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SUMMARY 

An archaeological watching brief was undertaken during the 
construction, by Wessex Water, of the Empool to Chalbury water 
main (2.57km, SY 72098416 to SY 69898355) in south-east Dorset, 
between June and August 1991. Archaeological features and finds, 
probably associated with a known Iron Age and Romano-British 
site, were located to the north of Sutton Poyntz Waterworks (SY 
70678393). A previously unrecorded site, probably late Iron Age 
or Romano-British in date, was also located on the lower slopes 
of White Horse Hill (SY 72138412). A number of undated subsoil 
features were recorded along the length of the pipeline. All 
sites were identified during trenching. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 The Project 
Wessex Archaeology was commissioned to undertake an 
archaeological watching brief during the pipelaying of a 500mm 
diameter water main from Chalbury Reservoir to White Horse Hill 
(Wessex Water Ref. B4095). The pipeline route crosses the 
parishes of Osmington and Weymouth in south-east Dorset. This 
watching brief, undertaken in June and August 1991, formed part 
of the archaeological monitoring carried out during the 
installation of a series of water mains across Wessex by Wessex 
Water throughout much of 1991. 

The watching brief made provision for continuous 
archaeological monitoring during topsoil stripping and trenching 
operations. Contingencies were also made for larger teams to 
carry out excavations in the event of the discovery of in situ 
archaeological deposits which needed further archaeological 
investigation, especially if those deposits were to be disturbed 
during trenching. 

1.2 Location, Geology and Topography 
The overall length of the pipeline was 2.57krn, crossing eighteen 
field parcels (designated Wessex Archaeology plots 1-18, Fig. 1). 
From Chalbury Reservoir (SY 69898355), the pipeline ran north
east, across the east-facing slopes adjacent to Chalbury hillfort 
(plots 1-2) through relatively flat land, crossing Plaisters Lane 
(plots 3-6) before running north of the village of Sutton Poyntz 
(plots 7-11). The route then continued east along the valley 
(plots 12-17). The most easterly plot (18) lay on the west
facing, lower slopes of White Horse Hill (SY 72098416), which is 
also the highest point of the pipeline. 

Geologically, the route predominantly crosses through 
Kimmeridge Clay, except at the extreme eastern and - western 
points. The extreme western extent passes through Portland sand, 
and the eastern end through Upper Greensand deposits. The land 
use in the majority of plots was pasture, except for plots 3, 4, 
16 and 17, which were under arable cultivation at the time of 
the watching brief and plot 5, a garden. ·- - __ _ 

1. 3 Archaeological Background -· - __ .- - ·- -·· - _ . . _ . 
The pipeline route ran through an area with a high level of known 
archaeological activity, and the potential for encountering 
further sites during the watching brief was ~ therefore high. 
Sites of prehistoric date are well represented ~n the -arear·-with 
numerous Bronze Age round barrows present . on ~the .south .Dorset 
Ridgeway, to the north of the pipeline (RCHM 1970, 456-7), and 
the Iron Age hillfort at Chalbury to ·the west. During 
construction of the now disused reservoir, nearly loo - cremations 
and several inhumations of Bronze Age date were .recorded .. and 
excavated (SMR Weymouth 435, centred on SY69958336, :RCHM 1970 .
p.457). A human inhumation (SMR Weymouth 470, SY 69758345) , ·.-of ·· 
unknown date, was uncovered during the construction of ~ the 
present reservoir. · - - · - :_ -- = :: : -·-

Archaeological evidence dating to the Roman . period is 
recorded to the south of Preston, where both a Romano-British 
villa (RCHM 1970, 616) and temple (RCHM 1970, 618) - have been 
excavated. Further evidence of Romano-British · occupat:ion .- was 
found to the north-west of Sutton Poyntz, in Plaisters Lane (SY 
70198424, RCHM 1970, 618-9), where building debris and pottery 
were uncovered, and two nearby inhumation burials were excavated. 
Late Iron Age and Romano-British occupation (Sites and Monuments 
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Record no. Weymouth 448, centred on SY 70678393) and burials were 
also located immediately to the east of Sutton Poyntz waterworks 
in 1939, just to the south of the pipeline, during the 
construction of a house, ·waterrneadow'. Additional material was 
recovered from the site of the waterworks. 

