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Summary 

 

Cardiff Archaeological Consultants carried out a large-scale programme of excavations 

during the early phases of development at Newhouse Park, Chepstow.Following extensive site 

stripping under archaeological supervision, four areas covering some 2.3 hectares were set 

aside for full excavation (areas A to C) or limited survey work (area D). Despite the pressure 

and constraint of a large-scale commercial development, a phased programme of excavations 

was agreed with the developer and successfully implemented by the archaeological team. A 

wide range of features was excavated and recorded. These comprised Neolithic postholes and 

pits in Area C (some 4–5,000 years old), a large multi-phased rectangular building of late 

Iron Age date in area A (about 2,000 years old), a section of a Roman road in area C and a 

rectangular building with associated corn-drying kiln of the 2nd to 4th century AD in area D. 

The wealth of new information gathered, much of it of national importance, has served to 

augment our understanding of the human occupation of the upper margins of the Severn 

Levels and has thrown considerable light on the prehistory and early history of south-east 

Wales. 
 



 

 

1 Introduction 

 

The site, which was the object of this archaeological excavations, is located at Newhouse 

Park, Chepstow, Monmouthshire (Fig 1, 2), although technically in the parish of Mathern. 

The area of the proposed development is located in fields numbered 3, 4, 5, the west part of 

field 39 and the northern part of field 22 and 23, (NGR ST 53100 91490 / 52988 89850, Figs 

2 and 3, Plate 1), as used in Ponsford 1995a onwards. The application area covers 16.5 

hectares of low-lying land on and just above the alluvial flood plain at the confluence of the 

Wye/Severn in the parish of Mathern, Monmouthshire. The development site slopes gently 

toward the south and the River Severn. Its height above Ordnance Datum decreases from 19m 

at the north edge to 8.50m at the south edge. The north-east edge of the site also gently slopes 

towards the east before rising sharply towards Thornwell. The development site is there 

traversed by a small stream, which also marks the boundary between the parishes of Mathern 

and Chepstow. A boundary stone is marked on various editions of the Ordnance Survey maps 

but could not be located before the start of the ground work. 

 

The geology is mapped by the Geological Survey as Mercia Mudstone or Triassic Marl 

(formerly Keuper Marl). The horizon of green or red Mercia Mudstone is, however, irregular 

and pockets of colluvial clay have filled shallow depression between bands of solid geology. 

 

Cardiff Archaeological Consultants were commissioned to carry out an archaeological 

watching brief and excavations for Frontier Estates Ltd following the granting of planning 

permission no. 2006/01140 by Monmouthshire County Council for the construction of three 

distribution centres (Figure 4).  

 

The specification was compiled by M. W. Ponsford (Ponsford 2007) following the Standard 

and Guidance for Archaeological Evaluation adopted by the Institute of Field Archaeologists 

(1995-2001) and Management of Archaeological Projects (English Heritage 1991) in full 

consultation with the specialists to be employed in the project team. The specification was 

intended to contain sufficient information to enable the investigation to be quantifiable, 

implemented and monitored to a measurable standard.  

 

The 2007 specification superseded in part a programme of archaeological investigation for a 

watching brief and an addendum to it prepared for East Mon Industrial Holdings in 2004 in 

advance of their intended development of the site (Ponsford 2004) 

 



 

2. Background to the 2007 excavations by M.W. Ponsford 

 

Prior to the major excavation of 2007 in fields 3–5 and 39, an ongoing programme of 

investigation had already been pursued on sites being developed within the large distribution 

park at Newhouse Farm, Chepstow (although all the sites investigated were in the adjacent 

parish of Mathern), on the Welsh side of the original Severn Bridge. These were required to 

satisfy planning conditions set by Glamorgan-Gwent Archaeological Trust on a suspected 

archaeologically sensitive area. A series of evaluations and watching briefs were conducted 

by Channel Archaeology (predecessor to Cardiff Archaeological Consultants) in response to 

planning applications by East Mon Industrial Holdings Limited, usually at short notice. The 

work developed into a long-term archaeological research project on the alluvial and level-

edge fields of a large part of Mathern. It was as a result of this earlier work that it became 

known that a prehistoric site lay under the development site.  

 

The evaluations and watching briefs were: 

 

1 The proposed manufacturers‟ village centre development (field 5; NGR530912; Ponsford 

1995a and b). 

 

2 Sites 10 (field 42; NGR ST 534908; Ponsford 1995c and d). 

 

3 Site 10A/B (Field 42-3; Ponsford 1996a). 

 

4 The „Long Ten Acres‟ (fields 21–24; Ponsford 1997a). 

 

5 Phase 2 infrastructure site (fields 3,5 and 6; NGR 530912; Ponsford 1997b).  

 

6 A watching brief held during test pitting on fields 3, 5 and 6 (Ponsford 2002).  

 

7 In addition, a strategy report was prepared in an attempt to coordinate further archaeological 

work in advance of development proposals (Ponsford 1996b).  

 

Apart from the present excavation, all the work was conducted on behalf of East Mon 

Industrial Holdings Ltd.    

 

Because of the nature of developer-led archaeology from 1990 set by the introduction of 

PPG16, a study of the existing archaeological and historical background was undertaken to 

provide a set of cultural contexts for the Newhouse Park site.  

 

 

2.1 Historical background 

 

The principal source for the history of this area remains Sir Joseph Bradney‟ s monumental 

study of Monmouthshire (Bradney 1929). Bradney says that Mathern is derived from a 

reference in Liber Landavensis to Merthyr Tewdrig, named after Teudrig ap Teuthfellt, king 

of Gwent and Glamorgan c. 440–470 who died here a martyr after a battle against the Saxons 

at Tintern. Meurig, son of Teudrig, subsequently built an oratory and cemetery consecrated by 

bishop Doceu of Llandaff (Rippon 1996, 35). The territory which was granted to the see is 

described as starting at Mathern Pill (Fig 2 and 3) and ending at Neuynn on Wye. This has 



been identified with Hunger Pill by Rippon (ibid, fig 1): any stream further west would no 

longer be on the Wye. It then continues along the Wye to the Severn with weirs for fishing 

and landing places for ships back to the influx of the Meurig or Mathern Pill (Fig 2). 

 

Bradney adds a reference to the area by the literary monk Nennius who, writing in the late 8th 

century in his Historia Britonum, refers to a spring near the valley of the well of Meurig, as 

well as remarking on the tidal phenomenon in the Severn. The name Meurig is preserved in 

the adjacent settlement of Pwll-Meyrick, adjacent to Mathern village (Fig 2). 

 

In the Middle Ages the focus moved from the ecclesiastical holding of the Bishop of Llandaff 

to the secular authority of William FitzOsborne. The castle and town of Chepstow were 

originally called Striguil (Domesday Book) suggested as a corruption of the Welsh „ystraigyl‟ 

or „the bend‟ (Shoesmith 1991, 7). The district around Chepstow was assigned by the king to 

FitzOsborne, builder of the first castle at Chepstow, 1066–71. In 1115 the king granted it to 

the de Clares. Gilbert de Clare was created Earl of Pembroke in 1138. The lordship passed 

through Maud, daughter of William Marshall, hereditary Marshall of England, to her husband, 

Hugh Bigod, third Earl of Norfolk. Roger Bigod, who is said to have allowed the castle and 

town to fall into neglect, died without issue (Shoesmith 1991, 7).  Thomas de Brotherton was 

created earl of Striguil but in 1323 granted his lands and lordship to Hugh le Despencer for 

life at an annual rent. 

 

The lordship descended to the Mowbrays and to John, second Earl of Norfolk who died, the 

last of the male line, in 1432. The lordship and much other property came to Sir John Howard, 

son of Margaret, sister of John Mowbray. Howard exchanged the lordship of Chepstow for 

lands in Norfolk and Suffolk with William Herbert, Earl of Pembroke. Chepstow then 

descended to the Somersets, Dukes of Beaufort (Bradney 1929, 8; Shoesmith op. cit).  

 

Bradney‟s next reference to Mathern appears in a survey of the Forest of Wentwood of 1270. 

Sir Bogo de Knovill is returned as having housebote and heybote in the said chace or forest 

for his house at Mathern. By this time a substantial area had been removed from the east side 

of the ecclesiastical estate to form the manor of Chepstow. Mathern had become an element 

of the lordship of Chepstow. In 1360 another Bogo held a knight‟s fee in Mathern. Margery, 

widow of John, son of Bogo, married Thomas de Moigne, which union gave the name to the 

major building in Mathern, Moigne‟s Court (Fig 3). Margery held the manors of Newton by 

Mathern and Itton (Fig 2). The heirs were descendants of the sisters of Bogo, her husband‟s 

father. One of these was John de Verdi who in 1363 granted a moiety of the manor of 

Mathern to Sir Richard Pembridge along with lands in Landegin and Itton. The manor was 

held by the descendants of Sir Richard Pembridge and Thomas Mauduit. By 1570 these were 

in the hands of John Arnold.  

 

In the inquisitio post mortem of Sir William Morgan of Pencoed (1543), Lewis Blethyn and 

another were seized of the manors of Moyne‟s Court and Mathern, late of John Arnold Esq., 

to the use of Morgan's wife Florence. The Morgans held the manors until 1638 when Edward 

Morgan and his brother Christopher sold the property to Frances Lewis of St Pierre for £1020. 

In 1608 Moyne‟s Court was held by lease of Francis Godwin, bishop of Llandaff. Once the de 

Knovil castle site, only a moat and a 14th-century gateway on the north side of the court are 

left. 

 

In the early 16th century, there was a riot in Mathern when the common was enclosed with 

hedges thrown down and sheep driven off the land at Monksmead (Rippon 1996, 101; 

Courtney 1983, 288; Jones 1931, 361). 



 

In a 1578 list of creeks and havens in the county of Newport, St Pier Pill, Mathern Pill and 

Pill Meyrick (? Hunger Pill) were named for Mathern parish (Fig 2). The Lewis family of St 

Pierre was noted as successful cattle exporters via the New Passage ferry near Severn Beach 

(Rippon 1996, 102). 

 

Thomas Lewis‟s roll of 1711 relates to the manors of Mathern or Moyne‟s Court and Barrons 

Green (Bradney 1929, 53-4; Appendix 1).  Some field names can be related to those insurveys 

of 1765 and 1781 and the Tithe maps (below).  

 

In the rent roll William Cades holds six acres called Old Church plus two acres. This may 

refer to the site of an earlier and then lost church. 

 

According to Bradney, in 1781 Thomas Lewis had 35 tenants for a rent of £755 3s. The 

Innage farm (Fig 3) with Biggs Marsh produced a rent of £143, Mathern mill £60. 

Putchmakers Close is near Moyne‟s Court and tenanted by John Bowen. The manors 

remained in the hands of the Lewises until the death of Thomas Freke Lewis in 1908.A 

schedule of rents and named fields is in Bradney (1929, 2–53). 

 

The bounds of the manor include references to several fields named in a later survey (with 

plan) – Maps of Estates belonging to Morgan Lewis of St Peers in the County of Monmouth 

1765 (GRO D.501. 1332; below and Appendix 1).  This survey 

provided field names and some details of the surrounding areas and drainage systems 

(Appendix 2). These are repeated in Thomas Lewis‟s rent roll of 1781 (Bradney op. cit). 

 

The existing fields have been numbered for convenience and for cross-reference to historic 

plans (Fig 3). They are remarkable unchanged over 250 years. The boundary of the Bishop‟s 

land is probably the edge of fields 30 and 32 and continues to Edward Gibbs House and Gore 

Marsh and Biggs Marsh (fields 21 and 22) to Lygh (Lay) furlong which had a gout named 

after it and provided part of the parish boundary between Mathern and Chepstow (Fig 3) . 

„Land of John Williams‟ is probably the Williams land (see below) of fields 16 and 29 in 

1760. Lipyetts is the well-known field (36) which forms most of Lower House Farm in 1760. 

The manor lies in the southern part of the parish with the bounds of Chepstow on the east. It 

extended towards Pwllmeyrick on the north via the church and had Lippeatts as a western 

extremity. 

 

The principal cartographic material for the site is in the form of O.S.plans. The earliest is the 

first edition of 1887, surveyed in 1880, the 6-inch sheet XXXI. Two other O.S plans, a second 

re-levelled edition of 1901, sheet xxxi.5 and an edition of 1921, revised in 1919-20 (sheet 

xxxi.5) have been consulted but these add nothing material to the first edition. By 

amalgamating the cartographic information with the published sources some details of 

ownership, function and the names of drains, wells and springs can be recovered. The fields 

on either side of the Mathern/.Chepstow parish boundaries have been numbered sequentially 

and details on relevant cartographic information included in Appendix 2 (Fig 3). 

