buy (as some towns have done) 
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there would be no necessity to make a public appeal. It is an 
important and valuable collection and should be made available to 
the public. I have made one or two suggestions in pencil. Yours truly, 
Henry Hicks’ 

 
P. 114. Again marked ‘private’ in BH’s hand, a copy of a letter, this time 
from James (this has been added by EH and is from Mr James, the Curator 
at Maidstone Museum: 
 

 ‘… I am sending in haste a copy of a draft circular re: your 
collection. Copies of the same have been sent to all members of the 
sub-committee who meet tomorrow and also to the following; Dr 
Hicks, Professor Judd, Professor Seeley, De Barri Crawshay, AM 
Bell, Canon Greenwell and Sir Mark Collett, so that amendments and 
suggestions may be viewed. 
 
One reply which I value has been received from Hicks, copy of 
which I enclose. His only correction of the draft was substituting 
Plateau for Eolithic as some geologists objected, so I think that if so 
eminent a man approves of the draft I am to be congratulates. The 
sub-committee meet tomorrow at 11 O’clock to decide upon a course 
of action…’. 

 
Copy of a letter from Clement Read to BH, dated 6th July 1898 and sent 
from the British Museum: 
 

 ‘… I found your flints [EH asks? Oldbury] here on my return from 
the continent on Monday. The flints sent in the small box are very 
interesting. I am however rather in the dark as to the special 
significance of the collections made on successive days as I have no 
report of the diggings. Does the discovery on a particular day of 
certain associated stones prove anything? And is there therefore any 
object in keeping the flakes etc: in the same arrangement.  
 
is the report printed?  
 
As to the collection from the pits on the Plateau, one should of course 
have a selection – a type series in fact and this you would perhaps 
send me here. Yours faithfully, CH Read’ 
 

P. 115. Copy of a letter from Nash Mills, dated July 10th 1898 [the year has 
been written in by EH] 
 

 ‘…I return here the characteristic specimens, lithic, Palaeolithic and 
Neolithic – No 2 and 3 are both good of their kinds and No 1 has the 
wearing and chipping, or chipping away at the edges well shown. 
Your son’s finds may prove interesting as shewing that man bruises 
stones in the same manner in different districts as nature does. 
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Some remarkable Celtic tumuli have been explored at Anas? on 
Goodmanham wold, not far from where the chipped stones were 
found. Yours truly, John Evans’ 

  
On the opposing page are two newspaper/journal clippings, one large one 
small, with parts of articles about Lewis Abbott and his penchant for 
collecting gems. [This may explain the collection of agates held in the MM 
under BH’s name]. 

 
P. 116. Original letter from A Thieullen, of Paris, dated 31st July 1898. The 
translation, by Miss Hall follows: 
 

 ‘Sir, I take the liberty of sending you three copies of my work on 
“The true instruments of the age of stone”. One is for you, one is for 
Mr de Crawshay whose address I do not know, I should be obliged if 
you would see that he receives it, and the third you will dispense of 
at your own discretion. This is the least I could do, not having 
hesitated to state my theories on the exhibition that Prestwich made 
of your discoveries in the county of Kent. Please forgive me and 
accept the sincere thoughts that I send to you and Mr. Crawshay’. 

 
P. 117. A newspaper clipping, not dated, about ER Lankester, with a 
photograph of him, announcing his appointment as Director of the Natural 
History Museum. Next to this a diary dated Sunday 31st July 1898, which 
may point to the date of this announcement.  
 
Original letter from Edward Harrison, with no date appended:  
 

‘A discovery of thrilling interest. A primeval caricature dating back 
to the time of Adam and Eve. The drawing (there is a small stick-
drawing of Abel, drawn by Cain) is a rude one of the circle and the 
triangle period when art was in its infancy. From the expression of 
unctuous rectitude on the face of it is supposed by experts to ?... by 
Abel , a view which is confirmed by the line, evidently representing 
smoke, which is ascending although spirally, straight upwards. We 
may therefore assume that it is a caricature of Abel drawn by Cain 
first before the murder.  
 
The above is a contribution of FGC to the “Press Bazaar News”, the   
dearest little paper in the world, from which I have secured copies. 
No doubt you have seen the accounts of the bazaar (in aid of the 
London Hospital) in the papers.  
 
I am afraid I haven’t expressed the unctuous rectitudinity so well as 
the original, but it will give you an idea of the discovery.  
 
The second sketch is not FGC’s and the lamb looks a very meek 
sacrifice. While Cain is not waving a flag but flourishing an axe 
(which had first been invented by another member of the same 
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family – Tubal Cain). Observe the mark on the forehead – it is not a 
hat. 
 
When you come to go into the matter  (on a Sunday afternoon as I 
am doing) it cannot but strike you what a lively lot those ancestors of 
ours were. Eve couldn’t keep her hands from picking and stealing, 
Adam was such a disparate character that it required a flaming sword 
twisting around in a continuous whirl to turn him out of Somaliland. 
Abel was from the cartoon obviously a stiggins of “the most bigoted 
and persecuting type” and Cain was a murderer. In fact Cain was 
about the best of the bunch for it must have been a gain to society at 
large to get rid of Abel if the portrait is at all accurate’.  

 
The letter then reverts to discussion of what is described as ‘…our agitation 
for a Parliamentary enquiry into the present organisation of the income tax 
system is just about to commence…’ EH says intends interviewing MPs. 
He questions the wisdom of sending a circular on the subject to Sir John 
Lubbock, since he is one of his constituents. EH does not anticipate much 
opposition to the enquiry. Refers to Agnes, his sister, who is proposing to 
visit in August. Hopes his parcel, sent recently, has arrived. Notes seeing a 
‘profusion of Ragged Robin’ earlier that day. Ends with a report of fine 
weather.  
 