2. ARCHAEOLOGICAL METHODOLOGY 

In accordance with standard Wessex Archaeology pipeline 
procedures (Wessex Archaeology 1991), the pipeline route was 
divided into plots, each plot defined by field boundaries; road 
and river crossings were also designated as separate plots. Once 
the working width had been fenced off, the topographical 
characteristics of each plot were recorded, noting the presence 
of any earthworks or other surface features. 

After the removal of topsoil along the pipeline easement, 
compound and access points, the stripped surfaces were examined 
for the presence of any features and finds, and the spoil heaps 
also examined for finds. All finds recovered at this point were 
treated as unstratified, and are summarised below in Table 1. 
Any features noted on the stripped surface were cleaned, and 
small-scale excavations undertaken where features were likely ·to 
be destroyed during trenching. 

Trenching was observed in all plots, except for a section of 
plot 1 adjacent to the reservoir. Trenching involved the 
excavation of a pipelength of trench, which was immediately 
backfilled once the pipe had been jointed. This allowed only a 
short period in which to record any archaeological features or 
deposits present in the trench sections. In addition, the 
dimensions of the trench (width about 0.8m and a maximum depth 
of 3m) restricted the possibility of further investigation of 
features or deposits. The section of plot 1 next to ~ the 
reservoir was trenched at a later date, once other works along 
the pipeline were complete. Wessex Archaeology staff were not 
given the opportunity to observe this until after it had been 
backfilled. Unfortunately, this area was also adjacent to the 
site of an inhumation burial (SMR Weymouth 470), and close to the 
cremation cemetery (SMR Weymouth 435) excavated during the ~ · 
construction of the disused reservoir to the -south.: ---

3. OBSERVATIONS AND RESULTS 

A summary description of the results and observations of the 
watching brief is presented below. A gazetteer of the sites 
identified along the pipeline route is contained within the 
appendix, and their locations are marked on Figure 1. Full 
details can be found in the project archive :::-(-WA -ref. W446). 

3.1 Field Visits -·~ - ~ -- -
The _ only surface features identified before :-topso-il · stripping 
were found within plot 14. These were·. m·odern -field drains, 
comprising a series of linear depressio·ns =-on a ·· north-south 
orientation. 

3.2 Topsoil stripping :.: :=~:: __ 
An area of archaeological deposits was identified -after topsoil 
stripping along the access route within plot 18, and designated 
Site 10. It comprised a series of possible features, sealed by 
an archaeological layer, 52. Pottery recovered from this area 
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dated from the late Iron-Age to the 2nd-century AD. The site 
details are summarised in the gazetteer. No excavation was 
carried out, as the site lay on an access point which was seldom 
used. 

3.3 Pipe-Trenching 
A number of subsoil features were identified, details of which 
are contained within the gazetteer. These were located within 
plots 1-3, 7, 9, 11, 15, 16 and 18. The majority of these were 
features or deposits which cannot be securely dated. Field 
drains were located in all plots, except plot -1. 
3.3.1 Undated Features 
The majority of the undated features were ditches (Sites 1-4, 6-
9). In the cases of Sites 1, 3, 8 and 9, the ditches were 
isolated, with no evidence for either associated . structures or 
diagnostic material. The ditch at Site 1 appeared to have been 
recut, it was positioned close to the existing field boundary 
between plots 1 and 2, and was probably associated with it. Most 
of the undated ditches were probably either drainage ditches or 
former field boundaries. 