 

The tithe map (1839) and apportionment (1844) for Mathern and Runston and tithe map for 

Chepstow were consulted for relevant fields, drains, ownership and tenancies. Some relevant 

pages in the Chepstow apportionment were missing from the copy studied. The tithe award 

maps remain a useful source for land ownership, rentals, function and payments. The 

apportionment schedule tells us that John Dowle held fields 40–42, 44 and 48–50 from the 

Duke of Beaufort as meadow (Fig 3).  Mary Ann Turton held field 45 (part of Worgans) and 



46, of which 45 was meadow and 46 was arable. Thomas Brown owned 43, 47 and 51. From 

the Mathern tithe award map, the Lewis land was tenanted by John Perkins (fields 1–10, 17, 

18, 21–28, 31, 33, 36). A Mr Prosser held 11, 12, and 13/15 from Lord Tredegar and 14, 19, 

20 and 34 in his own right. Prosser also held 29 and 16 from Williams. John Jenkins is the 

bishop of Llandaff‟s tenant (fields 30 and 32) 

 

A schedule and plans of a survey conducted for the Monmouthshire Court of Sewers on 

Caldicot Level 1868 complemented the Morgan Lewis plan and the tithe maps. This appears 

to be the earliest surviving survey of the Court of Sewers although the records date back to 

1504 (Rippon 1996,59). Within each plan the fields are numbered following the tithe map of 

1839 and responsibility for maintenance, which fell on the landowners, was indicated.  Some 

additional material on ownership was included. The surveys for the Court of Sewers have the 

Duke of Beaufort as owner of 40–42, 44–46, 48, 49 and 52. The duke maintains the Leys 

Furlong Reen with Charles Lewis of Mathern. Thomas Brown owns 43, 47 and 51 and 

maintains the Salts Barn Reen with the duke (Fig 3). The duke‟s principal tenant was 

Elizabeth Dowle who held 42–44, 47, 49–51. John Sharpe occupied the Wharf (52). The Revd 

Thomas Lewis Williams was now owner of 9, 11,1 2, 13/15, 16, 34 (in hand) and responsible 

for the upkeep of the  Leys Furlong Reen with Charles E. Lewis. Samuel Perkins holds 28 

from Williams and 10, 21 and 22 from C.E.Lewis. John Perkins holds 17, 21 and 33 from 

Lewis. The Bishop of Llandaff retains his fields 30 and 32 and responsibility for the 

maintenance of Llangollen Well Reen (= „Corthern Well‟; Fig 3) between his two fields. The 

Chepstow side of the Lay Furlong Reen (field 42) was maintained by the Duke of Beaufort. 

 

While nearly every field has a drainage ditch at its edge some are major drains and named on 

maps. Mathern Pill runs on the west side of 13, 15–17 and northwards on the edges of 11, 22, 

23 through 40, 39 and up the hill behind. Mathern Pill Reen joined Lay Furlong Reen in the 

north-east corner of 23 and continues to form the parish boundary between Mathern and 

Chepstow. Llangollen Well Reen runs on the south side of 33 and between 30 and 32 to join 

Mathern Pill Reen (Fig 3). 

 

Leys Furlong Reen is a reen of some antiquity that forms the parish and also the manorial 

boundary between Mathern and Chepstow. In 1760 it was called Lay Furlong Gout. It follows 

the west side of 23–26 to join Mathern Pill Reen at the north-east corner of 23. In 

Greenwood‟s plan of Monmouthshire of 1829–30 the only features specifically named in 

Mathern are Lay Furlong Gout and  Corthern Well suggesting their relative importance 

(Greenwood 1930). The straightness of the south end of Lay Furlong Reen suggests it was a 

precisely man-made boundary, unlike other major reens such as Mathern Pill.   



 

Earthen-well Pit Reen is marked by the Court of Sewers survey on the north side of 42 and 

43. There was also the sea wall reen which ran on the inside of the sea bank to drain into the 

adjacent north-south reens. There is a substantial spring and pond in the south-west corner or  

„toe‟ of field 5 which runs into Mathern Pill Reen and does not appear to be named unless it is 

the Maulty Pond‟ of the 1711 survey (Fig 3). The spring may be the same or similar to the 

that recorded by Nennius which was reached by the Severn bore, that is at high water 

(Bradney 1929; Rippon 1996, 35–36. This is an indirect suggestion that the Romans had not 

built a sea wall on Caldicot Level, athough Nennius is generally thought not to be the most 

reliable of sources. It is tempting, by the same token, to associate the well of Meurig, which 

appears to be close to the spring mentioned by Nennius, with Corthern Well, but the same 

sanction should be applied. 

 

The field system in this part of Chepstow can be compared with the model published by 

Davies (1956) where in that article this parish is marginalised. Despite being a town, 

Chepstow is a typical Gwent coastal settlement that lies at the junction of the alluvium with 

the solid geology. Enclosure of the open field was well advanced by the 18th century and 

large areas of land held by single tenants. The fields were defined by the reens rather than by 

hedges except above about 10 metres A.O.D. In the Chepstow fields, few names of any kind 

are used in 19th-century surveys. Certainly the usage of land in the parish is as described by 

Davies with a mixture of arable, pasture and meadow reflecting the relative wetness of the 

fields. The term „furlong‟ is often taken to mean open field in English manors but only two 

furlong names occur in the area  under consideration and seem to be applied to fields 40 and 

44/49 (above). According to Davies, the term „furlong‟ is more common closer to Chepstow 

and the English border. No enclosure awards were made in Chepstow (Chapman 1992), 

perhaps because the process was already complete. The local surveys include land stretching 

from the Estuary up to 20 metre A.O.D. and these resources were exploited together as the 

land holdings for the post-medieval period show (Davies 1956).  

 

 

2.2 Archaeological background  

 

The Sites and Monuments Record showed no specific archaeological information for the 

Newhouse Farm development sites (Appendix 3). Some data was provided by the current 

evaluation and watching brief project. Archaeological evidence of Neolithic and Bronze Age 

occupation around Chepstow appears to be concentrated in the lowland bordering the River 

Severn and on the rising ground to the north-west (Fig 4). 

 

 

2.2.1 Prehistoric settlement 

 

Archaeological evidence of Neolithic and Bronze Age occupation around Chepstow appears 

to be concentrated in the lowland bordering the River Severn and on the rising ground to the 

north-west (Fig 4). Several important prehistoric sites around Chepstow appear to begin with 

the late Neolithic chambered tomb and Bronze Age barrow at Thornhill (PRN 4432g and 

4440g, SAM MM206, ST 53959167 and ST 53989167). Trial work by Glamorgan Gwent 

Archaeological Trust Ltd. showed that one barrow was probably a Neolithic stone-chambered 

tomb of Severn-Cotswold type and that the other site to the east was probably a round barrow 

of Bronze Age date (Archaeology in Wales 1991, 22). In the Severn Estuary, Neolithic finds 

have been made at Goldcliff and Bronze Age material at Chapel Tump, Magor (Parkhouse 

and Parry 1990, 11–12). More recently further occupation at the fringe of the Gwent Levels 



has been found: during an evaluation at plot 10, Newhouse Park, discarded animal bones and 

one pottery sherd were recovered form the lower layer of a palaeochannel. It seems likely that 

the oak and alder found may represent alder carr with stands of mixed woodland nearby, 

which subsequently became overwhelmed by the deposition of silty clays with changes in the 

sea level. While a Bronze Age date was tentatively suggested for the flooding of the relict 

palaeochannel, a surprising C14 determination of could suggest an even earlier date (fuller 

report below). 

 

If the population shift from the uplands to the lowlands caused by a cooler climate (apparent 

in many areas including Wales at the end of the Bronze Age) occurred in Gwent, the 

occupation of the lowland must have been limited by widespread flooding of the coastal 

fringe. It is thought that the conjunction of a deteriorating climate and the destruction of the 

ecosystem through deforestation pushed the population of late Bronze Age Wales towards the 

coastal fringe (Howard and Pollard 2004, 146). In Gwent, and particularly near Chepstow, the 

tidal nature of the Gwent Level with its mudflats probably acted as a significant barrier and 

limited settlement to the margins of the flood plan. The small Iron Age farmstead at 

Thornwell farm (Hughes 1996) and the remains excavated at Newhouse Park (main report 

below) in 1997 (Ponsford 1997b) could indicate the lower limit of settlement overlooking the 

Gwent Levels (Fig 5) 

 

A number of substantial defended enclosures overlooking the River Wye define another type 

of Iron Age occupation within a radius of 3 km of Chepstow town centre. The promontory 

fort of Bulwarks camp and Pierce Wood Camp occupy interesting positions overlooking the 

River Wye, while the enclosure of Bishop Barnet‟s Wood is located further east. The lack of 

excavation of any scale, however, limits our understanding of their internal organisation, 

function and date. Close to Chepstow, the hillfort of Lodge Wood, Caerleon, is one of the rare 

hillforts in Gwent to have been partially excavated. Overlooking the mouth of the Usk valley, 

the hillfort comprises a triple-banked enclosure with outworks on the south, west and north 

enclosing c. 2.2ha and includes a small enclosure (0.5ha) in its western end. The excavations, 

conducted in 2000 by a team from the University of Wales College, Newport, found evidence 

of early to middle Iron Age date for the construction of the hillfort and for its internal 

occupation. Evidence of contemporary metalworking was also discovered (Howell and 

Pollard 2000). 

 

 

2.2.2 The Roman period 

 

In the Roman period evidence is again scarce and could indicate a low-level occupation of the 

actual town or reflect a bias in the data so far recovered. Most of the mapped evidence 

concerns chance finds made during building or other works and reported as early as the end of 

the 19th century. The main Roman civil  

Settlement in Gwent was at Caerwent but it was not until the large excavations carried out by 

Shoesmith in the mid-1970s that the first Roman stratified deposits were recorded. Shoesmith 

proposed that a fort was probably set up in the 2nd half of the 1st century AD on one of 

Chepstow‟s promontories to control a ferry crossing (or the bridge described below). An 

expansion of the civilian area based on Caerwent in the late 3rd century AD or early 4th 

century was probably associated with a villa or other building concerned with the river trade 

of the Wye or Severn  (Shoesmith 1991, 160). The ruins of these buildings may have provided 

the stones and tiles found in the fabric of the Norman castle. Since Shoesmith‟s work, e few 

limited excavations and watching briefs have produced more evidence of the Roman 

occupation (Fig 6). The 2003 excavation for the Channel 4 series „Extreme Archaeology‟ of 



the long-presumed site of the  Chepstow Roman bridge on the road between Caerwent and 

Gloucester seems to have confirmed the Roman date of a pier of the submerged timber 

structure. The result of a C14 determination on one of the timber posts produced an 

uncalibrated date of 1981± 37BP, then calibrated to 60–90BC (Channel 4,2004a and b. A 

Romano-British enclosure had recently been excavated by the University of Birmingham 

Archaeological Unit, again at Thornhill, just above the site (PRN 4441g, ST 54009198; 

Hughes 1996) 

 

 

2.2.3 Medieval and later evidence 

 

There are several important medieval and later sites and buildings in Mathern village. The 

principal building in the village of Mathern is the Grade I Listed Mathern Palace (Fig 3), 

occupied from the late 15th century to 1705. It was built in 1408 by bishop John de la Zouch 

with additions by John Marshall, bishop 1478–96. It was partly dismantled in the 18th century 

(Bradney 1829, 63). The church of St Teudric was given to the church of Llandaff. The 

ecclesiastical boundaries are given in the Book of Llandaff and lie between Mathern Pill and 

Hunger Pill (Bradney 1829, 68). 

 

Innage is a Tudor house (Fig 3), the residence of Walter Lewis, younger son of George Lewis 

of St Pierre, held by lease of Morgans of Pencoed. In 1549 Walter left the farm to his wife 

Margaret. In 1653 the lease was conveyed to Edward Green and included Innage and the 

house in a 6-acre plot, the field Henage (20 acres), Bygs Marsh (10 acres) Gores Marsh (91/2 

acres) Maynes (20 acres) and a wood of 4 acres etc. In 1666 Thomas Lewis let the farm to 

Edward Gibbs of Great Badminton and governor of Chepstow Castle for the lives of himself 

and Elizabeth Bathurst whom he married. In 1716 Wroughton Gibbs of Bellboughyton, 

Worcestershire resigned the lease of 1672 (Bradney 1929, 57f).  

 

The ownership of the properties in the 18th and 19th centuries, which in turn define individual 

land holdings, has also been derived from surveys. In 1760, two farms were represented in the 

Morgan Lewis survey. Lower House Farm consisted of the farm buildings in the north-east, 

now known as Little Innage Farm, and Fields 35–38 (Fig 3). These were tenanted by Richard 

Lewis and included the large field known as The Lippeatts. In the south-east corner of field 37 

Corthern Well was named on the 1760 plan. It was also named on the plan of 1830 

(Greenwood 1830). 

 

Innage Farm was tenanted by Daniel Thurston in 1760. He held fields 1–6, 17, 18, and 21–27.  

The Bishop of Llandaff owned 30 and 32 while 7 and 8 were Tredegar lands and 12–15 and 

28 in the ownership of Mr Rosser (or Prosser?). There were therefore at least four landowners 

in the manor at this date. The frequent use of „acre‟ field names suggests that enclosure was 

all but complete. The only area which may still have contained open field is that known as 

Ley Furlong, defined on the east by Lay Furlong Gout in 1760, the parish boundary with 

Chepstow. The land represented by Ley Furlong is probably 44 and 49 since they are recorded 

as such in a copy of a plan of the Duke of Beaufort‟s land in 1763 (in NLW, copy kindly 

supplied by Stephen Rippon). In fieldwork the Long Ten Acre (field 22) showed traces of 

north-south ridge and „grips‟ at right angles to these. Other field names were also supplied in 

the Beaufort plan. Field 45 was „the Worgans‟, 42 as „?Halls Marsh‟ and 50 as „King‟s 

Marsh‟.  Another field simply called „Furlong‟ equates with field 40. 

 

Rippon also comments on field names to say that there is a predominance of English personal 

names at the east end of the Level. This is certainly borne out by the names in the tithe award 



but Cae yr Baggotts should be noted from the 1711 survey of the manor of Mathern 

(Appendix 1). Mathern has three tons or settlements, Langston, Runston (now deserted) and 

Newton (=Moynes Court; Rippon 1995, 65; fig 1). The name Mounton (ST513932) north-

west of Pwllmeyric is probably of recent origin. 

 

 

2.3 Previous archaeological work at Newhouse Farm 

 

Four evaluations and two watching briefs had been conducted prior to the present 

excavations. Three of these were carried out on the alluvium and three on the Mercian 

Mudstone above and north of the alluvium. The dry sites were in the area of the present site 

and will be described just before the main report. The results of the work on the alluvial sites, 

known now for their rich archaeological and environmental content and which provided the 

instigation for the overall project, will be described first.  