Copy of a letter from Mr Spurrell, dated August 9th 1898: ‘I sent a 
subscription to Mr James of Maidstone towards the fund for purchasing a 
collection from you some weeks ago. This I was very pleased to hear of 
and assist. It must be a great relief to you to feel that you will make some 
profit by a work for which as yet you have only had chaff and which you 
will be able to return with interest in future’. 
 
P. 118. An envelope with a penny stamp, addressed to Mrs Harrison and 
dated 11th July 1898. The letter, from Edward Harrison, is as follows: 
‘Dear Mother, The old man says you say I write as badly as he does, he 
considers that a compliment, whether to himself, to you or to me is not 
apparent. I do not think it can be true, as according to Edie Usherwood, 
“the Harrison’s are a funny lot. There’s not two of them alike’, which 
obviously includes writing. For instance we will compare signatures…’. 
Edward does this and the rest of the letter follows this theme. He concludes 
saying ‘Yes, as Edie Usherwood writes ‘the Harrison’s are a funny lot and 
the funniest thing about them is the way they can write a four-page letter 
when there is nothing to say, none better than. Yours, Ted’. 
 
There follows a letter from M Thieullen, dated 10th August 1898, and in 
English: ‘Dear Sir, I have just read with great interest, the programme and 
appreciations of such a high value which have obtained your implements of 
rudimentary shapes. Those worked stones are akin to mine, as you will see 
when you have the translation of my notes. I hope you have been able to 
hand the book to your contributor Mr Crawshay.  
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If you think useful that I send you other books, I shall do so with pleasure, 
knowing they are in good hands. In waiting your news, I remain yours 
truly, A, Thieullen 31 Rue de Fleures, PS many thanks for your sets’. 
 
P. 119. Copy of a letter from John Terry, of Carnac, Brittany. Dated July 
31st 1898:  
 

‘…By a curious coincidence the circular from the Mayor of 
Maidstone has reached me here – where I have been some days 
photographing the enormous number of menhirs and dolmens in and 
around this place.  
 
One can but wonder again and again when and by whom these stone 
records were placed in position. To me they seem a far away 
connecting link of your stone implement period. No two writers seem 
to agree as to the period of their erection or purpose, yet here they 
stand in streets of lonely solitude, without the slightest thing to 
connect them with our knowledge of history.  
 
I am afraid I have tackled a difficult job in photography – (a new 
beginner) yet I have never forgotten an old school saying we used to 
shout forth “try, try again” well, I am doing that – I have no means 
here of knowing how I am going on – but must work till I get home 
before I shall know if I have failed all round or not.  
 
I have with the greatest of pleasure added my mite to the purchase 
fund. Shall be home in about a month when I hope to be able to 
report satisfactorily on my sojourn here. I am yours truly, John 
Terry.’ 

 
P. 120. An acknowledgement to Colonel Bevington for his services to the 
Museum of Practical Geology for having contributed a series of 69 flints, 
all collected by BH. Dated 16th June 1898.  
 
The original copy of ‘That Chocolate Flint’ which was actually penned by 
Edward Harrison during a lecture by Cunnington, May 28th 1892.  
 
P. 121. A newspaper clipping about a married couple and the untimely 
death of the husband in an accident.     
 
Another clipping about the Bentlif Trust and scholarships and other 
benefits associated with it.  
 
An original letter from William Cunnington, dated August 23rd 1898:  
 

‘… Herewith you will receive the extra copy of the paper on the 
impl[emen]ts. If only reached me last night. 
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 Also a copy for your son who richly deserves it in return for his very 
clever lines on the subject. That allusion to the burying of the hatchet 
is admirable – and the “quarter day” and “furniture van” most witty.  
 
I am downstairs now daily. The warm weather has kept me weak but 
today promises a cooler time which will I hope improve my strength. 
With kind regards.  Yours sincerely, Wm Cunnington’.  

 
P. 122. A copy of a letter from Frank Lasham, dated August 31st 1898:  
 

‘I base my conclusions as to your eoliths being handiwork of man 
from reasonable conclusions.  
 
In this way nature pounds, crushes, abrades, obliterates etc: in the 
course of her operations but she does not and never has or will select 
particular stones for her operations, she takes in all, big little round, 
square, small large and transports them at her own sweet will and 
treats them all alike!  
 
Now the Johnnies who chipped the eoliths selected the stones mostly 
and in fact generally flat-sided (is that not so?) and ergo of any 
selection appears to have been made. Does nature ever do such a 
thing? Besides which as Mr Kennard (said) the opponents have to 
prove that they can find a set of stones chipped in a particular way in 
glacial gravels, or gravels of any kind, you can find bruised stones 
with edges banged and chipped but not intentional showing a means 
to an end.  
 
I don’t care tuppence for their age or method of deposition or why or 
how or when they came to be where they are, but I do say this, that 
men of intelligence should admit that nature couldn’t and man does 
get stones in particular places in different localities  in different 
altitudes for the purpose of operating upon them in a similar manner. 
It’s d….. nonsense to say she does. If Professor Prestwich had first 
found these stones instead of B.Harrison, what a difference hey!!!  

 
I am doing my level best to find them here. We shall see. I am pretty 
well sure there are some interesting things kicking about around 
Bagshot, Chobham and I have already spotted gravel beds of interest. 
Send me a line if you agree with my conclusions’. 

 
P. 124 (no p 123). Short letter reassuring BH of the safety of a packet with 
which the writer had been unable till then to do anything about, from Dr 
Ridgeway of Cambridge, Dated September 27th.  
 
Another short letter from George Coffey. The address is: Science and Art 
Museum, Kildare Street, Dublin:  
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‘… Mr Rotherham, who was lately with you informs me that you 
have still sets of the plateau implements for sale. I should be glad to 
get a set for our comparative series in this museum.  
 