The profile and fill of the small feature (Site 2), seen 
only in section in plot 2, suggests that it -wa~ unlikelyto have 
been a boundary ditch, but more likely a pit~ :~The fill contained 
small fragments of fired clay, and the feature cut through a 
layer very similar in nature to the fill, but without the fired 
clay fragments. The site is situated close . to both the current 
and disused reservoirs, where inhumations and ~cremations have 
been excavated (SMR Weymouth 435 and 470, see section 1.3 above), 
and may be related to them. --- _ _- .. -- --

Sites 4 and 6 each comprised two ditches, and were located 
close to the late Iron Age and Romano-British occupation north of 
Sutton Poyntz, designated Sites 5 and 7 -(see section ~ 3.3.2, 
below). The dimensions of ditch 100 (Site 6} ~ suggest- that :~t :~ay ~~ --
have been a boundary. - -
3.3.2 Late Iron Age and Romano-British features ~ -
There were two main concentrations of archaeological features and 
deposits; Site 5 in plot 7, and Site 7 in plots 10 and 11. 

Site 5 comprised three possible pits or ditches, cutting 
several occupation layers (Fig. 2). Part of ; the~ site . had been . 
disturbed by the installation of an earlier ~water~main and other 
services, which made interpretation difficult. Two of the 
possible ditches, 120 and 130, and the occupation .layers, appear 
to be late Iron Age or Romano-British. The third :ditch, 126, 
cuts a Romano-British layer, 109, and is either late Roman or 
medieval in date. Occupation layer 110 is cut .. by all three 
ditches, and contains late Iron Age or early Romano-British 
pottery and charcoal. This layer would appear to be well-dated 
by the Romano-British features which cut it. However ; ~ the .layer 
also contained some medieval and post-medieval :: pottery ~ -~- - ·~ This may 

·mean that all the Romano-British finds are residual~-:. and ~. that all ..... -
the features are later, probably medieval. -=-~~::p-res·ence of the 
medieval pottery is, however, more probabl¥- :exp.lained by the 
disturbance caused by the water main and other~service trenches, 
which cut through all the features. There . may ~ a-lso ·have been 
later features cutting 110, which could not be seen due to the 
difficulties of observing the deep trench, - and the . quantity of 
previous disturbance. The quantity of medieva-1-·pottery :::- recovered 
from Site 5, even if residual, would imply that there is also 
medieval occupation in the area. 

Site 7, in plot 10, is characterised by a soil layer, 77, 
0.6m deep, containing 2nd- to 4th-century Roman pottery, 
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4.1.4 Medieval 
A total of sixty-two sherds of medieval pottery was examined, 
mostly unstratified (Plots 3-4, 7, 9-11, 16-18), but also from 
stratified contexts (Sites 5 and 6). 

All the pottery is in coarse sandy fabrics, some also 
containing crushed subangular flint fragments. Glaze is very 
scarce, and a small number of sherds show signs of 
scratchmarking. Vessel forms recognised consist entirely of 
cooking pots. The glazed sherds may have derived from pitcher or 
jug forms, but no diagnostic sherds are present. This coarseware 
assemblage can be broadly dated to the 12th- or 13th-century, on 
the basis of comparison of fabrics and forms with other sites in 
south Dorset, such as Dorchester (Draper and Chaplin 1982), 
Holworth (Rahtz 1959) and Wareham (Hinton and Hedges 1977). A 
source has been suggested for coarse sandy and flint-gritted 
fabrics in the Purbeck area {Hinton and Hedges 1977), although 
recent chemical analysis has shown that the scratchmarked sandy 
wares are more likely to derive from the kilns of the Laverstock 
area {Spoerry 1990, 14). Another possible source is the kiln at 
Hermitage in north Dorset, which was producing sandy wares in the 
13th-century (Field 1966). 

There are also a small number of sherds (22) in finer . sandy · 
fabrics, occasionally glazed, which are ~ikely :to ~be - of · late 
medieval or early post-medieval date (15th~ to 16th-century). 
Vessel forms in these fabrics include jugs and cooking pots or 
jars, a few examples having thumbed strips below the · rim (e.g. 
Draper and Chaplin 1982, fig. 22). 
4.1.5 Post-Medieval 
Post-medieval pottery was recovered from unstratified contexts 
(plots 1-4, 7, 9-12, 15-18) and also from . S.ite 5. The . pottery 
assemblage is represented almost entirely by coarse earthenwares 
(164 sherds), including both red wares and the pale-firing 
Verwood-type wares from east Dorset. Later ~post-medieval .wares 
are scarce, but include two sherds of 18th-century :basalt ware, ~ 
five sherds of stoneware, probably of English origin, and one 
sherd of 19th- or 20th-century fine white ware~ 