 

2.3.1The alluvial investigations 

 

Topography and geology 

 

The wetlands offer unusual opportunities to study adaptations by the human population to 

environmental change dating back, so far, to the Mesolithic  period as represented at the 

Goldcliff foreshore, for example (Parkhouse and Lawler 1990, 3).  Any settlements on or just 

above the boundary between the superficial deposits and the solid geology would have been 

able to exploit a diverse range of resources and ensure a more stable food supply. It has been 

pointed out that variations in the ecosystem over relatively short distances are likely to occur 

and this should be borne in mind when planning evaluation work (Parkhouse and Lawler 

1990, 3). Peat deposits in particular, which contain a wealth of environmental information 

about natural deposition, local vegetation and cultivation, human exploitation and occupation 

should be sampled where possible. 

 

The alluvial deposits of the Caldicot Level are generally less than 7.5m in height A.O.D. and 

at their lowest near the boundary with the more solid geology behind. Accretion inside the sea 

wall has been arrested by lack of deposition. The Severn Estuary has one of the highest tidal 

ranges in the world which has led to considerable deposition on the seaward side of the 

defences due to the mud load suspended within the tide. Occasionally there have been 

incursions beyond the sea defences and flooding of the inner alluvial land. The solid geology 

forms a cliff at the junction with the alluvium with gravel terracing at the edge. Beneath is a 

solid platform interrupted by deeply incised river channels covered and filled with gravel 

deposits, some possibly dating back to 130,000BP, but others, such as at Sudbrook Point, 

containing rolled Palaeolothic (Old Stone Age) artefacts (Parkhouse and Lawler 1990, 2). 

These gravels are covered with thick silty clays and peats.  



 

The prehistoric sequence is represented by the Wentlooge formation of clays, the lowest peat 

horizon dating to c. 4000 B.C. The peats tend to be thicker on the inland edge. 

Palaeoenvironmental research on a peat sequence at Goldcliff has traced the beginnings of 

Neolithic agriculture, represented by the clearance of oak and elm and an increase in grass 

pollen (Parkhouse and Parry 1990, 11).The recent depositions (post sea-wall) are termed 

Rumney, Northwick and Awre formations (Parkhouse and Lawler 1990, 2; Allen and Fulford 

1987). 

 

The general stratigraphy of the estuarine deposits is as follows (after Parkhouse and Lawler 

1990): 

 

A. Red-brown silty sands, suggesting the proximity of a weathered palaeo-landsurface. 

B. The Wentlooge Formation. Blue-grey estuarine silts and clays alternating with organic 

bands and more or less humified peats represent a marine incursion or eustatic rise in sea level 

alternating with saltmarsh development.   

C. Blue-grey estuarine silt and clays, organics missing, is equivalent to Allen‟s Upper 

Wentlooge Formation. 

D. Reddish-brown or greyish brown clays and silts with frequent iron and manganese 

oxidation is equivalent to Allen‟s Rumney Formation on the seaward side of the sea wall. If 

there were no sea defences in this part of the level until the late 18th century, the Rumney 

accumulations might overlie the Wentlooge Formation, unlike those described as a model by 

Allen and Fulford (1987) and based on the assumption, borne out by the many Roman finds 

on both sides of the estuary, that the sea defences date to the Roman period. Caldicot Level 

may have had a sea defence from the Middle Ages if not from the Roman period (Parkhouse 

and Parry 1990, 15, 20). 

E. Silt laminations in Caldicot Pill possibly associated with diversion of the Nedern/Troggy c. 

1785 and construction of sea defences along this stretch of coast (no sea defences are shown 

on the Morgan Lewis estate plan of 1760 but the edges of the relevant fields follow the line of 

the later banks which may simply not be drawn). 

F. The other formations lie outside the sea defences where silting continued. 

 

 

2.3.1.1 The evaluation of Site 10 

 

The first evaluation was requested by East Mon Industrial Holdings Ltd on the proposed 

warehouse development of site 10 (field 42). The site is at about the highest point of Caldicot 

Level, around 7m A.O.D. and was expected to have 2.7–4m of alluvial clay deposits. The 

parish boundary between Mathern and Chepstow, defined by the Lay Furlong Reen and 

probably medieval or earlier in origin, lay west of the development site. The Salt Barn Reen 

and Earthen-well Pit Reen (on the north side of fields 42–43) are both partially within the 

development. Base on a borehole surve (Fig 7) it was proposed that the site should be 

evaluated by excavating three trial trenches, one sited to examine part of the rear of the reens, 

another to provide a section near the southern (railway) reen and another cut for another 

section halfway down the development site. A borehole survey conducted in 1994, however, 

showed depths of up to 5.5m of alluvial deposits. It would not have been possible, therefore, 

to excavate such deep trenches without shoring: the engineers for the development advised 

that such batters should be at the ratio of 1:3 which would have disturbed up to one-third of 

the area of the building footprint.  

 



Following further consultation, Glamorgan Gwent Archaeological Trust (Curatorial) Ltd. 

varied the brief to include four sondages at each corner of the site of the proposed warehouse 

and a trench 10 x 2m running north-east–south-west from borehole 1 (Fig 8). The trench was 

designed to locate the site of the palaeochannel suggested by the greater depth of alluvial 

deposits in the borehole. The sondages would further determine the direction of this relict 

feature. The evaluation was conducted on the alluvial deposits identified by the results of a 

borehole survey conducted in December 1994. Two of the boreholes showed depths of up to 

5.5 metres of alluvial deposits.  

 

The site is represented by parts of two fields. Field 42 had been cut by the railway line and the 

northern part only was to be developed. Most of 43 had already been developed for 

warehousing. Newhouse Farm itself had long since been destroyed for warehousing and 

access road but lay at the top edge of field 41in Chepstow parish. 

 

In addition to the geotechnical information concerning boreholes and test-pits in the 

Newhouse Farm Industrial Estate of January 1978 provided by the developer, in late 

December 1994 a further bore-hole survey was conducted. These results were used to 

determine the siting of the evaluation trenches. The sites of the relevant 1978 bore-holes are 

shown in Figure 7 (BH4, BH8, BH11) and sections reproduced. The key to the stratigraphy in 

the sections is as follows:- 

 

1. Topsoil. 

1a Wet, silty marshy topsoil. 

2. Soft to firm grey, blue and brown silty mottled clay. 

3a Soft grey blue and brown silty mottled clay with peat. 

4. Fairly dense red-brown coarse sand with some gravel. 

5. Soft red-brown sandy marl and clay with some stones. 

6. Fairly dense grit sand, some gravel. 

6a. Fairly dense large gravel and grit sand. 

7. Hard red, brown and green marl. 

7a. Red and brown marl with traces of gypsum. 



 

The most relevant borehole was BH8 which is at the same level as most of the development 

site. There the clays go down to a depth of 2.75 metres. In BH4 the clay is 3.8 metres to 

bottom and in BH11 2.6 metres. The boreholes showed the depth of clay and the presence of 

Pleistocene gravels over the rock platform. The clays are also much shallower than the 5m 

minimum at the inner edges of the level given by Allen and Rae (1987). The peat in layer 3a 

may be a local version of the Wentlooge peat. 

 

The logs for boreholes 1–3 (1994) are included in Ponsford 1995d as Appendix 9. These are 

discussed in relation to the evaluation trenches below. 

 

 

The archaeological evaluation  

 

The sondages were all about 2m square and located just outside the proposed corners of the 

warehouse (Fig 8). They were designed to enable the deposits to be seen but not to be entered 

for detailed recording. The tops and bottoms of the general deposits were measured but it was 

not possible to distinguish easily between the upper, mottled grey clay and the lower more 

uniform grey clay. 

 

In Sondage A gravel was reached at a depth of 2.70m. from the surface. The gravel was 

excavated to a depth of 3.4m. The „topsoil‟ was about 0.5m in depth, as in all the sondages, 

and, from its uncharacteristic orange-red colour redeposited from another site. 

 

Sondage B reached the grey clay overlying a layer of peaty soil at a depth of 4.30m from the 

surface. This was followed to a depth of 5m which was as far as the arm of the digger could 

reach. At a depth of about 3.2m the mottled clays changed to grey clays. 

 

Sondage C followed grey clay to a depth of 3.4m at which depth a coarse grey gravel was 

reached. At 3–3.05m a thin layer of peat was noted. 

 

In Sondage D a dark mottled clay was followed to a depth of 1.9m where it overlay grey clay 

which continued down to 3.7m.and where a thin layer of peat was noted. The grey clay 

continued to a second layer of peat at 5.1m where gravel was reached and followed to 5.6m. 

 

 

Trench E 

 

The trench was located north-west of the site of borehole 1 and ran north-east– 

south-west to transect the position of the supposed palaeochannel suggested by the borehole 

log. The trench was shored using sheet piling and hydraulic frames (at 2m and 4m depth) 

inserted using a tracked excavator of 13 to14 tons lifting capacity. The trench had to be 

excavated in three sections 3.5m in length to allow the machine to reach the lower deposits. 

The piles were pushed down as far as possible initially, leaving suitable gaps at intervals for 

the recording of the deposits. It was not possible in this ground to leave any width or depth of 

side for any length of time. All the principal alluvial deposits can be observed using this 

method. It was possible to hand-excavate the lower organic deposits once the lower frames 

were in place. The other important piece of equipment was a 3-inch diesel water pump 

although the site remained surprisingly dry throughout.  

 



The sequence of deposits was consistent with that in the original borehole 1 (Fig 9). The 

earliest deposit over the Mercia Mudstone (23) was a red sand and gravel (22). This was cut 

by grey sand and gravel in a shallow palaeochannel which was sloping to the west. The 

channel contained three deposits, a rich brown organic clay (26) overlain by a thicker deposit 

of dark grey clay with some organics (20), sealed by a distinctive loamy layer with some 

peaty material and wood (19). Above 19 a layer of blue-grey clay was noted which represents 

flooding above the loam phase (18). Further greyer clay was seen above this (25) and the 

mottled clays of Rumney type (17 and 24) above this material. At the top was a layer of 

redeposited orange-red silty redeposited clay.  

 

Finds (listed below) were only recorded from Context 20, which lay below the peat. These 

included three animal bones (Finds 1, 10 and 13) and a sherd of pottery (8). One piece of oak 

may have been worked and had about four oblique and parallel cut marks about 10mm apart 

(Fig 9, 5 and Ponsford 1995d, plate 2). In the plan in Figure 9, 4, 6 and E4 were all oak and 

may have been part of the same tree, all having a white deposit externally (see 

palaeoenvironmental assessment below). Find 4 was vertical and appears to have been a 

decayed root, probably of the same tree. Finds 11 and 12 were of hazelnuts. Samples of all 

peaty deposits were taken for the palaeoenvironmental assessment. 

  

A fragment of oak was submitted for dendrochronological anlysis but had rings that were too 

close together. Subsequently a slice was submitted for C14 analysis and returned a clear 

Neolithic date (below). . 

  

The finds and samples 

 

Table 1: Finds from Site 10 (all from context 20) 

 

No                    Material                         Description                           Notes 

 

1             Bone  See below  

2 Stone ?utilised pebble Probably natural 

3 Stone Flake  Probably natural 

4 Wood  Vertical timber oak (Quercus sp) Discarded after id 

5 wood pointed timber (oak Quercus sp) Four cut marks 

6 wood Vertical timber (oak Quercus sp)  

7 wood Vertical timber (oak Quercus sp)  

8 ?burnt clay Sherd? Hard mud recent 

discarded 

 

9 Burnt clay Pottery sherd Black fabric 

heavily tempered 

with rounded 

quartz up to 2mm. 

sooted 

10 bone  See below 

11 seed hazel  

12 seed hazel  

13 bone  See below 

 

Site 10: Finds (all from Context 20) 

 



 

Identification of Animal Bones  by Gerry Barber 

  

1 Left femur shaft of large mammal ?Bos sp (cow). Several (3+) cut marks on shaft medially 

made by sharp tool. ?Gnawing at distal end of fragment. 

 

10 Right ulna shaft of Bos sp. Cut and gnawed at proximal end of shaft. Measurement BPC 

(proximal end of condyle from Von den Dreisch 1976) is 50.8mm. 

 

13 Long bone shaft of medium/large mammal, ?Sus sp. (pig). Gnawing at proximal end. 

 

 

Samples        

                                    

Sondage B 

B2                      Branches of trees in peat at 4.30-5m depth      Alder (Alnus glutinosa) 

B3                                                                                                Alder  

B6                      Blocks of peaty soil from 5m depth 



Sondage D 

D1 Sample decomposed wood from thin band of peaty soil at  3.70m depth. Discarded 

D2 Branches from bottom deposit of peaty soil at 5.10m down (oak). Discarded  

D3 Large tree branch at 5.10+m in lower peat  (oak). Discarded 

 

Trench E 

E1 Branches of trees in loam and peat layer 19 

E2 Branches in peaty layer 19, below sample E1 

E3 Branch from top of 19 (oak) 

E4 Branches broken into pieces in Context 20 (oak) 

E5 Soil sample of 20 

E6 Grey sandy soil at top of 20 

E7 Wood from junction of 20/21 (ash, Fraxinus excelsior) 

E8 Peaty sample of 19 

E9 Clay sample of 20 

E10 Large log from junction of 19 and 20, west end suitable for C14 and ?dendrochronology 

E11 Sample of brown humic clay 26 

 

Oak identifications by Julie Jones; others by Vanessa Straker. 