Will you kindly forward a set for approval and I shall be happy to 
submit them for purchase. We have got some crude flints round the 
north coast of Ireland that greatly resemble the Ightham specimens. 
Yours faithfully, George Coffey Supt Irish Antiquity’  

 
Copy of part of an article from the American Geologist by Dr Claypole of 
Akran: Chic[ago]: USA, entitled: ‘Palaeolith and Neolith.’  
 

‘The Plateau implements to which attention was called a few years 
ago by Sir Joseph Prestwich in some of his last papers and apparently 
the oldest human remains yet known in England. And in spite of all 
the objections urged against their authenticity they may yet prove of 
pre-glacial age –  
 
The immense erosion of the Wealden district which has occurred 
since they were made and buried is alone sufficient to prove of the 
immense antiquity of these eoliths as they have been termed. 
 
Note: Since this paper was written the objections against the very 
ancient plateau imp[lemen]ts of Kent have been formulated by Mr 
Cunnington and fully answered by Mr Kennard on which side lies 
the greater weight… 

 
P. 125. Continued from the previous page: 
 

… ‘Each reader must decide for himself, but some of the objections 
strangely remind one of those Sir John Evans has justly criticised in 
the passages quoted.  
 
While one class of objections account for the configuration of the 
flint implements of the gravels by some unknown chemical agency 
by the violent and continuous gyrating action of water, by fracture 
resulting from pressure by rapid cooling when hot, or a rapid heating 
when cold and even regarding them as abundant forms of fossil 
fishes, others adopted the view that the worked flints had either been 
introduced into the bed at a modern date, or that the gravel was a 
more modern alluvium. October 1898 from Mr. Kennard’. 

 
An original leaflet of the 1898-1899 meeting of the London Geologists 
Association to be held in the library of University College London. 
 
P. 126. An original letter from Rupert Jones, 17 Parson’s Green, Fulham, 
London SW, dated October 22nd 1898:  
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‘… I have just now read the  of the ?... ?... is when the 4th November 
– The enclosed shows the Percy Emary FGs is the secretary now 
residing at 12 Alwyne Square, Canonbury, London N.  
 
I venture to remind that you write to him and offer to send the lot of 
above 12 or so of one disputed type of implement from any (of) the 
“Old Brownies” – with (if you think proper) the map with indications 
of where they were obtained.  
 
I spoke to Mr Harboro about it but heard nothing – because I 
understand he is no longer secretary.  
 
Yours very truly, Rupert Jones’.   

 
A copy of part of an article from the Fortnightly Review entitled: ‘Stray 
Thoughts on South Africa by a returning S African’ dated July 1891.  It 
concerns the intimate knowledge of place that is only enjoyed by those 
born there. However, understanding may be gained by those who 
dispassionately consider matters from a distance. The distinct Bushman 
physiognomy and way of life is referred to briefly. 
 
P. 127. The article from the previous page is continued and the 
phenomenon of droughts is discussed. Plants with fleshy bulbs as well as 
those, such as dandelions with fleshly leaves and stems are also mentioned 
 
BH has missed out pp 128/129 skipping to p 130 
 
P. 130. Original letter from Percy Emary, on behalf to the London 
Geologists Association, dated 25th October 1898:  
 

‘… I am much obliged for your letter. Shall be very glad of your 
exhibit. I think there will be plenty of room for 2 or 3 sheets. Kindly 
address them to me C/O the Medical Beadle UCL, Gower Street, and 
mark it “Geologists Association”.  
 
Many thanks for your invitation. I shall hope to give you a call some 
day. Sorry I could not come on Sunday. Yours very truly, Percy 
Emary.’   

 
The article from the previous page continues with some semantics, with 
suggested terms for eoliths, eg: ‘Palacotalith’ but which is judged 
unnecessary for the time being. Discusses Thieullen’s recently published 
work on eoliths and which is deemed to add ‘materially to the knowledge 
of the subject’. 
 
P. 131. Original letter from EW Brabrook, of the British Association for 
the Advancement of Science, and is dated 2nd November ?...:  
 

‘… I have pleasure in sending for your acceptance a copy of my 
Bristol address. In a previous paper in the Archaeological Journal of 
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1896. I have entered more at length into the subject in which you are 
interested and which you have done so much to elucidate. Yours 
faithfully EW Brabrook’.  

 
Original letter from Clement Read of the British Museum, dated 3rd 
November 1898: ‘…I dare say you can sell Captain Hutton with some 
implements of the kind he wants – I have told him. I have sent his letter to 
you…’.  
 
Original letter from FW Hutton, Curator of Canterbury Museum, 
Christchurch, New Zealand, dated 22nd September 1898 asking BH for 
some eoliths for the museum’s collection. He states that the items must be 
authenticated and have ‘have passed through your hands’. 
 
P. 132. Jonathan Hutchinson writes enclosing an example of a museum 
label, which he asks BH to approve. Dated November 10th 1898. The 
contents of the label follow: 
 

‘The term eolith has been derived to denote stone implements of a 
yet earier date than those which have been hitherto known as the 
oldest under the name of Palaeolithic. Thus Palaeolithic means old 
and eolithic the very oldest. 
 
The eolithic implements are as yet under some doubt as to whether 
they really are tools of any kind. It is still thought by some authorities 
that they are not of human workmanship but that the ?... have 
resulted from natural causes.’ 
 
The writer goes on to say that the chief reason for doubt as to their 
artefactual nature is the difficulty in establishing any purposeful 
design; the main reasons given for confirming their artifice is their 
sheer numbers, which all bear the same ‘peculiarities’ and the well-
defined geographical localities in which they have been found. The 
chipping, which it is maintained, cannot be accidental, is the final 
reason given… 

 
P. 133. Continues from the previous page.  

…The ‘plateau clay beds’ from which eoliths have been obtained are 
noted to be most likely pre-glacial and of Tertiary age.  