4.2 Other Finds 
Full details of the remaining finds categOries :can .be: found .. in~=._ , :::... ___ __ _ _ 
the project archive and are summarised within .. Tables 1 :~~ and . 2. __ :-. ~~- '~-
Most of the non-pottery finds shown in Tables 1 and 2 were post
medieval or non-diagnostic. All the flint ~ found in stratified -~_ 
contexts was unworked, and the only worked: £lints were~ £lakes 
recovered as surface finds or from spoilheaps ·. -~-::- .- ~- -- ------ __ .c:: :_:· .. .:::. ~ =--.:::=- =-::___~- .. : .. ~ _· 
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Table 01 unstratified finds recovered from all plots 
(weights in grammes) 

Plot Context Pottery Flint Burnt CBM Clay Glass Fired Iron A Shell Slag 
No Nos. Flint Pipe Clay Bone 

no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
1 151 3 41 
2 150 12 106 1 2 
3 148 3 9 6 82 1 11 

149 71 524 4 66 1 14 2 12 19 - 6 32 2 20 
4 134 62 392 668 1 10 

135 2 10 13 
7 106 39 340 1 10 4 16 2 15 10 130 4 78 3 182 

107 7 17 8 1 5 
108 13 102 6 

9 105 14 172 1 22 1 25 2 
10 79 36 309 3 66 13 177 
11 75 42 231 5 63 6 12 108 

76 8 180 2 21 2 6 4 20 
78 4 387 

12 74 7 2 28 
13 73 2 51 
14 71 1 15 2 9 
15 66 3 18 2 63 5 
16 61 6 29 5 166 7 9 

62 2 12 
17 59 1 16 

60 7 85 4 190 2 12 
18 50 12 129 2 3 8 15 

51 2 3 7 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Totals 346 2731 39 836 9 95 6 61 6 28 7 35 4 34 1 5 49 476 11 153 7 569 

Total 483 5023 
Notes 
A.Bone - Animal Bone 
CBM - Ceramic Building Material 
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Table 02 Finds recovered from stratified and feature contexts 
during trenching (includes unexcavated features). 
(weights in grammes) 

Plot Context Feature Pottery Flint Burnt CBH Fired A Slag Shell Stone 
No. Nos. Nos. Flint Clay Bone 

no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt no/wt 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
2 139 9 3 5 
3 152 162 1 160 
7 109 4 40 1 11 3 68 2 37 

110 42 284 3 152 9 53 94 648 2 10 2 7 
114 116 7 90 
117 36 292 10 78 2 1 
118 130 8 106 1 43 2 3 8 113 
122 126 2 75 45 9 1 22 1 20 
128 6 64 8 13 128 

10 83 90 11 351 1 23 5 249 21 597 
92 3 54 5 81 3 16 

11 n 6 264 1 74 4 16 
14 72 8 
18 52 21 108 4 14 12 33 

53 5 24 3 14 31 1 2 
54 5 38 6 22 13 49 
55 56 28 166 8 2 14 6 24 
57 6 28 1 16 3 14 1 1 

Totals 179 1831 8 271 2 51 8 149 41 530 200 1829 4 13 4 42 1 20 

Total 447 4736 

5. DISCUSSION 
The main areas of archaeological interest identified along the 
pipeline route were Sites 5 and 7, situated immediately to the 
north of Sutton Poyntz. They lay within the vicinity of a known 
late Iron Age and Romano-British settlement site to the east of 
Sutton Poyntz (SMR Weymouth 448, see section 1.3) , . and although 
there was no direct relationship between them, they may have 
formed part of the same settlement. Sites 4 . and 6 lay close to 
Sites 5 and 7 and, although undated, they may ~-also have been part _-:_ . __ _-_ ~-:_ 