  

C14 dating on wood sample E10 

 

Part of a slice of the tree/branch was submitted to Beta Analytic Radiocarbon Dating 

Laboratory, Miami, USA. The results were as follows: 

 

Reference number: Beta-251015 

Measured radiocarbon Age: 4590 ± 50 BP 

13C/12C ratio: -28.0 o/oo 

2 Sigma calibration: Cal BC 3490–3470 (cal BP 5440–5420) and Cal BC 3370–3090 Cal BP 

5320–5040) 

 

The date for the sample is clearly early Neolithic and strongly suggests that the context it 

comes from is also of this age.  

 
                                        



 

An assessment of the palaeoenvironmental remains by Julie Jones 

 

A series of samples was examined for palaeoenvironmental assessment from Newhouse Farm, 

near Chepstow, following field evaluation. One trench (E), had revealed a series of deposits 

relating to a palaeochannel, and samples were recovered by machine for later analysis. The 

lowest level sampled by the machine was from the top of Context 21, a brownish black 

organic silt with sand and water-worn pebbles. It contained visible organic remains with 

twigs, wood and stem fragments. Context 21 lay above a layer of red sand and gravel which 

overlay the natural red compact clay - neither of these deposits were sampled. Overlying 21, 

context 20 was a grey clay with wood fragments. Bone fragments (Finds 1, 10, 13) and 

hazelnut shells (Finds 11 and 12) were hand picked from this deposit during the fieldwork. 

 

A block of the sediment was recovered by the machine, approximately 250mm deep, which 

was cleaned in the laboratory. This showed a variation in colour of the silty clay through the 

block, from olive black to dark grey and then merging into lighter grey towards the base. In 

this lighter grey silty clay horizontally bedded wood fragments were visible. In view of the 

variation through this deposit, three samples were taken to see if there was any change in the 

palaeoenvironmental remains it contained. Similarly three samples were taken from context 

19, which overlay 20, as variation was again noted in the block recovered. In 19, lighter grey 

silty clay with horizontal banding of darker grey, merged into predominantly olive-black silty 

clay. The basal 10mmof this block contained a layer of wood, some fragments of which were 

identified as oak. A number of timbers, including a large oak were also found at the junction 

of 19 and 20 during the field evaluation. 

 

Fifty ml sub-samples were flotation sieved through a 250-micron sieve, and the wet flots were 

then scanned under a binocular microscope for floral and faunal remains. The silty clays of 

the three contexts examined had low organic contents, with the bulk of the floats consisting of 

finely comminuted, and mostly unidentifiable, plant fragments. The macrofossils, which were 

present in low concentrations, are shown in Table 2 below The plant remains refer to seeds 

and fruits unless stated otherwise and have been placed into habitat groups. Nomenclature and 

habitat information is based on Clapham, Tutin and Moore (1989). Preservation of the 

macrofossils was variable with some fragmentation having occurred. It was decided not to 

assess the samples for pollen in view of the limited time available for this work, as sediments 

which have a high silt content require prolonged treatment with hydrofluoric acid to remove 

these silts. 

 

The palaeoenvironmental evidence recovered shows a broad similarity in the three contexts 

sampled from Trench E. Freshwater aquatic conditions are indicated by the presence of 

Ranunculus species, which are common in and by streams. Water crowfoot is a floating 

aquatic and other taxa, such as great spearwort, hemp agrimony, sedges and rushes are 

frequently found along the banks of streams and ditches. Celery-leaved crowfoot, also 

common in and by slow streams, prefers mineral-rich water over a muddy bottom, and all 

these may have been growing in the immediate environs when the channel was open. The egg 

cases of water fleas (cladoceran ephyppia) were also noted in 19. Water fleas are small 

crustaceans which frequently occur amongst freshwater vegetation. However, the presence of 

orache and wild celery (base of 20 and 21), and the marine protozoa, foraminifera (19 and 

20), indicates the influence of saline conditions and may suggest a salt marsh environment 

nearby. Scrub/woodland taxa are also present in the form of the buds and bud scales of oak, 

blackberry seeds and a thorn from the Rosaceae family. Hazelnuts were also hand picked 

from context 20 during the field evaluation. One of these nuts appears to have been gnawed, 



and comparison with reference illustrations suggests a water vole (Bang and Dahlstrom 1980). 

Some of the wood was also identified from this trench, with alder (21), ash (20/21) and oak 

(19/20/21) present. A large timber, identified as oak, was also found at the junction of 19 and 

20. Some of the pieces of oak were seen to have a white substance on them and a sample of 

this was examined under the microscope. It was thought to be mineral rather than fungal as no 

spores or hyphae could be seen. It may be vivianite, an iron phosphate, which can occur in 

anaerobic situations where organic matter is undergoing degradation. It seems likely that the 

oak and alder may represent alder carr with stands of mixed woodland nearby, which 

subsequently became overwhelmed by the deposition of silty clays with changes in the sea 

level. A few small fragments of charcoal were also noted in 21, indicating anthropogenic 

activity, although these may have washed in from elsewhere. In a similar study, macrofossil 

and pollen analysis was carried out from a trial pit (013) on the Caldicot Levels as part of the 

evaluation work associated with the Second Severn Crossing (Parkhouse and Lawler 1990). 

Here basal fills of a palaeochannel contained pollen and macrofossil evidence for saltmarsh 

conditions with later fen development. 

 

Should the opportunity arise, in advance of future development in this area, for further 

investigation of deposits such as those at Newhouse Farm, it is felt that this assessment has 

shown the potential for the recovery of floral and faunal evidence to help build up a picture of 

the environmental history of this part of the Severn Estuary. In view of the relatively low 

organic content of the silty clays recovered at Newhouse Farm, large samples would need to 

be analysed for the recovery of plant macrofossils. These would ideally be recovered from 

bulk samples or columns, which could also be utilised for pollen and other studies. These 

samples must be taken from well defined levels, and combined with either radio-carbon 

dating from suitable organic horizons, or dendrochronological analysis of timbers such as the 

oak recovered. This would enable a well dated sedimentary sequence to be constructed for 

this area of the estuary and allow comparisons to be made with other studies along the Severn 

Estuary. 

 

Table 2: Palaeoenvironmental remains from trench E, site 10 

 

 Context   19    19   19                  20   20    20    21 

 Depth 

from top 

of block 

(mm) 

 10-

20 

90-

110 

150-

160 

20-

40 

80-

100 

180-

200 

 

Aquatic         

Ranunculus subg 

Batrachium 

Water 

crowfoot 

    *                 *     *   

Bankside/wet 

places 

        

Apium graveolens Wild 

celery 

       *  

Carex spp Sedge    *     *   *   *    *    * 

Eupatorium 

cannabinum 

Hemp 

agrimony 

   *    *       *    

Juncus sp Rush     *      

Ranunculus 

acris/repens.bulbosa 

Buttercup         * 

Scrub/woodland         

Quercus sp (buds Oak    *    *    *    *    * 



and scales) 

Rosaceae Thorn          * 

Rubus fruticosus 

agg 

Blackberry   *        *    * 

Solanum dulcamara Woody 

nightshade 

  *       

Urtica dioica Stinging 

nettle 

        * 

Disturbed 

ground/coastal 

        

Atriplex sp Orache         *   * 

Other evidence         

Charcoal          * 

Cladoceran 

ephyppia 

 *   *      

Foraminifera     *   *   *    *  

Insect remains    *   *   *     *   * 

Leaf fragments         *  

Moss         *             * 

Wood       *   *    *   * 

         

* = presence         

 

Palaeoenvironmental remains from trench E 

 

 

Conclusions 

 

The sequence of. deposits in the sondages and trial trench is much as might be expected from 

work carried out elsewhere in the Gwent Levels and Parkhouse and Lawler‟s (1990) proposed 

sequence above can be directly compared with the excavated evidence. The deposits are 

recognisably those described by Allen and Fulford (1986). The red-brown silty sands 

presumed to relate to a nearby palaeo-landsurface are represented by Context 22 which 

immediately overlies the Mercia Mudstone. The sands were eroded by the formation of a 

shallow channel in which was deposited a heavy Pleistocene gravel of undetermined date and 

composed of hard grey sandstone pebbles. 

 

 

The channel contained a thick layer of clay, more organic at the bottom (Context 26) and 

greyer above (20). Within Context 20 was found a single sherd of prehistoric pottery, 

recovered from material excavated by the machine. There were also three bones of 

domesticated animals, two of which had cut marks on them and all of which had been gnawed 

(below). Above, a layer of loam (19) accumulated over what appears to have been a silted 

channel. This contained several large pieces of oak, many of them probably from the same 

tree and some roots/branches of which descended into the underlying clays suggesting a tree 

might have been growing in this position (20). The preservation of organic material was not 

great, suggesting that decay was already well under way before the area was flooded. 

Contexts 19–21 were assessed for their palaeoenvironmental potential by Julie Jones (above). 

This confirmed that, despite the survival of large pieces of wood, the overall organic content 

was low. All three contexts showed a broad similarity in their content. Freshwater aquatic 

conditions were indicated but there was also probably salt marsh nearby. Some 



scrub/woodland plants were also noted alongside the substantial pieces of oak. At least one 

preserved hazelnut had been gnawed, probably by a water-vole.  The conditions are compared 

to that interpreted from a trial pit through a palaeochannel in the Caldicot Level where a 

palaeochannel gave evidence for saltmarsh conditions with later fen development. 

 

As noted above palaeoenvironmental research on a peat sequence at Goldcliff, traced the 

beginnings of Neolithic agriculture, represented by the clearance of oak and elm and an 

increase in grass pollen (Parkhouse and Parry 1990, 11). The C14 date suggests that the 

Mathern area appears to have been overwhelmed by floodwater from the Neolithic period. 

Both alder and oak are present, suggesting that locally woodland clearance may have been 

limited. The post-glacial (Flandrian) alluviation has been dated to c. 6-8000 years bp (Allen 

and Fulford 1986; Parkhouse and Lawler 1990, 35) which is not far from the C14 date from 

the oak in Context 20. The flood deposits show in section as two deposits, a bluer one (18) 

and thicker greyer deposit (25). These are thought to have been accumulating during the 

remainder of the prehistoric period and probably until the sea walls were built in Roman times 

but possibly later: the relative thickness of the mottled clays in this area would support the 

thesis that there was no sea bank until the 18th century. In sondages C and D a layer of peat 

was discerned within the grey clays which may be at the interface between the lower grey 

clays and the upper mottled ones. The lower clays are of the Wentlooge Formation. The upper 

mottled ones are thought to be generally post-Roman.  

 

It has been noted that some air photographs studied showed a diagonal boundary across field 

42 with ridging on either side of it (see Fig 12). This would appear to follow what may have 

been the original course of the Salts Barn Reen which is now rather more angular and has 

been diverted since 1972 to run around the north and east sides of field 42. While it certainly 

would not have been the direct descendent of the palaeochannel, the reen is of some age, 

probably medieval, if its proposed original line across the field is correct. No trace of the reen 

was seen in any of the excavations as it may have been slightly to one side of the trenches. It 

is more than coincidence that the old and new channels follow the same line. Water usually 

finds the easiest route and it seems possible that the newer channel found the outflow easier 

where the palaeochannel had once flowed, albeit thousands of years previously (see also 

below in 2007 excavations). 

 

The supposed route of the palaeochannel has been plotted in Figure 8. This is based on the 

relative depth of gravel across the site as known from boreholes and trenches. The gravel at 

the edges is at about 3m below the surface. In the channel the deepest area is at sondage D 

where gravel was not reached while trench E and sondage B are shallower and probably 

towards the edges of the feature, as is borehole 4. 



 

It was presumed that part of the palaeochannel lies outside the development area and might be 

preserved or examined on another occasion. It is likely that any settlement would be on the 

gravels adjacent to the channel or at the interface between the alluvium and solid geology. 

The few finds suggested that there was a settlement close by. 

 

 

2.3.1.2 Site 10A/B 

 

A further evaluation was asked for by the archaeological advisers to Monmouth Borough 

Council, Glamorgan Gwent Archaeologiclal Trust Ltd (Curatorial).on the site adjacent to site 

10 (Fig 10). The evaluation trench was positioned to assess the history and archaeology of the 

site in the light of information provided by the work on Site 10. The surface showed no 

irregularities, because of the dumping of quantities of spoil from the development of the 

Tesco site to the west a few years ago. The reens had recently been cleaned out and a 

causeway built east-west across the north end of the site. Some further dumping from the area 

of the new Christian Salveson building to the east had not directly affected the site. Boreholes 

close to the site showed that the alluvial clays were likely to be up to 3 metres in depth. The 

trench was located close to Borehole 8, made in 1978 (see above; Ponsford 1995d). The 

trench was expected to be representative of this part of the field and away from any relict 

palaeochannels.  

 

 

The archaeological evaluation 

 

The trench was located in the area set aside for a yard between sites 10A and 10B (Fig 10). It 

was excavated mechanically in spits a metre deep and half a metre wide depending on the 

firmness of the clay to the top of the Pleistocene sands and gravels. The trench measured 

10m.at the top and about 3. 6m. (it was intended to be 2m) at the bottom. The latter 

measurement resulted from cleaning out slumped clay. A drainage sump, about 1.5m. square, 

was excavated in the south-west corner of the trench. 

 

The stratification was straightforward (Fig 11). The top 0. 80m. (Context 1) was red marly 

soil, the product of removing topsoil from a site just above the alluvial flood-plain. Below 

was the grey clay, 1.50m. in average thickness, in which the usual, upper mottled clay was not 

clearly distinguishable on site because of battering of the section (Context 2; Fig 11, 2/3). 

Underlying the clay was a layer of yellow-brown silty clay soil with some red flecks, 0.60-

0.70m. in thickness (Context 3; Fig. 11, 5). This overlay the alluvial gravel (Context 4; Fig 

11, 6). The gravel was composed of layers of random pebbles up to 150mm. in length and 

finer deposits down to sand.  