 
Copy of a letter from W Allen Sturge, dated November 11th 1898:  
 

‘… Many thanks for your letter. Before I decide whether to accept 
your offer I should like to know exactly what you would propose to 
include. 1) can you let me have some really good brownies? I have 
quite enough of the average sort but I should like some more 
thoroughly good, deep ochreous, rolled old olds like the better sort of 
the Guildhall series. 2) What can you give me in the way of high-
level palaeos? 3) What in the way of Rock Shelter?[he means Middle 
Palaeolithic stone tools] I have some second class specimens. Can 
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you give me any of the really first class specimens? If so how many. 
4) About the Maplescombe, Fawkham, Longfield stones I know 
nothing – what are they like? 

 
P. 134. Continued from the previous page:  
 

…5) Also details of the Aylesford stones and the Medway lot. You 
see I am getting a little particular as to what I can take, space 
beginning to be a matter of solicitude with me and I have to pick and 
choose a bit. W Allen Sturge’.  

 
Copy of a letter from E T Newton, dated November 16th 1898:  
 

‘I congratulate you and your son on the finding of  “old olds” in 
Yorkshire and hope you will get still further and Evans convincing 
evidence before long. 
 
It is most interesting to find the ancient men were in Yorkshire. I will 
retain your map and letters for a day or so and then return. 
  
Hope you and Mrs Harrison are well… Cane told me of a find of 
your I believe nr Ightham. Hope this is  good’ 

 
Copy of a letter from Sir John Evans, dated November 22nd 1898:  
 

‘… I am interested in your son’s account of his explorations and 
hope that he may continue his researches in Yorkshire. I see no 
reason why Palaeolithic implements should not be found in the 
Yorkshire gravels especially in and around the chalk district. 
 
I have seen what appears to be a real Palaeolithic specimen that was 
found near Bridlington. There may even be quartzite or hard rock 
implements as well as those of flint.  
 
We are off to Egypt about December 16th and in the meantime I am 
very busy. Yours truly.’ 

 
P. 135. An extract of one of Abbott’s letter’s to BH: 
 

 ‘You will be pleased to hear that my friend Mr Lamas (who took 
Lyell around with me) has been finding implements in the glacial 
drift of Miel Tryfean and is about to read a paper upon them before 
the United North of England Societies (Lamas is President of the 
Liverpool Geological Society.)  
 
In case the Plateaus should not get forgotten will you send me two or 
three, the nearest you have to this one. I have had the description of 
the implements and I regard this as equal to our transitional group, so 
that either Plateau transitionals or Palaeo specimens would do. 
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Sir John has pronounced them as highly probable but wants larger 
specimens. However that is a big concession for him…’   

 
A poetic rendering entitled ‘A Question’ (YHS follows the concluding 
line) and which is dated December 21st 1898 
 
P. 136. Concluding few lines from the poem on p. 135.   
 
Copy of a letter from Rev D Brownjohn, dated December 7th 1898:  
 

‘I am interested to know that you are in Treaty with the Maidstone 
Museum for the purchase of your collection. 
 
I have written a few lines to the editor of the Kent Messenger and if 
in?...ed they may, and I hope they will, help to keep the ball rolling 
and bring in further contributions to the fund. It is not a little 
vexatious to me that the public shew themselves to the conclusions 
which seem necessarily to follow from the recognition of man’s 
greater antiquity. 
 
 I had hoped that when I publically challenged Dr Temples 
appointment on the ?... of his ?... assent to the evolutionists theory of 
man’s …’  

 
P. 137. Appears to continue (bottom right-hand side) from the previous 
page: 
 

… of man’s, the whole question would have been gone into, but it 
was bunked and the so-called Primate sails triumphantly on his way 
– and yet, of evolution in time, the teaching of our … must be false 
and he must know…’ [illegible last line]. 

 
 
A letter from AM Bell, dated 2nd January 1898 above which Edward 
Harrison writes a brief note to the effect that this letter from AM Bell, is to 
be found in full on p 145.   
 
Original copy of a letter from Professor Seeley, of the Geological Survey, 
dated December 6th 1898: The handwriting is illegible but appears to refer 
to eoliths - ‘GBOB’s’ - having been found in the north as well as the south 
and offers congratulations. 
 
BH has omitted p 138. 
 
P.139. Newspaper clipping removed and, according to a note in pencil in 
EH’s handwriting, has been inserted in the ‘writing’s book’.  
 
An account of a Kent Archaeological Society trip in July 1897 in and 
around Ightham. Tea at Mr Hale’s in Ivy Hatch where a large collection of 
flint implements was on display, including some from Scandinavia. 
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P.140. A copy of a letter from Henry Lewis to Cunnington, not dated:  
 

‘… Did you ever see a picture of a gouty old angler with his gouty 
foot on a rest seated in his drawing room earnestly fishing in a tub – 
Well I thought of it when our friend goes into his back garden 
searching for impts – he has had some loads of gravel spread over his 
garden. Well if Mr Harrison gets 300 im[plemen]ts in a pit why can’t 
I get a few in a load of gravel?’ 
 
He sums up thus. Chipping is not man’s work for every bit of flint 
has chipping more or less – The shape is nothing for I can find a 
natural flint exactly like Mr H’s eos in shape – the shape is nothing 
for the chipping has been done at different periods X (one of the eos 
you gave him) This for example has been chipped before it was 
stained – then chipped after, this chipping has scratches over the 
chipping – then chipped again with no scratches on the chipping. In 
fact they can be traced [for] 6 different periods when this (Mr H’s 
eolith) was chipped and shaped so if these eo’s were made by man – 
the first man began to chip after a long period another man picked it 
up and chipped and so on until the last of the 6 periods when the last 
man gave it its present shape.  
 