of the Romano-British settlement. Several .. diff_erences _are __ 
noticeable between Sites 5 and 7. The pottery - assemblage . from ·. 
Site 5 is earlier, 1st- to 2nd-century AD ~ and contains ~very . 
little diagnostic, post-conquest material. - The fabrics are . local _-_:_ _ 
wares, with no fine or imported wares. The pottery_ ·from Site 7-,-. 
however, contains a higher quantity of post-conquest .material _ 
including finewares. The differences may demonstra_ta. .:a -..~shift in ·- _·_
occupation through time, from the area of Site --5 ·_ to Site .=-7 ·-·within --· . ~= -~:. 
the settlement, however it is difficult to :be-:. certain .. because of __ · 
the limitations of pipeline archaeology. ____ · -- -~··::-_:.~=---~- : ~- -~-=---=- ------~-:_ 

There is also some evidence for medieval occupation at· Site 
5, where a small quantity of medieval pottery was .recovered. The 
pottery was largely unabraded, which suggests_ ~that it was .not 
residual, but the sherds were not found irr: deposits ~rfeatures: 
of medieval date. Disturbance caused by the existing services · 
may have been the reason for the apparent absence of medieval 
features. Considering the proximity of the pipeline to the 
village of sutton Poyntz, some evidence for medieval occupation 
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would be expected. 
The archaeological monitoring along the pipeline has 

uncovered the presence of additional archaeological activity in 
an area already rich in archaeological monuments, although most 
of the features could not be specifically identified or dated. 
Those sites which were datable, however, tended to be in areas 
where sites are already known, such as the prehistoric cemetery 
at the west end of the pipeline, and the Romano-British 
settlement at Sutton Poyntz. The exception was Site 10, where a 
previously unknown site dating to the late Iron Age or early 
Roman period, was located but not excavated. 

6. ARCHIVE CONTENTS 
The project archive including the finds (WA ref. W446) is 
currently held at the offices of Wessex Archaeology, Old Sarum, 
Salisbury. It is hoped that the complete archive will be 
deposited in Dorset County Museum, Dorchester. 

The project archive comprises the following:-
-File 1: Plot record 

Context index record 
Context record 
Graphics record (including .Dwgs. 1-8, 11-14, 

16, 18-24) 
Finds record and summary report 

-site day book 
-Photographic archive: colour transparencies 

monochrome negatives 
monochrome contact prints 

-Drawing sheets (Dwgs. 9-10, 15, 17) 
-The report 
-The finds 
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Appendix: Gazetteer of sites 

Site 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Plot 
2 

2 

3 

7 

7 

NGR:SY 
69948352 

70038358 

70158372 

70588401 

70678402 

Observations/Comments 
Ditch 147: orientated north - south, shallow U

shaped profile: 2.6m wide, 0.6m deep. Lower fill 145, 
below 144; 0.2m, mid yellowish-brown, sandy clay; no 
finds. Fill 144, above 145 and below 143 and 142; 
0.2m, yellowish-brown, sandy clay; no finds. Fill 
143, above 144 and below 142; 0.1m, yellow
reddish/brown, sandy clay; no finds. Fill 142, above 
143 and below 141; 0.4m, mid-brown, slightly sandy 
clay; no finds. Fill 141, above 142; 0.2m, mid 
yellowish-brown, sandy clay loam; no finds. 

Ditch 137: orientated north-west to south-east. 
U-shaped profile: 1.1m wide, 1m deep. Fill 136 
reddish-brown, sandy clay, containing fired clay 
flecks. 

Layer 138: cut by ditch 137; 0.5m, reddish-pink, 
sandy clay. Contains no visible fragments of fired 
clay, otherwise very similar to fill 136. 

Large hollow with small ditch both sealed by 
soil layers. 

Hollow 161 orientated east-west, rounded 
profile: 8.6m wide, 2m deep. Fill 153, cut by 162; 
O.Bm, mid brown-yellow grey, sandy clay; no finds. 

Cut 162, moderately steep-sided, flat bottomed 
ditch 3m wide, 1m deep. Fill 152; O.Bm, mid grey, 
slightly sandy clay; contains 1 (160g) animal bone. 

Layer 158, above 153 (and 152) and below 155; 
0.2m mid grey, slightly sandy clay; no finds. 