 

An extraordinary find was a large block of conglomerate in the area of gravel excavated for 

the sump (Ponsford 1997b, plate 2) . The long sides measured 0.85m. x 0.64m. x 0.29-0.24m. 

thick.  One corner was broken off square and measured 0.29 x 0.37m. The block was 

smoothed with rounded corners. It was composed of a reddish sandy matrix with rounded 

white quartz pebbles up to 30mm. across. Gravel was reached at a depth of 2.90–3m from the 

existing surface. 

 

The sequence of deposits in the trial trench is much as might be expected from work carried 

out on the adjacent site and from boreholes. The yellow-brown silty clays (Fig 11, 5) form a 

developing soil or palaeo-landsurface over the gravel. The grey clay, evidence of severe 



inundation, was similar to the borehole 8 evidence. The „topsoil‟ (1) is the same dump as seen 

all over the field. The only piece of evidence worthy of further discussion is the large 

fragment of Dolomitic Conglomerate found in Context 4 when the sump was excavated. This 

is unlikely to be evidence for human activity since it formed part of a natural deposit. The 

Dolomitic Conglomerate, of which the stone appears to be a fragment is mapped by the 

Geological Survey as lying north of Mathern or a few hundred metres away. It is likely to 

have been brought down with the gravel as an eroded lump either by glaciation or by heavy 

run-off water, c. 10–8,000 B.C. The results compare with evidence form other parts of the 

level (Allen and Fulford (1986).  

 

 

2.3.1.3 Borehole and field survey of ‘The Long Ten Acres’  

 

After three rushed evaluations on the Newhouse Park site, it was thought by Channel 

Archaeology that a far better way to deal with the archaeology of the Level should be 

proposed. The strategy would avoid having to undertake evaluations prompted by ad hoc 

planning applications rather than planning archaeological work in advance. The work would 

be undertaken within a sensible time-table rather than at the short notice experienced so far. It 

would also enable information to be fed back to the planners to avoid evaluation where none 

was needed.  

 

In 1996 a report was prepared for East Mon Industrial Holdings Ltd which proposed a 

strategy for dealing with archaeological work on their land and adjacent land on which they 

held an option (Ponsford 1996b). The first stage in the implementation of this strategy for 55 

acres of low-lying land on the alluvial flood-plain of the Wye/Severn in the parish of 

Mathern, Gwent was undertaken in 1997 (Ponsford 1996b).  The strategy document provided 

the rationale for conducting this pre-determination approach and the following summary of 

recommendations:- 

 

1. The archaeological potential of development land at Newhouse Farm, Chepstow, should be 

assessed in advance of further development in order to avoid delay and satisfy the 

requirements of the archaeological advisers to Monmouth County Borough Council for such 

evaluation. 

 

2.  To balance any argument between environmental bodies and developers, the maximum 

level of recording and preservation should be achieved with the minimum of inconvenience to 

development projects. 

 

3.  A programme of archaeological work should be designed which, following current 

practice, commences with a survey of visible surface landscape features followed by a 

borehole survey of the development site to identify the quality and quantity of the resource. 

 

4.  After the potential has been evaluated and report received, a further agreed programme of 

evaluation and recording in identified areas should be undertaken which will not, as far as 

possible, conflict with future development. It should also be possible to preserve the 

archaeological resource by avoiding sensitive areas for building. 

 

5.  All elements of the work, including this document, should be agreed in advance where 

practicable. 

 



The principles in this summary were agreed with the advisers to the local authority. The 

programme follows the guidance then included in Planning Guidance (Wales) Planning 

Policy (May 1996) which replaces in part Planning Policy Guidance Note 16 (Wales), issued 

by the Secretary of State.   

 

It was agreed to investigate the three fields numbered 21–24 (numbers 23 and 24 have been 

combined since the 1950s; figure 1) which were due for development in the near future.  

 

Following Recommendation 3 above, a borehole survey of the three available fields 21–24 

and a field survey of field 22 (which is the only one to show visible evidence of a relict field 

system) were proposed as the first stage of implementation. The fields are those since 

designated Plot A and Asda 2 (see main report below) The aim of the borehole survey was to 

locate any traces of settlement within the alluvium. This is generally thought to consist of peat 

deposits which might provide artefacts, ecofacts, stone spreads and other structural detail of 

prehistoric and Romano-British occupation. The palaeochannel previously found at Site 10 is 

an example of this type of feature (above and Ponsford 1995d). 

 

Medieval and post-medieval settlement was to be assessed by plotting the local field systems, 

including using air-photography. 

 

A programme of work for the Newhouse Farm site was agreed with the curators, Glamorgan-

Gwent Archaeological Trust Ltd. divided into 1) non-intrusive pre-determination research (in 

Fields 21–24) and 2) intrusive and application-prompted evaluation which followed from 

1997 (Ponsford 1997, 2002 and below). An initial ground survey and interpretation of the 

visible historic landscape features, at a scale of 1:200 was also agreed. 

 

The use of boring rigs to take samples of the levels‟stratigraphy had been tried with success 

elsewhere in the Levels, particularly at Gwent Euro Park, Llandevenny, and Wentloog Rail 

Terminal (GGAT Reports 94/034, 3; 96/023). At the Euro Park, two light cable tool drilling 

rigs worked simultaneously.  

 

Despite the quality of borehole recording already completed at Newhouse Farm, it was 

recommended that boreholes were best logged by archaeological personnel who would record 

what is of archaeological rather than hydrological or engineering significance. This is also 

acknowledged as appropriate by the ground investigation service: they only check the core at 

intervals of 0.5m while archaeological recording is concerned with separate deposits, of 

whatever thickness. For archaeological purposes, it is important to secure continuous augur 

profiles which are not truncated by the extraction of undisturbed core samples.  

 

The procedure for recording cores was agreed as follows: 

 

1. Record by visual description the soil type and colour change in core sample. 

 

2. Sample organic or other deposits for further analysis where appropriate. 

 

3. Allow replacement of core soil when recording has been completed. 

 

4. Provide log, descriptions, analysis of results, interpretation and future proposals. 

 

Geo-Testing Services Ltd. was commissioned to conduct the borehole survey. The holes were 

drilled on a 50m. grid with a mobile Dando 150 Investigator Rig, using 200mm. nominal 



diameter casings and equipment by the light percussion method as agreed in the strategy 

document (section 12.6; Geo-Testing Services Ltd.1997). The strata were plotted both by the 

driller and by an archaeologist in continuous attendance. Holes were to be taken down to the 

top of the gravel. Those at the north and south ends of each run were taken down to the top of 

the rock (Mercian Mudstone) to provide a broad profile of the depth of gravel/rock across the 

site. The descriptions of the deposits, which are in the main geological, were left to the 

contractor, for the reason that he uses a standard method of describing the deposits related to 

the size and proportions of aggregates in the sample. This was done under laboratory 

conditions. Only obvious archaeological deposits were to be described by archaeologists and 

palaeoenvironmentalists. 

 

A survey of the three fields was undertaken to provide levels for the tops of the boreholes, the 

fields in general and to plot the visible strip-fields in 22. A single-station EDM was used to 

record this information. 

 

From previous research of the available air cover at the Welsh Office collection one of the 

best seen (RAF 51 3016; Fig 12) was selected for study. Despite some ploughing during 

WW2, this showed the field systems in the study area quite clearly. 

 

Summary of results 

 

The three fields were surveyed and the tops of each borehole levelled (Fig 13). This provided 

an accurate relationship of each hole to Ordnance Survey Datum. Thirty-six boreholes were 

drilled (by Geo-Testing Services Ltd. 1997; Fig 13) to the top of the gravel. At the north and 

south ends of individual runs, the holes were taken down to Mercian Mudstone to test the 

depth of the gravel. In one case, B8, the rock was not reached and the gravel continued below 

a depth of 8m, suggesting the presence of a rift or ravine in the underlying rock. There was a 

degree of consistency in the depth of alluvial clay overall (Fig 14; key below).  

 

The water level was measured in two ways: when first encountered in the borehole and as 

standing after extraction of the casing. This is shown in Table 3. Mottling, caused by 

oxidation of clays along root channels and cracks, is thought to cease at the water table at 

which point air is excluded. The results are unclear on this matter but are included here for 

information. Geo-Testing comment in their report that…. „water conditions are based on the 

conditions at that time. Ground water levels are subject to seasonal variations, local drainage 

changes, and abnormal climatic conditions…..‟.  



Table 3 Depths of water in boreholes in metres from the top, fields 21–23 

                                                  

borehole  water first 

appeared 

top of 

gravel 

Water standing on 

completion, base of 

mottled in brackets 

A1 1.80 2.80 0.90 (0.70) 

A2 3.00 3.00 1.00 (1.40) 

A3 2.40 2.40 1.90 (1.60) 

A4 2.40 2.40 1.60 (1.50) 

A5 2.20 2.60 2.20 (0.90) 

A6 2.80 2.80 0.90 (0.90) 

A7 2.80 3.80 1.00 (1.60) 

A8 2.80 3.30 2.20 (1.40) 

B1 3.70 3.70 1.00 (0.80) 

B2 3.30 3.30 0.80 (0.70) 

B3 2.70 2.70 0.90 (1.00) 

B4 2.70 2.70 0.90 (1.50) 

B5 2.10 2.30 2.10 (1.90) 

B6 2.60 2.60 1.10 (1.70) 

B7 2.80 2.80 1.00 (1.10) 

B8 3.80 3.80 0.80 (0.70 

B9 3.80 3.80 1.40 (0.85) 

B10 3.00 3.00 1.10 (1.00)* 

B11 3.00 3.00 1.10 (1.00) 

B12 2.80 2.80 0.90 (1.35) 

B13 2.80 2.80 0.90 (1.00) 

B14 2.70 2.70 0.80 (1.25) 

C1 5.40 5.40 1.60 (2.20) 

C2 5.50 5.50 2.20 (3.10) 

C3 5.50 5.50  2.40 (3.20) 

C4 4.60 4.60 1.00 (3.30) 

C5 4.90 4.90 1.00 (3.40) 

C6 4.90 4.90 1.00 (3.20) 

C7 4.20 4.20 2.40 (2.90) 

C8 2.30 5.30 2.50 (3.90) 

C9 5.40 5.40 2.60 (2.60) 

C10 4.80 4.80 2.60 (3.50) 

C11 4.70 4.70 2.60 (3.40) 

C12 4.50 4.50 2.70 (2.40) 

C13 3.50 3.50 2.60 (2.40) 

C14 3.20 3.20 2.80 (2.40) 

* Extra mottled layer (M2) below this 

 

Depths of water in boreholes in metres from the top 

 

 

As noted above, it was agreed that Geo-Testing would record and evaluate core samples using 

their usual descriptions and that archaeologists would take any samples of archaeological 

significance. 

 



The deposits were described in the borehole log as follows: 

 

T.  Firm dark brown friable sandy silty clay TOPSOIL with fine roots 

 

T1. Firm grey and orange brown mottled silty CLAY with organic traces. 

 

M.  Firm to stiff grey, fawn and orange brown mottled silty CLAY with occasional fine roots. 

 

M1. Soft to firm grey, fawn and yellow brown mottled silty CLAY 

 

M2. Firm becoming soft to firm red brown and yellow brown mottled sandy CLAY. 

 

R.   Firm red brown slightly fine gravelly silty sandy CLAY becoming soft to firm and 

increasingly sandy with depth. 

 

Y.   Firm yellow brown and grey mottled silty CLAY. 

 

B.   Soft to firm red brown silty CLAY. 

 

O.  Soft to firm fawn and orange brown mottled sandy to very sandy CLAY 

 

S.   Soft red brown gravelly clayey sandy SILT. 

 

G.  Red brown slightly clayey sandy GRAVEL with occasional cobbles comprising 

predominantly platy and irregular angular to sub angular fragments of sandstone and 

limestone. 

 

G1. Soft to firm red brown sandy gravelly CLAY with occasional cobble to boulder sized 

fragments of limestone. Obstructed boring. 

 

G2.  Soft to firm red brown very gravelly sandy silty CLAYwith occasional platy and 

irregular cobble-sized fragments of sandstone and limestone. 

 

G3.  Red brown very clayey sandy GRAVEL. 

 

CL. Firm to stiff red brown and occasionally light green grey mottled slightly sandy silty 

CLAY with gravel sized fragments (possibly lithorelicts) of weak mudstone. 

 

D.  Made ground (concrete, brick, slag, cinder, etc.). 



 

These may be interpreted broadly as ploughsoil/topsoil (T), post-Roman mottled deposits (? 

Rumney) formation (M), prehistoric and Roman Wentlooge formations (R, Y, B, O, S,) over 

Pleistocene gravel (G) and Mercian Mudstone rock (CL).  

 

In boreholes B8 and B9, larger pieces of gravel were reported (G1, large enough to obstruct 

drilling and G2) but the archaeologist in attendance recorded no particular difference in the 

strata. In general the Wentlooge-type deposits tended to be sandier than often seen in the 

Gwent Levels (information from T. Gillbanks, Geo-Testing geologist) and occasional cobbles 

might also be expected. The samples for G1 and G2 were taken from a depth of 3m where the 

gravel (G) was at 3.8m in depth in both cases and it seems unlikely that the material was of 

archaeological origin. It is more likely that the additional gravels in B8 and B9 are part of a 

low sand and gravel bank against the cliff behind.  

 

Figure 14 shows the depth of deposits relative to Ordnance Datum. This gives a more realistic 

picture of depths and relationships. In Field A there are no particular anomalies except for the 

great depth of gravel in B8 which is a geological rather than an archaeological phenomenon. 