Why its purest nonsense you ever heard of. I believe it’s all Mr 
Abbott’s fault putting this nonsense into his head.  
 
I send his analysis of my plateau flints I also send a few stones. I was 
weak enough to think was used an. As an antidote to our friend’s 
remarks I saw [in] articles in the Daily Mail.  
 
Wishing you all the success you would wish yourself… PS Please 
send the box of stones back when examined. Did you have much 
success in the new pit?’. Yours truly, H Lewis’. 

 
P. 141. Continues from the previous page: 
 

‘PS. The crushed appearance (he calls it crumbling) at the edge of the 
work on the stone is produced by later frost action, frost gets into the 
edges and crumbles it away – I used to think it was caused by use. I 
could not resist the temptation of writing you on Sunday, as I did not 
feel well enough to go out. I dare say you are sick and tired of the 
frivolous objections to the rudes – Our friend left London last Friday 
– Did he go to the British Association meeting I wonder? Can I get a 
report of the Liverpool meeting? Our subject is soon to come to the 
front. HL’.  

 
The account from p. 139, of the Kent Archaeological Society outing 
continues for a few lines, in which a ‘gentleman’ read a paper about 
implements from the Kent plateau’ This of course was BH. 
 



 73 

P. 142. Dated the 30th September 1897, this entry records the reading of a 
letter from the Mayor of Maidstone asking the Council of the Kent 
Archaeological Society for a donation towards the purchase of BH’s 
collection. Following the inspection of those items already donated to the 
Museum from this collection, a grant of £25.00 was made.  
 
Copy of an article in the Archaeological Journal of September 1896 by 
EW Brabrook FSA. It deals with the evidence for the occupation of Kent in 
remote antiquity. It touches upon bipedalism and stones being flung at 
animals in order to kill them. It suggests that the idea of enhancing such 
stones to produce a sharp edge came later. It is suggested this first 
discovery was made in Kent. 
 
P. 143. The article from the previous page continues. Sir Joseph 
Prestwich’s work is quoted and the area viewed by him as central to such 
an occupation being, that from Titsey in the West to Punish in the East 
with many localities in between, the evidence for such an occupation being 
of course flint implements. Such artefacts were, according to JP, ruder  
than those of the river drifts, having come down from the central Wealden 
uplands. This he thought might be pre-glacial. The collections of 
implements on which JP based his theory were those of BH and De barri 
Crawshay. Sir John Evan’s opposition to these theories is noted. Other 
protagonists who’s cogent arguments supported JP’s theories included 
Boyd Dawkins and Pitt Rivers. 
 
P. 144. The article from the previous two pages continues with some 
discussion as to the nature of chipping and what might constitute human 
workmanship. AM Bell supported the theory in a paper read before the 
Anthropological Institute. He noted that the implements in the Oxford 
Museum from Tasmania and South Africa are cited as evidence since they 
are deemed to conform to this pre-palaeolithic stage of stone tool types.  
 
The evidence for the presence of humans during the Palaeolithic period is 
confirmed by very old stone tools found by WG Smith at Canterbury and 
in the possession of Sir John Evans and others. More of these old types of 
palaeoliths are noted to have been found by BH at Ightham, F Spurrell at 
Erith and Hayes, and described in the Archaeologia Cantiana8 as well as 
those from Swanscombe in the possession of Henry Stopes. [EH notes that 
this article continues on p 148]. 
 
P. 145. Copy of a letter from Cunnington, dated January 31st 1899:  
 

‘… Thank you for your kind note. I should be glad to know that your 
series of real Palaeolithic and Neolithic implements were deposited at 
the Maidstone Museum; but if the natural chipped specimens are to 
be included with them and disguised as examples of man’s working, 

                                                
8 This must refer to a paper by Flaxman Spurrell, published in the 1893 
edition of Archaeologia Cantiana 
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I should be acting very wrongly if in any way I favoured such a 
proposal.  
 
You may think one too particular, but such as act on my part would 
virtually be a contradiction of my views as published, and still 
unaltered; and I should be helping what I, and many others regard as 
a grievous scientific error. 
 
 Mr Allen Brown writing to me last year says  “The Plateau 
implements found by Harrison prove, as you say the authenticity of 
Plateau man, but the evidence is fatal to the authenticity of Eolithic 
man.”  
 
Several friends have expressed their dissatisfaction with the present 
state of knowledge as to the age of the plateau gravels. I have as 
much to learn in this as in every department of human knowledge. 
Best wishes for the new Year’.  

 
Copy of a letter from AM Bell to BH, dated 2nd January 1899:  
 

‘… Many thanks for your handsome, and to me very precious new 
year’s gift. You were right in thinking that I regarded it as a flint with 
a long story of wanderings as strange as de R….ts? and much more 
?various. 
 
 I will put down in writing the lines on which I am attempting to help 
you. 1) to relieve you of a mortgage of £400 by raising that sum 2) to 
obtain for you what the treasury will give… 

 
P. 146. Continues from the previous page:  
 

‘3) That you are left for to fill your collection besides, 4) That these 
conditions found, you will give up business and give your time to 
putting in writing an account of your labours. 
 
This you will find a complex task but you may make it memorable, 
for you have first clearly identified man in Palaeolithic stage with a 
definite pre- existent line drainage of no ordinary nature’.  

 
Copy of a letter from AM Bell dated 7th November 1899:  
 

‘… Can you send me a list of friends whom you think likely to help 
you? I have been so overladen with work for 3 weeks that I have not 
been able to go thoroughly into your business – I have a little longer 
now, and am beginning to work in earnest.  
 