Layer 155, above 153 below 154; 0.1m, mid brown
yellowish brown, sandy clay; no finds. 

Subsoil 154, above 155 and 158; 0.6m, mid brown
yellowish brown, sandy clay loam; no finds. 

Two undated ditches/pits. 
Ditch/pit 113, orientation not ascertained, U-shaped 
profile, O.Bm wide, 0.65m. Lower fill 112; 0.25m, 
mid yellowish-brown, sandy clay with limestone 
fragments; no finds. Upper fill 111; 0.4m, mid-brown, 
slightly sandy clay with limestone fragments; no 
finds. 

Ditch/pit 116, orientation not ascertained, 
irregular-shaped profile, 2.3m wide, 0.7m wide. Lower 
fill 115; 0.2m, mid brown, sandy clay; no finds. 
Upper fill 114; O.Sm, mid-dark brown, sandy clay 
loam; 7 (90g) fragments of animal bone. 

Possible late Iron Age-Roman site COfll>ri sing :-.:::c:, i ,:J.:..iJ.2 

four ditches/pits and a soil accumulation layer. 
Layer 109, above 110, 120, 130, cut by 126; 

O.Sm, dark brown, sandy clay loam layer with frequent 
limestone/chalk rubble; 4 (40g) sherds Romano
British pottery, 1 (11g) flint, 2 (37g) fragments 
fired clay and 3 (68g) CBM. 

Layer 110, above 117 and below 109. Cut by 120, 
126, 130 and 163; 1.0m, dark brown-yellowish brown, 
slightly loamy, sandy clay; 42 (284g) sherds pottery 
(14 sherds Iron Age, 15 late Iron Age-Early Roman, 1 
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Romano-British, 10 medieval and 2 post-medieval) 94 
(648g) fragments animal bone, 9 (53g) fragments fired 
clay, 3 (152g) flint, 2 fragments slag and 2 
fragments of oyster shell. 

Layer 117, below 110; 0.2m, mid-dark brownish 
yellow, slightly sandy clay, with flecks of charcoal; 
30 (292g) sherds Late Iron Age-Early Roman 
10 (78g) fragments fired clay and 2 (1g) 
animal bone. 

pottery, 
fragments 

Ditch/gully 120, orientation not ascertained; 
steep-sided profile, 2.8m wide, 1.1m deep. Cut by 
130. Lower fill 121 0.7m, mid brownish grey, sandy 
clay, mineralised throughout; no finds. Upper fill 
131, below 109; 0.5m, very dark brown-black 
containing limestone; no finds. 

Pit/Ditch 126, flat-bottomed, north-south 
orientation, steep-sided profile, 3m wide, 1.9m deep. 
Cuts 109. A possible recut represented by fills 122 
and 123. Primary fill 125, below 123 and 124; 1.0m, 
reddish brown, sandy clay; no finds. Fill 124, below 
123 above 125; O.Bm, mid brownish-grey, containing 
limestone; no finds. Fill 123, below 122 and above 
124; 0.5m, mid brown, sandy clay; no finds. Fill 122 
above 123; 0.6m, mid brown, sandy clay loam; 2 (75g) 
pottery (1 decorated samian, 1 medieval), 1 (45g) 
fragment fired clay, 1 (20g) stone, 1 (22g) oyster 
fragment, 1 (9g) animal bone. 

Layer 128, below 127, cut by 126; 0.5m. Light 
brownish grey, gravelly clay; 6 (64g) pottery (5 
Romano-British, 1 Iron Age), 13 (128g) animal bone, 1 
(8g) burnt flint. Layer 127, above 128; 0.4m, light 
brown sandy with moderate limestone rubble; no finds. 

Ditch/scoop 130 north-south alignment. Shallow, 
flat-bottomed profile, 3.5m wide, O.Bm deep. Cuts 
120. Lower fill 119; 0.2m, brownish yellowish-grey; 
no finds. Upper fill 118, below 109; O.Bm, very dark 
brown-black, slightly sandy loam; 8 (109g) Late Iron 
Age-Early Roman pottery, 3 (8g) animal bone, 1 (2g) 
fired clay, 1 (43g) burnt flint and 1 (13g) fragment 
of oyster shell. 