The occurrence of an additional layer between the two main clayey alluvial deposits should be 

noted, layer Y, which is relatively thin (0.20–0.60m.). It is a mottled deposit and may 

represent an interface deposit which has been exposed to the air before a further inundation of 

the Rumney-type mottled deposits. The general thickness of the alluvial clays and silts, about 

2.40–3.80m, suggests the absence of erosive features such as palaeochannels. In A7 and A8, 

the extra silt layer, S, is probably part of the gravel rather than of the clay deposits and, if so, 

reduces the maximum depth of clays to 3m. 

 

In Field B, there is some consistency in the deposits except for B8 and B9, already noted. The 

deposits are not, however, particularly level across the site. The upper clay, M, does appear to 

become thicker towards the south which should be expected. The depth of the earlier clays is 

affected by the top of the gravel which probably occurs in the form of banks which, as today, 

tend to form parallel with the beach and are affected by the tide. The thickness of the clay 

varies between 2.60 and 3.80m. In B8 and B9 the gravelly material commences at 2m, 

sampled at 3m. 

 

The boreholes in Field C were deeper only because of the dump of soil and rubbly material 

from elsewhere in the park (D). C8 had to be repositioned because of a concrete obstruction. 

Borehole C8 was moved towards the corner to pick up, if possible, the southern edge of the 

palaeochannel located in 1995 (above and Ponsford 1995d). The clays were slightly thicker in 

C8 (4m.) and C9 (4.10m.) which suggest that the edge of the palaeochannel was located. No 

peat was, however, recorded. The gravel in Borehole C1 is, in fact, deeper again (about 

3.90m. below the surface) and it is possible that the palaeochannel may have curved here to 

run west. When the Ordnance Datum measurement is also taken into account, however, the 

depth of the gravel is exaggerated. This may also reflect the greater depth of Mercian 

Mudstone at this point. No peat was found in this borehole. The clays are otherwise between 

2.5 and 3.6m in thickness. 



 

In borehole C10 an additional mottled layer was recorded (figures 1- 4, M2). This may 

represent the clay fill of the Salts Barn Rhyne which is likely to have been deposited 

deliberately (above). 

 

Three samples were taken:- 

 

Borehole        Depth            Deposit             Description                 Comment 

 

A7 1.5m Brown clay 

(R) 

Soil with „charcoal‟ Dark brown material but 

not burnt 

B7 4.5m         G bone Pleistocene, mammal 

limb frag. No epiphyses, 

sheep/pig size 

C14 5.00m          G bone Pleistocene, mammal 

limb frag. No 

epiphyses/sheep/pig size 

 

In survey Field A (21) was remarkably level. No features were visible on the ground although 

there were fields visible in the air photograph (Fig 12). These had evidently been ploughed 

out since 1951. A possible slight continuation of the northernmost east-west grip (drain 

channel) in 22 was noted but not drawn.  

 

The intact strip fields in Field B were surveyed in detail (Fig 15). The levels show a 

difference of almost 0.5m between the highest and the lowest. A low mound, possibly a 

headland, was noted at the north-west reflected in the B1 and B8 levels (Fig 13). Field C (23) 

had been raised by 1–2m with debris taken from previous developments, notably from the 

Tesco warehouse (the largest warehouse in Fig 3).  

 

In Figure 13 only the bases of the furrows are shown (as broken lines) for clarity. The fields 

fall into two groups divided by an east-west pair of flat-topped strips about 100m from the 

south end. A grip had been cut east-west at the north and a double furrow outlining a strip to 

the south of that. This may be an infilled section of the old Salts Barn Rhyne (see below) 

made into a single strip. This rhyne was probably sampled in borehole 10 in field C. A partial 

grip can be seen on the west side, again to the south. The grip and east-west furrows cut the 

strips as the fields clearly continue on either side. To the north, the strips are 10m or less in 

width and lie oblique to the rhynes which form the field boundaries. The southernmost are 

10–13m in width and aligned on the east and west field boundaries. These are almost certainly 

post-medieval „ridge and vurrow‟ and the east-west flat-topped strips north of them of a 

similar or later date.  



 

Two modern tracks cut across the strips. That on the west is a simple farm track alongside the 

rhyne and from similar evidence in adjacent fields appears to have been formed from the 

product of cleaning out the rhyne. That in the centre shows on the air-photograph and gave 

access to the field on the south side of the railway via gates. The northern strips are possibly 

medieval for two reasons: they are slightly curved in plan and the rhynes, which may be 

enclosure features, appear to be cut across them. This field was known as Long Ten Acre in 

1839, a name which implies enclosure. The farmer, Mr Anstey, called all three the „Long Ten 

Acres‟. The air-photograph (Fig 12) shows almost-identical strips in 23/24 which suggest that 

all the strips pre-date the dividing rhyne. Those in field A do not appear to relate to the strips 

in the other two fields, suggesting that the dividing rhyne here is older. Field 23/4 was known 

as Biggs Marsh and 21 as Gore‟s Marsh from 1653 (see below, Appendix 2). 

 

Examination of the air cover for the area showed that much of the land south of the railway 

still exhibits traces of ridging and therefore probably of open field strips dating up to the 

present. Ridges also extend northwards up to the edges of the alluvial deposits. None appear 

to survive on the non-alluvial deposits. As might be expected, the earthworks are more visible 

the earlier the photograph but by no means consistently: previous summaries of the 

appearance of ridging in the photographs are, therefore, likely to be underestimates (for 

details see Table 4).  

 

In an attempt to define the various field systems, the 1951 photograph which appeared to have 

the most features in it (Fig 12) was used to prepare a sketch plan of the apparent field systems. 

This is an interpretation only since it is no longer possible to check any of these on the 

ground. Much of the alluvial land is reputed to have been ploughed during the war but this 

does not seem to have damaged the evidence too severely. It may also be the case that not all 

the fields were ploughed then.  

 

In Fig 12 systems or traces of them can de identified in several fields (7, 8, 11, 13, 15, 17–19, 

21–26, 31, 33, 41, 42, 44–46, 48, 49 and 51). Of these, 41, 42 (north), 43 and 45 have been 

removed by the development of the warehousing site (Fig 3). It has been noted that in field 42 

during the last few years the topsoil (and the remains of the medieval and post-medieval field 

system) has been stripped off and some dumping of excavated marl from earlier developments 

in Newhouse Farm, notably the Tesco site, has taken place on the field, hence the redness of 

the „topsoil‟ (Ponsford 1995d). This has obscured the evidence of photographs from 1947, 

1951 and 1972.  

 

Field 42 had some east-west ridging with pronounced curved ends typical of S-shaped 

medieval fields up to a diagonal north-west/ south-east line. West of this up to the Lay 

Furlong Reen and south of the railway the ridging was north-south but not visible on the 

photograph of 1951. The curved diagonal feature was probably an older course of the Salts 

Barn Reen (Fig 3) and was, therefore, a significant boundary. It had also once crossed fields 

21 and 22 but had been infilled. If this was part of the named rhyne the fields which, as noted 

above, continue on either side of this feature may be of considerable age, pre-dating the 

rhyne.  

 

In fact much of the ridging south of the railway line has probably survived but that west of the 

Newhouse Park site has either already gone or has been ploughed out. 

 



 

Interpretation. 

 

Archaeological deposits 

 

No certain archaeological deposits were identified in the course of the borehole survey with 

the possible exception of the fill of the Salts Barn Rhyne (borehole C10, above). No mapping 

of deposits was, therefore, required.  The relative sandiness of the earlier deposits, probably 

part of the Wentlooge series, has been noted. The gravels are between 2.8 and 4.8m. A.O.D. 

with G1–G3 up to 5m. A.O.D. The mudstone is between 1.4 and 2.6m. A.O.D. The main 

features requiring comment are the field systems which have been planned on the ground and 

sketched from a selected air-photograph. 

 

The field systems 

 

Rippon has classified the various types of strips and side channels in Gwent (Rippon 1996). 

Those in Mathern may be classified by his system as follows:  

 

1. Reversed-S strips. These are the product of ploughing strips in the open field., e.g. field 42. 

It is difficult to determine whether the fields are medieval or later (type 2) but among those 

showing a greater or lesser „S‟ profile are the fields in 22, 23, 31, 42, 44 and 45. 

 

2. Ridge and Vurrow. Very angular furrows, flatter-topped ridges, straight in plan, either 

ploughed or to assist drainage. Post-medieval. Most of the fields are probably of this type (as 

in field 22) and also incorporate grips which have not been included in the sketch as they can 

also look like tracks from the air. 

 

3. Napoleonic strips. Hardly different from ridge and vurrow but the result of ploughing. Not 

easily distinguishable from the air. 

 

4. Grips. Drainage channels dug by spade at right angle to furrows. 

 

Table 4: Direction of ridge and furrow in air-photographs in the study area 

 

 

Field Geonex 1991 39/RAF 1971 BKS 1971/72 OS-6-43 1966 RAF 1951 CPE 1947 

11 * NE–SW    * NE–SW  

13 * NE–SW  *  * NE–SW  

14     * NE–SW  

15   *  *  

16   * * * NE–SW  

17   * * *  

18    * ** both   

19   * E–W * *  

21     ** both  

22 * * * cross ditches * *  

23 * * *  *  

24 * * *  *  

25 *  *  *  

26 * * *  *  

31     * E–W  



33   * * ** both  

42   * E–W ? * E–W * E–W 

43    * * E–W  

44   * E–W * E–W * E–W  

45 * * * * ** both  

46 *    * E–W  

47     * E–W  

48     *   

49 *   * *  

50    * ?  

51    * * E–W  

 

Directions of ridge and furrow in air-photographs of the study area (in Welsh Office 

collection). All north-south unless indicated as E–W (east–west), N-E–S-W (north-east –

south-west) 

 

Rippon has described his methodology for assessing the historic landscape of the Gwent 

levels (Rippon 1996, 118f). Mathern was not apparently studied to the same extent as 

neighbouring Caldicot. The area has, however, been studied to some depth and the main 

aspect worth expansion is some interpretation of the landscape components. Using Rippon‟s 

criteria, the following interpretation is suggested for the development area.  

 

The landscape was laid out prior to 1711 and some of it certainly before 1653 (below). The 

field pattern has survived to the present day. In 1711, Gore Marsh (21), Biggs Marshes 

(23/24), Ley Furlong (44/49) and Lipyetts (36) were already named and Biggs Marsh and 

Gore Marsh were known in 1653. The field names for this development area as known from 

plans and surveys are in Table 5. 

 

 

Table 5: Known field names in development area 

 

Field 1653 (SMR)     1711    1760    1839 

3   The Layns The Eight 

Acres 

5   Biggs Meadow The twelve 

Acres 

11    Tredegar Land 

13/15    Tredegar Land 

14    Williams Land 

16    Williams Land 

21 Gores Marsh Gore Marsh Gore Marsh Gores Marsh 

22    Long Ten Acre 

23/24 Bygs Marsh Biggs Marshes Biggs Marshes The Nine Acres 

     

 

Known field names in development area  

 

The sequence in Long Ten Acre seems to be:- 

 

1) Layout of medieval strips. 



2) Salts Barn Rhyne cut through these. 

3) Salts Barn Rhyne filled in and east-west strip formed (?1653). North-south enclosure 

rhynes cut. 

4) Later strips made at the south end. 

 

The fields fall into three groups. Fields 3 and 5 are upland fields, presumably originally laid 

out as strips which no longer show on the surface and were probably part of the infield of 

Innage. Fields 21–24 are a combination of older fields (above) and elongated strips of 

Rippon‟s Type B2. These strips were laid out against a straightening of the Ley Furlong Reen, 

probably by 1653 since 21 and 23/4 are already named, possibly after the freehold owners 

(Biggs and Gore) of the time.  

 

The third group is comprised of the fields 11 and 13–16 of Rippon‟s Type A. The narrow strip 

between 15 and 13/16 is the southern end of the spine road through Mathern which stops at 

Mathern Pill. These fields are probably part of the original medieval layout which includes the 

Llandaff land represented by 30 and 32 where the dog-leg eastern edges of those fields seem 

to indicate that they ran around existing strips (such as those seen in 32 on the air-photograph) 

and that these fields are more „irregular‟ in origin than they appear. The bishop‟s land is also 

the oldest named and could have been laid out before the Normans arrived in Wales. Fields 

21–24 look as if they have been carved out of pre-existing irregular fields of a much earlier 

date, such as the edge of 42 against a version of the Salts Barn Rhyne, or an area of 

unbounded moor. Fields 3–5 and 21–24 were part of Innage Farm in 1760 and 13–15 were in 

the possession of Mr Rosser. The fields 9, 10 and 12 are obviously a street common and 

termed the „old low road‟ in 1760. Another possible area of roadside waste is at the south end 

of field 5, leading west to the spring.  

 

The Innage holding shows how use would be made of both upland and level to provide mixed 

farming, 3 being the only arable field from the tithe map. Fields 5, 11, 13–16 and  21–24 are 

all meadow in 1839.  

 

The spring at the corner of 5 may be of some antiquity as discussed elsewhere and worthy of 

preservation within the development site.  

 

 

Conclusion 

 

It was recommended in the strategy report that, following the identification of areas of high or 

low archaeological significance, a further programme of evaluation should be conducted. In 

the virtual absence of buried archaeological evidence, particularly peat deposits, it was 

suggested that no further archaeological work needed to be done in the evaluated area. Part of 

the pre-determination programme was to record the surviving field systems. Apart from 22, in 

none of the fields in the levels development area (21, 23, 24 and  11 and 13–16) are there any 

visible fields left on the ground and this aspect may now only be viewed in air-photographs. 

A further borehole survey should be conducted in fields 11 and 13–16, when acquired for 

development, to complete the evaluation of the level.  