I have however £50 pounds and £11 paid for Prestwich and Professor 
Jenkin’.   
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An enigmatic entry entitled ? ‘Zolas Confession’ It appears to be the 
critique of his first, but only recently available, novel.9 
 
P. 147. Entry from previous page continues for a few lines followed by a 
copy of a letter to Miss Marsham dated 25th February 1899. It is about BH:  
 

‘Your local geologist must be an interesting man, and one of many 
who from time to time astonish the world by a revelation of work 
done in the intervals of bread winning which put to shame the vast 
number who with a whole life of leisure are content to live and die 
and do nothing’.  

 
Copy of a letter from EJ Newton dated March 8th 1899 thanking BH for his 
invitation to see the plateau sections then being opened. Says that he, and 
others, will visit before long.  
 
Copy of Claypole’s correspondence re: Sherlock Holmes, dated April 4th 
1899. There follows an extract from ‘The adventure of the third 
commandment’. 
 
P. 148. A copy of part of a letter from WL Atkinson, dated January 1898, 
confirming human workmanship in the eoliths examined by him.  
 
A short newspaper clipping of a poem by P Pickles.  
 
A copy of Brabrook’s address on anthropology, Bristol 1898 in which he 
explains the developments of stone tool working from the simple 
unsophisticated and opportunistic use of natural resources, such as wood 
and stone, to that of actual manufacture into tools using these materials. 
Concludes somewhat abruptly with part of a comment from Professor 
McKenny.  
 
P.149. A poem entitled ‘The Celt’ follows and continues to p 150. The 
content is of course about stone-age man and his activities.  
 
P. 150.Newspaper clipping about the Hittites. 
 
P. 151. The conclusion of Brabrook’s address in which he notes that Sir 
John Evans had not the time at his disposal to devote to such matters.  
 
Continuation of the Sherlock Holmes entry, signed EW Claypole. 
 
P. 152. Sherlock Holmes continued. ? the continuation of Brabrook’s 
address which here addresses the characteristics of flint flaking in relation 
to eoliths. John Evans point about the uselessness of eoliths as tools is 
countered. 

                                                
9 This might refer to Zola’s first novel of 1863, Claude’s Confession, 
which was initially banned in Britain and America, only being translated 
and available several decades later. 
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P. 153. More of Brabrook’s arguments re eoliths. Here it is argued that it 
would make sense for primitive man to choose to chip the round side only 
of any stone. Where both sides are chipped, it is argued, this may have 
occurred naturally due to force from below and above. 
 
Sherlock Holmes continued.  
 
P. 154. More discussion on stone tools. Here ‘Uselessness of shape’ and 
‘vast numbers’ is discussed with.use of eoliths as skin scrapers mentioned. 
The ‘pear-shaped’ eoliths shown by BH are thought to be ‘made identically 
on the same lines as accepted pals’. 
 
P.155. The entry from the previous page on eoliths continues here with the 
chipping on individual eoliths, eg 4997, used to prove the detractors wrong 
in their assertions that the chippings were the result of natural formation 
processes. Some puzzling as to why eoliths were only found on hill tops. 
 
P. 155. More Sherlock Holmes, which concludes with Henry Claypole’s 
signature. This appears to have been sent to Edward Harrison rather than 
BH.  
 
P. Unnumbered. More Sherlock Holmes. More discussion from the same 
paper on stone tools continuing with the theme of the characteristics of 
human workmanship. 
 
P. Unnumbered. Sherlock Holmes.  
 
The entry about eoliths from the previous pages continues with aeolian 
polish on stone tools and chipping of different dates being discussed. 
 
P. Unnumbered. Under the title ‘Sherlock Holmes continued’ there is a 
copy of a letter from EW Claypole of Pasadena, California dated 12th 
February 1899. This is addressed to Edward, not BH and concerns EH’s 
poem ‘Nature or Man’. 
 
P. Unnumbered. A short note from BH about a set of eoliths which he 
mentions contains between 10-18 items.  
 
Clipping about ‘Reliquae Aquitanicae’  in which John Evans’ opinions on 
the Moustier caves are cited. Dates to 1873, according to BH. 
 
Pagination starts from p1 again from the back of the volume. 
 
Before P.1. there are two pages of clippings, the first from the 
Genealogical Magazine, which appears to list some of those on board the 
Mayflower. 
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A poem about South Africa and an article about the restoration of certain 
manuscript volumes, found to be part of the archives of Great Britain and 
in which was included the log of the Mayflower. 
 
P. 1. A couple of lines in which Wrotham pottery, pockets of flint in Gault, 
blocks of stones from Wrotham Heath and Platt are mentioned. Dated 
September 7th 1897. 
 
A list of some of the elected members of the Council of the Kent 
Archaeological Society.  
 
September 18th 1897. BH records a visit from the Geological Association 
with some of the names of others present, including Kennard and E J 
Newton. BH arranged some of his flints in the garden. Very wet so, at Mrs 
H’s suggestion, the lithics were laid out in the little parlour with the result 
that the place was crowded for nearly 3 hours. 
 
P. 2. 19th September 1897. BH out in the trap to the Crowsland spread with 
EH and Mrs H. Then on to Knockmill, West Yoke. Met Mr.Hohler, whom 
BH thought was the bailiff who questioned what BH was doing. BH 
responded, doing a prodigious amount of name dropping in the process 
(Lyell, Geikie etc.). The apparent bailiff won over to such a degree that he 
asked BH to call in on his father, one of whose workmen had found a 
brown axe.10 
 
P. 3. Description of outing from previous page continues and concludes. 
The supposed bailiff was in fact the landowner and a barrister, very much 
in the ascendant. BH considered he had stood his ground creditably against 
such a person.  
 