Scoop/Gully 164, shallow U-shaped profile: 2.4m 
wide, 0.6m deep; no finds. Fill 164, very similar to 
109, but denser percentage of limestone. 

Shallow ditch 100, north-south orientation, 
rounded profile, 1.4m wide, O.Bm deep. Cut by Ditch 
101. Lower fill 97, below 96; 0.3m, dark brown-grey, 
slightly sandy clay; no finds. Fill 96, below 95, 
above 97; 0.45m, dark brownish grey, slightly . sandy '~~--. _ _.:.. __ 

clay; no finds. Fill 95, below 93, above 96; 0.4m, -~:.,., ·<'··c.:~:~:-~'':~.··-. 
mid brown, slightly sandy clay; no finds. 

Large ditch 101, north-south orientation, V
shaped profile: 8m wide, O.Bm deep. Cuts ditch/gully 
100. Fill 94, below 93; 0.6m, mid-brown sandy clay; 
no finds. Fill 93, above 94, below 98; 1.5m, mid
brown, sandy clay loam; no finds. Upper fill 98, 
above 93; O.Bm, sandy clay loam; no finds. 

Large natural scoop containing archaeological 
deposits, cutting soil accumulation layers 80 and 
92. 
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layer 77; 0.6m, mid brown, slightly sandy clay 
loam,, 6 (264g) Romano-British pottery, 4 (16g) 
animal bone, 1 (74g) flint. 

Soil accumulation layers; 80 1m, dark brown, 
silty clay loam; no finds and 92; 0.4m dark brown 
clay loam; 3 (54g) sherds pottery (2 Romano-British, 
1 medieval), 5 (81g) CBM, 3 (16g) animal bone. 

Scoop/depression 90, shallow sided, 12m wide, 2m 
deep. Lower fill 83, below 82, 1.5m, dark brown, 
silty clay loam; 11 sherds, 21 (597g) fragments 
animal bone, 5 (249g) fired clay and 1 (23g) flint. 
Fill 82; 0.7m, dark brown, silty clay loam, with 
frequent limestone rubble; no finds. Upper fill 81, 
above 82; 0.7m, dark brown, silty clay loam with 
moderate limestone rubble; no finds. 

Ditch/gully 68, north-south orientation, 
shallow, flat bottomed profile, 3m wide, 1m deep. 
Lower fill 70; 0.3m, mid-dark grey, slightly sandy 
clay; no finds. Upper fill 69; 0.3m, light-mid grey, 
slightly sandy clay; no finds. 

Ditch/gully 63, orientation not ascertained. 
Shallow, irregular profile, 1.3m wide, 0.3m deep. 
Lower fill 65; 0.25m, light yellowish brown, sandy 
clay; no finds. Upper fill 64; 0.3m yellowish brown, 
slightly sandy clay; no finds. 

Features and deposits dating from the late Iron 
Age-Roman period (unexcavated). 

layer 52; dark brown, silty clay loam, appears 
to seal the archaeological deposits within site 10; 
21 {108g) Romano-British pottery, 12 (33g) fragments 
animal bone, 4 (14g) fired clay. 

Layer 54 mid-dark brown silty clay loam; 5 (38g) 
Romano-British pottery, 13 (49g) fragments animal 
bone, 6 (22g) fired clay. 

Feature 55, partially visible cut into degraded 
chalk. Fill 56; light brown, silty clay loam; 28 
(166g) pottery (26 sherds late Iron Age-early Roman; 
1 Roman-first/second century and one late eighteenth 
century), 6 (24g) animal bone, 2 (14g) fired clay, 1 
(8g) flint. 

layer 57 dark brown, silty clay loam containing 
chalk rubble; 6 (28g) Raman-British pottery, 3 (14g) 
animal bone, 1 (16g) fired clay and 1 (1g) slag. 

layer 58 linear spread of limestone, north-south 
orientation within a dark brown, silty clay loam; no 
finds. 