 



 

 

2.3.2 The upland sites  

 

2.3.2.1 The manufacturers’ village centre 

 

The current site was first evaluated in 1995 (NGR ST/530912) for Oldway Property Group 

following the submission of a planning application to Monmouth Borough Council for a 

manufacturers‟ village centre on eight acres of land. The brief issued by Glamorgan Gwent 

Archaeological Trust Ltd lay great stress on the importance of the archaeology of the 

wetlands. A site survey showed that the lowest point in the development area was over 9 

metres although the south end of field 5 is as low as 7.99m A.O.D..  The superficial deposits 

on Caldicot level are less than 7.5 metres (Parkhouse and Lawler 1990, 2). There was, 

therefore, little likelihood of finding any depth of alluvial material with all its potential for 

well-preserved organic deposits.   

 

The site slopes up quite rapidly to 18 metres or more A.O.D. at the north. The two fields were 

very regular with little surface indication of potential archaeological features except at the 

southern end where a slight bank shows as a shadow from the south. 

 

 The hedge between the two had resulted in a disjunction between the survey lines where 

cultivation has caused a build-up of ploughsoil against the artificial barrier so that field 5 is up 

to half a metre higher than 1. Examination of available air cover at the Central Register of  Air 

Photography for Wales, the Welsh Office, showed that field 5 has been ploughed several 

times since the 1940s, and as recently as 1991 (Table 4). Fields 3 and 5 had been meadow 

since the 1830s and probably one field (5) from 1760.  

 

The site was evaluated by excavating three trenches (Fig 16). The trenches were positioned at 

intervals up the slope. One was cut through the slight change in level towards the south of the 

site. The trenches located in Figure 16 measured 10m by 1.8m. They were positioned to avoid 

hitting both the sewer and water mains for the village of Mathern. Trench B was to the west of 

the supposed site of the services and C to the north (the mains are supposed to run north-west 

to south-east across the field).  

 

The trenches were excavated by machine down to the natural. The deposits were 

exceptionally clean and almost entirely lacking in human structural or waste material. Trench 

A was sited at a slight change in level which may have represented an old boundary or 

lynchet. Trench B was located in the lowest part of the site (at about 11 m A.O.D.) where the 

ground was fairly level. Trench C was at the highest part of the field to sample that area for 

occupation deposits. 

 

 

The archaeological evaluation 

 

Three sections were recorded. 

 

Trench A (Fig 17, east section).  

 

1. Topsoil of a grey-brown hue and of friable texture 250–300 mm deep. 



2.Yellow-brown clay-silt of soft, loamy texture, occasional small rounded quartz pebbles 

about 350mm deep. A few random ironstone nodules of larger size also occur. The upper 100 

mm has a lighter, leached appearance. 

3.Dark red-brown soft silty clay up to 300mm deep. This appears to be a natural but 

weathered soil with some organic material in it. It overlay hard silty red and green Mercia 

Mudstone rock.  

 

The supposed change in level was not visible in section. 

 

Trench B (Fig 17, east section) 

 

4. Topsoil as Context 1 

5. The leached element in 2 and 200 mm thick 

6 similar to 5 but as the rest of 2 with more small quartz pebbles  

15 slight round-bottomed feature about 1400 mm in length and 500 mm deep   

16 fill of 15 only a shade darker than 6. This produced a small ( 30mm long) sherd of 

probable Romano- British pottery and a base sherd of similar size from a handmade vessel 

(RB and P in section).  

7 As 3 and up to 600 mm deep. Overlay silty Mercia Mudstone rock. 

  

Trench C (Fig 17 west section) 

 

8 Topsoil as A and B 

9 As 2 

10  Hard dark red compact clay,not eroded like 3 and 7, a natural stratum in the Mercia 

Mudstone. At a depth of 650 mm it became more silty and had some green material within it. 

On the surface of 10 was a scatter of rounded quartz pebbles and rounded hard dark ironstone 

fragments. 

11 fill of 12, flecks of charcoal 

12 a round-bottomed pit (12), about 400 mm deep with indistinct .Cut through 9 and noted in 

the west section, north end.  

13 fill of 14, containing mid-19th-century finds of large pieces of pottery, brick, tile and 

animal bone and many stones, virtually soil-less.  

14 linear soakaway 500mm wide and at least 70mm deep at the south end, running east-west . 

 

Conclusions 

 

The only archaeologically dated material was that from Contexts 15 and 13. The former 

consist of two sherds of pottery, one probably Roman (1st-4th centuries AD), the other 

probably prehistoric. Their value as dating evidence for the feature (16)  is slight since, in the 

absence of other material, they may have found their way into it at any time after their 

manufacture. There was no sign of any other archaeological material such as bone or flint 

which would suggest that there was a settlement here.  

The material in Context 13 is clearly 19th century and the soakaway a typically rural feature. 

 

 

Interpretation 

 

There was no indication from the three evaluation trenches that there was settlement within 

the field. Scraps of material as found in Trench B might be found in any field this close to the 

known monuments at Thornwell. Trench B was situated in a slight hollow where eroded 



material, including small pebbles and human artefacts, might be expected to have been 

weathered in. The documentary evidence pointed to this field being meadow (Biggs Meadow 

in 1760) and this function is reflected by what was found. The field may have been meadow 

for many hundreds of years before that. The field has been ploughed, perhaps during and 

certainly since the last war, but there was no specific evidence for this within the excavated 

areas. 

 

 

2.3.2.2 The infrastructure site 

 

Four trenches and an extended square were excavated to evaluate the area of a road and 

roundabout at Newhouse Park, Chepstow – the second stage in the implementation of an 

archaeological strategy for Newhouse Farm (Figs 16 and 18; above Ponsford 1996b; 

Ponsford1997b). The evaluated area was situated in three fields numbered 3, 5 and 6 (NGR 

ST/530912; figure 1) – the same fields as that conducted previously for the Oldway Property 

Group (above, Ponsford 1995a and b). The area is technically on the banks of the Wye, rather 

than the Severn/Bristol Channel. Glamorgan Gwent Archaeological Trust Ltd. had pointed 

out that the site for the roundabout and road infrastructure, at the south end of fields 3, 5 and 

6, had not been investigated archaeologically. Since archaeological sites were frequently 

being found at the fen-edge in other parts of the Gwent Levels, they recommended that rather 

than being delayed by archaeological material turning up in a watching brief, a number of 

evaluation trenches should be excavated by machine to quickly determine whether 

archaeological features were to be found and offer the chance of taking mitigatory measures 

or undertaking further excavation. This was a departure from the strategy since work was 

prompted by imminent development and reversion to unplanned work in advance. The work 

described here was designed to locate by sampling any features of archaeological significance 

along the line of the road and site of the roundabout. Four trenches 2 metres wide were 

proposed and agreed, three 10 metres in length and another 20 metres in length at the 

roundabout (figures 2 and 3). To save time the specification for the evaluation of field 5 in 

1995 was adopted for the purpose. 

 

The potential of the site was assessed by three trenches, A–C, positioned along the line of the 

proposed road and each measuring 10 x 2m (Fig 18). Trench D was to be 20 x 2m and 

positioned on the south side of the proposed roundabout. These were deemed to be the 

minimum required to evaluate the archaeological resource. 

 

 

The archaeological evaluation 

 

The trenches A–D were excavated by JCB to the first hard deposit to be sure that the natural 

rock had been reached. The local natural is a heavily weathered maroon red clay-silt or marl. 

An advantage of the method is that any features can be more readily seen in dry and difficult 

conditions and the method proved effective in this case. The soils and natural marls are 

described as „clay‟ silts but in some cases silt clays might be more accurate. It is difficult to 

distinguish soils from mother rock when dry, the main distinction being colour. Generally, all 

the soils were plastic and soft when wet and hard and stiff when dry.  

 



 

 

Trench A 

 

Trench A was excavated in field 6, north of the pond and spring and at right angles to the 

road-line (Figs 3 and 4; plate 2). Seven layers were recorded in the north-facing section (Fig 

19, east section). The uppermost layer (1, context 32) was topsoil of a grey-brown hue and of 

friable texture and 250-300 mm in depth. Within the topsoil a small disturbance, filled with 

stones up to about 100mm. in length, was possibly a field drain (1a, context 33). Below was a 

layer of red-brown clay-silt of stiff compact texture and almost pebble-free (2, context 8). 

This deposit was deeper at the east end where it appeared to fill a flat-bottomed feature about 

0.7m. in depth (context 7). The lowest fill, which was about 70mm. in depth was composed of 

softened natural mudstone (3, context 34). Also visible to the west was a steepsided, round-

bottomed feature about 0.25m. in width and  filled with the same red-brown soil (layer 2a). 

Both this and 2 were characterised by frequent flecks of the small manganiferous nodules 

which commonly occur in soils derived from the marl. These flecks continued throughout 

layer 4 (context 35), which was the same basic soil as 2, but were sparser. Layer 2 also 

appeared in the south-facing section and was planned as a feature traversing the trench (Fig 

19). Below 2–4 was 5 (context 36), a stiff red cloddy clay-silt which should be regarded as 

natural, despites its relative softness when wet: there were no organic flecks in it and it was 

the same as the natural clays in square C (see below). Layer 6 was a pale green silt, hard when 

dry but easily softened by water, which is a layer within the Mercia Mudstone. The 

excavation was about a metre in depth but potential archaeological deposits stopped at the 

surface of layer 5 

 

Trench B  

 

Trench B was excavated to the east of A in field 5 (Figs 18 and 19). It measured just over 7 

metres in length but was much deeper than A. Both sections (A–B, east and C–D, west) were 

drawn. The topsoil (1, context 37) was as layer 1 in Trench A. Below the topsoil was a layer 

of yellow-brown clay-silt, reddish in places, with frequent dark brown manganiferous flecks 

and up to 0.60m. thick (2, context 38). A piece of iron slag was found at the top of this layer 

at the south end of the trench (context 29, find 79). Below was another layer of similar type, 

hardly distinguishable from 2 in places but apparently yellower (3, context 1 and 39). In one 

place there was an obviously yellower patch (layer 3a). Layer 3 overlay 5 (context 40) which 

was grittier but with the same dark flecks. Cut through 5, and probably 3 from the east section 

(A-B),  was a shallow round-bottomed feature (context 3; plate 2), about 1.80m in width and 

0.30m deep below 3 in the west section. The fill (4, context 2 ) was darkish brown at the 

bottom, becoming yellower higher up to merge with 3. In the east section, the fill is 

represented by layer 4a (section A–B) which, while dark, is paler than that in the west section. 

At the top of 4a, two smears of yellow clay-silt help to define the top of the feature which is 

here as much as 0.60m. in depth.  In section C–D, layer 5a (context 41) was similar in texture 

and colour to 5 but may be part of the fill of the feature, context 3. Below 5 was 6, a red clay-

silt, regarded as weathered Mercia Mudstone (context 42). At the south end of the west 

section there were frequent pieces of pale green silty soil derived from the natural. At the base 

was the pale green Mercia Mudstone silty band. The trench, which has been noted as being 

deeper than expected, had the appearance of being cut through a depression which had filled 

up with layer 2 after the feature represented by 4 had been filled. The only recorded find, a 

small lump of ?burnt clay at the north end of layer 3, just above the linear feature, has since 

been found to be a piece of natural sandstone. The linear feature, however, contained some 

flecks of charcoal which suggests an anthropogenic origin. 



  

Trench D 

 

This trench was situated in field 6, east of the other three, and was cut to sample the site of the 

roundabout (Figs 16 and 18). It was of the same width as trenches A–C but 20m in length.  

The stratification was significantly different from the other trenches (Fig 19, section A–B; 

Plate 2).  The topsoil was the same as in the other trenches (1, context 43). Below this was a 

thick layer of red-brown clay-silt with frequent dark flecks and some charcoal flecks (2, 

context 27). Two finds (75, 82) were recorded in the upper part of this layer which is certainly 

redeposited as was layer 3 (context 44) which was similar in colour and texture but softer, 

possibly because wetter. Layer 3 overlay some blue-grey estuarine alluvium which filled the 

trench as far as indicated in the plan (4, context 31). At the junction of 3 and 4 was a scatter of 

large pieces of whitish angular stone of the same geological type up to 300mm. in length. The 

clay in turn overlay 5 (context 45), a weathered clay soil similar to 3 but yellower and full of 

dark flecks, not distinguishable from 2 at the north end. This weathered soil overlay the 

alluvial gravel (6, context 45). Water was lying at the level indicated in the drawing - about 

7.27m AOD and, therefore, at the level of the surface of superficial deposits in the Gwent 

Levels (Parkhouse and Lawler 1990, 2). The south end of the trench was not completed in 

section because water was standing to above knee level. It was also not possible to plan 

precisely the edge of the alluvium as exposed. 

 

Trench and Square C. 

 

The trench was excavated first and extended after the identification of a linear feature in it. In 

the trench section, topsoil is layer 1 (Figs 18 and 20, E–F). Below this, the trench was filled 

with a red clay matrix. Layer 2 in section (context 48) is regarded as a natural deposit and had 

frequent manganiferous flecks in it. It is different, however, from the much stiffer red-brown 

clay to the north (3, context 47). Cut through 2 was an obvious linear feature which showed in 

machining not far below topsoil (4–6, context 4). It measured about 1.10m in width and 

probably the same in depth to judge from sections further west. In order to see quickly how 

deep it was, the west half of the trench was machined down to the pale green mudstone 

deposit noted in trenches A and B. The feature was filled with three deposits. At the base was 

a layer of rapid silt (6, context 50) which was a uniform grey-brown clay soil with visible 

flecks of charcoal (sample 83). Above the silt was what appeared to be redeposited natural, 

mixed pale green and red clays and silt (5, context 49) Above this, the main fill (4, contexts 5 

and 6) was a red-brown clay soil with fairly frequent charcoal flecks and occasional finds. To 

the north of context 4 was another apparent feature, 2a in section, but this is likely to be 

differential weathering and drying of the soft mudstone deposits (see description of the square 

below). 