Wednesday September 22nd 1897. BH to Tonbridge with Walter White 
where they met, and lectured, three very interested scholars from 
Tonbridge Grammar School. [BH does not say what he talked to the boys 
about but it must have been stone-tool and human antiquity related]. 
 
BH describes a time when a group of savants, including Boucher de 
Perthes, got ‘slightly exhilarated with champagne’.  
 
BH recounts that his [BH’s] wife sent out for some fine ale, which she 
distributed as well as she was able though, there being a crush due to the 
many folks present, she was unable to get to everyone. He concludes with 
the remark ‘All being sober there is no appeal’. BH was disappointed that 
many of the most eminent of his guests had departed, there being little 
chance of any of what he calls their ‘country ale’ reaching them. 
 

                                                
10 Mr Hohler has some rather fine palaeolithic implements from 
Swanscombe in Box P 28 in Maidstone Museum. The date of collection is 
1934 



 78 

Sunday September 26th 1897.  Working in High field with Dr Conn, 
Kennard. Notes a bicycle accident in which the biker ran into a wall  
(perhaps Mrs H had waylaid him with some fine country ale!).  
 
Wednesday September 29th 1897. Harvest festival. Thunderstorm. 
 
P. 4. From the Times September 24th 1897, an article reviewing the second 
edition of Sir John Evans Ancient Stone Implements… . This is an 
informative article as it confirms JE’s acceptance of de Mortillet’s 
classification of stone tools found in the caves of SW France (BH had 
suggested the difference in stone tools from the rock shelters and implied 
the cultural significance of this whereas JE stuck to his idea that it was the 
taphonomy of the different sites [ie the turbulent river drift as opposed to 
the relative stillness of the cave] that accounted for the difference, 
especially in the size, of stone tools found at such sites. 11 
 
Sunday October 3rd 1897, out for a birthday walk with Mr Parks {Mr P’s 
not BH’s birthday].  
 
Small clipping about a loquacious landlady.  
 
Five line verse; There was an old fossilised geo 
                        Converted from duo to trio 
                        He extended the span 
                        Of Primitive man 
                        Through neo, palaeo to eo. 
 
P. 5. Ghost of a newspaper article followed by the copy of a printed article, 
about the use of flint implements and the longevity of practices, such as 
circumcision with ritual flint knives.  
 
Copy of an article from The Times about Sir JE as a flint worker. This 
repeats some of the content of The Times clipping on p 4, in which he is 
deemed, as a result of his expertise at this, not to have been at the mercy of 
the forger or modern imitator. 
 
P. 6. Copy of a letter from Allen Sturge, dated October 6th [no year given]: 
 

‘I am glad you have had such a successful meeting at your house. I 
look upon Evan’s two manifests – his new edition and his address as 
the last confession of faith of the “Old School”.  
 

                                                
11 Sir John Evans proposes, on pp. 126-127 in the 1872 edition of his 
Ancient Stone Implements, the argument that it is the favourable 
taphonomy of the caves that ensured the preservation of the rather smaller 
lithic forms of the Palaeolithic rather than that they had not been initially 
been deposited in the rather more turbulent environment of the river drift. 
BH actually proposed the idea that the difference between the two was 
cultural and intermediary between the Palaeolithic and Neolithic. 
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A new school is arising in prehistoric archaeology which will take its 
own way and run independently of Evans sect.  
 
At present the members of the new school are still somewhat in awe 
of Evans but this soon will pass away and he will find he no longer 
rules the field as hitherto has done.  
 
What an almost savage review Stopes gave of the new edition in the 
Athenaeum. It was decidedly overdone and by making too much of 
small matters largely destroyed the fire of what he had to say on 
larger [matters].  
 
This was a mistake and was a sign of personal bias which I have no 
doubt exists but should have been severely kept in the background’.  

 
Sunday October 10th 1897.  BH walked with Hodd to Exedown. They later 
met Stopes, having passed through South Ash and on to Fawkham. One 
transitional pal found. Refreshed at the Swan at Ash and then on to the 
church field where they found a pal. They had tea at Charles’ home after 
which Mrs Hodd and Mrs H took Obam’s trap to return home. BH walked 
home. From there he went on to the fissure with Kennard and others whom 
he met at home. Despite all this exercise he was ‘not in the least tired’.  
 
Wednesday October 13th 1897. Off to Parsonage Farm but was 
apprehended in Church Field by Sparks. Many flakes found in Church 
Field North. 
 
P. 7. Clipping from the Standard October 14th 1897, entitled ‘The origin of 
the French’. In this it is noted that, in the opinion of G de Mortillet, man 
did not appear in France till the Quaternary epoch.  
 
Sunday October 17th 1897. BH and Mr Parkes out to Yaldham where they 
found several rudes and some small flakes. BH worked on his catalogue in 
the evening. 
 
P. 8. A list of implements sent to Mr Davison on October 22nd 1897. 
 
P. 9. Clipping entitled ‘Leaves From a Local Naturalists Note Book’ dated 
September 3rd 1897 which deals with the topic of plant superstitions 
 
Flyer from the Catford and District Natural History Society inviting those 
interested in such things to join for the annual subscription of 2/6.  
 
P.10. Clipping from an unattributed newspaper with an article entitled 
‘Leaves From a Local Naturalists Note Book’. Dated August 20th 1897. 
This deals with the topic of ‘Fruitage’. 
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A clipping re: Mr Zola’s confession12 which, in this instance appears not to 
be about his novel but Zola’s own preferences. 
 
Sunday October 24th 1897. BH, his wife and Colonel E Ward meet a party 
at the station. From the station they go on to the fissure. In addition, Mr 
Wright joined them at the fissure, along with Penfold who seems to have 
acted as a guide. BH talked to Dibley and his wife about aspects of stone 
tools and about the Oldbury rock shelters.  
 
BH can’t resist noting the plants, among which features the inevitable 
Corydalis, among several other plants noted  
 
On their return to BH’s home he has a long chat with Mr and Mrs Wright 
in the museum.  One gentleman, an excellent botanist, it transpired, had 
been a foreman at Kew under Sir Joseph Hooker. 
 
P. 11. The August 11th 1897 edition of ‘Leaves From a Local Naturalists 
Note Book’ the topic being ‘Quaint superstitions concerning plants’ . 
 
From the Daily Graphic’ of October 27th 1897, an article on prehistoric 
Suffolk. Pictured is of what is described as a stone axe head. 
 
P. 12. A copy of a letter from Professor Rupert Jones dated November 23rd 
1891: 
 

‘I fully and cordially appreciate your very kind letter of the 22nd 
reminding me of old times and mutual interest in the Australian 
fossils, your brother’s work at Melbourne. 
 
Accept my sympathy in your melancholy loss and family trouble. 
 
Thos Harrison wrote also a paper on the geology of Hobart Town in 
the Geological Magazine Vol 11 1865, 491. The first paper on 
Melbourne was 1864 The Geologist Vol v11 pp 27-34, and the 
Silurian fossils are referred to at page 30 more particularly’. 

 
Page 331 of Cunnington’s Authenticity of the Plateau Man. This sets out to 
disprove the idea of the artefactual nature of eoliths, which he does with 
some clarity in the whole paper, of which only one page is here copied. 
 
P. 13. Copy of a letter from Elliott and Fry, dated November 25th 1897, 
requesting that BH sit for a portrait [a photographic portrait]. Their 
address, in Baker Street, is the first in any of BH’s volumes to have 
included a phone number, Paddington 7293.  
 
The copy of Cunnington’s paper is continued here. One strong point made 
is that of the marked difference in the distribution of palaeoliths as 
compared to the wide scattering across the land surface of eoliths. 

                                                
12 His first, 1863, novel Claude’s Confession. 
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P. 14. A copy of a letter, dated November 25th 1897, from Geoffrey 
Palmer, London County and Park Superintendent of the Victoria 
Embankment Gardens, who has just read an article about BH in Black and 
White and who offers his congratulations to BH on his labours over the 
years.  
 
Cunnington’s article continues with what appears to be a ripost to, and 
rebuttal of, the argument about the uselessness of the shape and chipping of 
eoliths. He goes on to suggest that ‘less importance may be placed on the 
triangular flints than the concave scrapers, simply and solely because the 
prevalence of the scraper type compels attention to them. As for their uses, 
that of limb scraping may have been one of them but I opine no one wants 
to say that was all they were good for’. 
 
P. 15. Copy of a letter from Herbert Balch of Wells, Somerset, who asks 
BH for information on any papers he may have published. He is a keen 
explorer of the Somerset caves where, he notes, there is little direct 
evidence of human occupation though much of animal. Offers to show BH 
around should he ever visit that part of the world.  
 
P. 332 of Cunnington’s is copied in which it is noted that chipping has 
often spoilt good tools, though he doubts this. He says that: 
 

‘the number is a difficulty and has always been to my mind a 
tremendous one. I rather fancy I have heard it before, and if I am not 
mistaken, Sir Joseph Prestwich puts the very difficulty forward when 
he puts the original theory of the human workmanship forward. 
Personally, I am inclined, and always have been, to request a large 
percentage… 

 
P.16. Copy of a paragraph from one of Boucher de Perthes works in which 
he suggests that it is only in the stone tools, the sole remains of ancient 
humankind, that information may be found about his existence.  
 
Part of one of the works of Abbé Bourgeois in which he discusses man’s 
emergence in the Tertiary period.  
 
Cunnington’s paper continues: 
 

… large percentage of the flints and to base the whole undiluted 
theory without justification on the facts supplied by the remainder’. 

  
p.332 of Cunnington’s paper is copied. Once again it is a rebuttal by BH or 
another believer of the objections to eoliths as products of human agency. 
It concludes with a comment on the possibility that a line can be drawn 
between ‘good implements and natural chips’. It is his opinion that it can. 
This entry concludes here. 
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P. 17. On the left hand side of this page, the entry from the previous page 
dealing with the work of Abbé Bourgeois continues. He talks of the mutual 
support of the three sister sciences, geology, palaeontology and 
archaeology, all of whom are seekers after the truth of the antiquity of man. 
He suggests that this has been pushed back further in time ‘to the night of 
the darkest ages’.  
 
The question as to the grounds upon which this theory is based is discussed 
and is said to rest upon the study of ‘the spots which he inhabited and the 
soil which he trod under his feet.’  
 
P.18. The discussion moves on to the implements for fishing and hunting 
that early man must have used as well as clothing. It is suggested that man, 
since his earliest days, must have used tools and, ever since the search for 
these ancient tools began, knowledge gained by geologists who have been 
able to identify and date the strata in which the tools have been found, has 
been made available from the Quaternary epoch.  
 
The writer concludes with the thought that it would take a lot more 
evidence to convince him that the regular chipping on the concave edge of 
eoliths was caused by the effects of frozen gravel or other, similar action 
whilst the outer, exposed edges were, more often than not, untouched. 
 
P.19. BH has written ‘For Geikie’s letter  see other end’. 
A newspaper review of Reliquiae Aquitanicae by Henry Christy and 
Edouard Lartet 1873, Editor Rupert Jones. 
 
 
 
This concludes Volume 17 of the Benjamin Harrison archive held in 
Maidstone Museum. 
 
Angela Muthana 16th May 2015. 