 

The finds, flint flakes, an animal skull and a few sherds of pottery, suggested that the linear 

feature which ran at an angle to the trench but parallel with the hill slope, was of prehistoric, 

probably Iron Age origin. It was therefore agreed with GGAT (Curatorial) to conduct a 

further evaluation of the site by opening a 10m square to the west in order to locate more of 

the feature and to view any features in plan. A further assessment of the significance of the 

excavated areas could then be made.  

 

The area (C square) was opened up by JCB excavator and the topsoil (contexts 9 and 26) 

removed (Fig 20). A number of finds were made during this process and were individually 

recorded two-dimensionally (nos 1–44, not illustrated in the plan). Below the clear topsoil, 

which was a crumbly grey-brown, was a layer of yellower, more compact clay-silt with 



frequent manganiferous flecks which covered the majority of the square and was probably an 

older topsoil or ploughsoil (contexts 10 and 11). Stones, mostly sandstone or ironstone 

pebbles up to a few centimetres in length, were concentrated at the bottom of this deposit. In 

order to remove this soil in dry conditions, a thin layer of the natural red clay-silt was 

sometimes detached (context 12, 13). The depth of these soils can be seen in sections G–H 

and J–K (Fig 20). 

 

The linear feature gradually appeared after removal of the masking yellow brown clay silts 

(Fig 20). It ran diagonally across the square and maintained its general shape and profile. Two 

further sections were cut through it and some of the upper deposit in a further section dug out 

The same sequence of deposition was noted in section A–B as in the trench section E–F.  In 

the westernmost section, the upper deposit contained some animal bones of cattle and sheep 

and a red deer antler (find nos. 86 to 88). Small quantities of pottery and flint were also 

recovered (contexts 14 and 25). The rapid silt was sampled for organic residues but only small 

pices of charcoal were recoverable (context 30, sample 83; report below). A large rounded 

piece of eroded yellow sandstone about 0.5m. in length was also found in the top of this 

section. It would not have been part of the natural soil and may have had a specific function, 

possibly as a marker. 



 

Cut through the ditch/linear feature was a shallow linear gully, running north-south and up the 

slope (context 15). This varied in width and was much narrower at the north end but up to 

1.75m. at the south. It had probably been truncated there by later erosion and ploughing. 

Excavation suggests it was a medieval plough furrow (see discussion on finds below). Its fill 

was a yellow-brown clay silt (context 16) as the general layer above of which it was probably 

a lower deposit (figure 9, section J–K with 3 as natural). The gully also cut a strip of soil on 

the south edge (context 17, fill 18) which is thought to have been further soil accumulated 

down the slope but before the furrow was made and again part of the earlier 

topsoil/ploughsoil. Part of this was excavated and two soils recognised, the lower redder as it 

reached the natural red clay (Fig 20 G-H, 3 to 4 with 5 as natural). Two possible postholes 

were also found and sectioned (Fig 20, C–D and 8). Neither produced finds. Feature 19 was 

filled with yellow-brown clay silt with occasional charcoal (context 20) and was 400mm. in 

diameter and 380mm. deep with a rounded bottom (section C–D). Feature 21 was 380mm. in 

diameter and  80mm. deep and  had a similar fill (context 22). It also cut the filled ditch.  A 

third circular feature is thought to be a doubtful posthole because very shallow (context 23, 

fill 24). At the south end a modern field drain was found which cut context 17. This was filled 

with carboniferous limestone fragments, set vertically, and some topsoil (Fig 20, G–H, layer 

2, context 33). 

 

The flint and stone were analysed in the evaluation report. Elizabeth Walker of the National 

Museums and Galleries of Wales reported that there was no diagnostic material within the 

collection which consists almost entirely of flakes. The only artefact was the tiny early Bronze 

Age arrowhead, find 10/29 from the base of topsoil. Of the stratified flint, 10 flakes came 

from the linear feature (find nos. 33, 52, 53, 55, 56, 58, 59, 63, 72, 73). Undoubtedly, flint 

flakes are a component of the soil and may have been moved some distance by ploughing 

from the Roman period onwards, if not before. The opportunity has been taken to re-examine 

the material alongside the 2008 material (see Dr. A. Pannet 5.4 below). Similarly the 

prehistoric pottery has also been re-examined for the 2007 report (See J. Deacon and J. Horak 

5.6 below). 

 

The other finds included Roman and later pottery, animal bone and a soil sample. 

 

Finds 

 

Romano-British pottery 

 

R1.Greyware sherd, worn surfaces, inclusions of clear quartz sand, some darker ones (16/49) 

 

R2. Sandy fabric, eroded surfaces, with evenly distributed quartz sand, some coloured, one 

fragment of quartzite 1mm across. Sandwich of dark grey-brown surfaces and red band in 

core (13/35) 



 

Medieval pottery 

 

M1. Sherd of sandy fabric with frequent quartz inclusions of all hues. Close to fabric Kb from 

Chepstow (Vince 1991, 109-112; type sherd 28/78) 

 

M2. Sherd of white to pink fine fabric (10/30). Saintonge Bright-Green glazed ware, regarded 

as a polychrome and dated AD1280–1320 (Platt and Coleman-Smith 1975, 26) 

 

Post-medieval pottery 

 

PM1. Tiny sherd of redware cup with yellow-brown glaze. 16th century, probably made in 

Monmouth–Hereford region (type sherd 13/60) 

 

PM2. Tiny sherd of redware cup with brown glaze, local ware as previous (13/48). 16th 

century 

 

PM3. English stoneware, iron-rich „striped‟ exterior with iron filling rills in surface. 17th-18th 

century (28/81) 

 

Discussion of Roman and later pottery 

 

The Romano-British sherd 16/49 was found in the medieval plough furrow. Sherds 10/30, 

13/48 and 13/60 were found immediately above the feature. It is likely. therefore, that the 

medieval and later sherds were deposited during manuring. Of interest is the Saintonge sherd 

which is not usually found outside towns or aristocratic sites. Bearing in mind the probability 

that the fields were owned by the bishop of Llandaff and the de Knovills in the Middle Ages, 

the find of the sherd of an imported wine jug so close to the port of Chepstow may not be so 

surprising. 

 

Stone 

 

Of the stone artefacts context 9, 9, context 16, 46 and context 5, 69 are of quartz conglomerate 

type and may have been fragments of querns, particularly 69 which was found in the upper 

layer of the linear feature 4 and had a smooth surface on one side. Find 70 (unstratified) was a 

long pebble of finegrained sandstone and might have functioned as a whetstone during the 

medieval period. Find context 3, 62, a fine flat sandstone pebble, is regular enough to have 

served as a piece or counter on a Roman playing or accounting board although its shape may 

be coincidental.  

 

A sample of the whitish stone from the surface of the alluvial clay in Trench D (context 31, 

sample 84) was examined by Roger Clark and Roger Vaughan of the Department of Geology, 

Bristol City Museum. It is not limestone, as was thought when it was first found, but may be a 

calcrete or dolomite, possibly of precipitation origin, with clear and reddish sub-rounded 

quartz inclusions, and comes possibly from the Old Red Sandstone in the Lydney area or 

close by at Thornwell.  

 

 



 

Animal bone by Gerry Barber 

 

The animal bone, all from the linear feature 4, was poorly preserved. The black staining on it 

showed that the ditch had been water-filled on occasion. The alternate seasonal and localised 

waterlogging may have hastened decay of the bone in anaerobic conditions. 

 

Context 6 Mandible and part of the upper jaw of a cow about three years old. 

 

Context 14 Metapodial from an adult cow. Prximal phalange, distal end, from the same 

animal, possibly articulated. 

Antler of mature adult red deer with fragment of skull attached. 

Mandible of sheep aged about three years. 

 

 

Soil 

 

A large sample of the rapid silt in the ditch was examined by Julie Jones in the Environmental 

Archaeology Section, University of Bristol (sample from context 30, numbered 83). 4.5 kg. 

(2.3) litres of soil were examined after flotation. Apart from small pieces of charcoal, none 

identifiable and therefore not datable by the radiocarbon method, nothing at all was found in 

the sample. 

 



 

Chronology and Interpretation of the excavated areas 

 

In Trench D it was established that the alluvial clays came that far north and that considerable 

erosion had taken place since the last alluvial deposit had accumulated. A litter of stone on the 

alluvium was probably the result of human activity. Trench A, the westernmost trench, 

provided evidence of at least one east-west linear feature, probably man-made but undated. In 

Trench B to the east, a further more obvious man-made linear feature was cut by the trench 

but no artefacts were found. In Trench C a prehistoric linear feature, parallel with that in 

Trench B, was excavated and further revealed in an adjacent 10-metre square extension. It 

produced finds of late Iron Age type and date. The ditch was cut by a plough furrow which 

had formed part of the medieval and later field system in Mathern. A soil deposit, possibly 

earlier ploughsoil, was cut by the furrow. 

 

The geological sequence in Trench D forms another piece of the jigsaw of the depositional 

sequence in the Mathern area. The junction of the alluvium with the hard deposits would be 

difficult to locate because masked by the colluvial deposits weathering from the hills above. 

In trench D the soil overlying the gravel, probably eroded from the mudstone, was flooded by 

alluvial clay. The clay was littered with pieces of stone, the origin of which is of some 

interest. Such material would not have been occurring naturally since the local rock is 

Triassic. It is likely therefore to have been introduced by human intervention after the final 

deposition of clay (Wentlooge Formation) in this area. A number of interesting hypotheses 

may be suggested. Stone could be used as ballast in a boat or for use in a socially and ritually 

important structure such as a burial chamber where suitable stone is in short supply or it could 

be used to mark a boundary. What is clear is that such unweathered material is unlikely to be 

waterborne unless it was being moved by boat. 

 

Presumably the accumulation of colluvium overtook alluviation at this time which is likely to 

be of late prehistoric date (late Bronze Age or Iron Age?) according to the given sequence 

(Parkhouse and Lawler 1990). In trench D, the thick deposit of yellow-brown clay-silt over 

the alluvium and earlier colluvium contained a prehistoric sherd in fabric 3 high up in it 

(context 27, find 75). 

 

The earliest features in the other trenches include the undated contexts 34 in trench A and 3 in 

trench B which may be related to 4 in trench C. The last was the most convincing feature and 

contained finds probably dating to the late Iron Age (see discussion above). The shape of the 

feature suggests that it was non-defensive and used to both define an area of land and to 

prevent movement of animals. The precision of the feature implies the use of adequate cutting 

tools such as a conventional pick or adze/mattock and an iron-bound? spade. The feature was 

infilled later, presumably with its accompanying bank. A change in agricultural practice (from 

stock-rearing to crop production?)  may be suggested by this. The V-shaped profile is typical 

of Iron Age ditches in Lowland Britain whether at hillforts like Maiden Castle or Sudbrook or 

a settlement like Winnall Down (Nash-Williams 1939; Wheeler 1943; Fasham 1985). 

 

The soil at the south end of the square was also an early deposit and may be old ploughsoil 

(context 18). It was clearly cut by the medieval furrow, context 16. The postholes 19 and 21 

are undated although 21 was cut into the ditch-fill. The latest find in the furrow was a 

Romano-British sherd although there were medieval and post-medieval sherds in the soil 

above before it was seen as a feature. The area of the furrow was also much more stoney than 

elsewhere in the square, as if the stones had rolled down into the furrow with ploughing. No 



sign of ridges could be seen on the surface of the field but the direction of part of the field-

system can be established by this single furrow. 

 

The excavations have thrown a little light on the land use of this small area from before the 

Roman Conquest. After some activity on the river Wye which involved moving pieces of 

stone, there was considerable erosion of the Mercia Mudstone some time around 1000 BC 

which built up over the alluvial clay. Some time after  that, the land was demarcated by 

boundaries. The features in Trenches B and C run in the same direction but it is unknown 

whether they are contemporary. The excavation of ditches would have assisted drainage and 

controlled the movement of livestock, including cattle and sheep. There may have been some 

functional difference between the steeply cut type and the shallower round-bottomed features. 

The layout of the boundaries, and here are included those in trenches A and B, ran with the 

slope and they may have been intended to empty drainage water onto the marsh beyond: water 

accumulated in the ditch sections during the excavation with little sign of movement, 

suggesting a high water table. At some date, probably still within the Iron Age, the ditch in C 

square was filled in and the site levelled up. Small amounts of rubbish were also added to help 

filling, including pottery, flint flakes and domestic animal bone. An antler from a hunted or 

certainly butchered animal was also tossed in. From then on, the field was probably ploughed 

on a regular basis so that by the medieval period it was laid out as strips in an open field 

system. This activity may have been generated by the bishop of Llandaff initially and 

continued by the de Knovills and their successors until enclosure in the 18th century 

(Appendix 3). The field was meadow in 1839, but has been ploughed on a regular basis in 

recent times as have fields 3 and 6, effectively obliterating any earthworks and masking any 

traces of associated settlement.  

 

The most important problem to resolve is the location of the settlements which were 

responsible for the management of this landscape. As far back as Dark Age and Saxon times, 

it is likely that Mathern was the focus for such activity. Before the village was founded, and 

this is likely to have been influenced by the presence of the bishop, Romano-British 

settlement would have been in small farmsteads or villas. One of these (and its predecessor) 

has been located close by at Thornwell (Hughes 1996) and another at Caldicot excavated by 

Bristol and Region Archaeological Services while there is Romano-British material at 

Sudbrook (Parkhouse in Robinson 1988). Romano-British farms often had prehistoric 

predecessors, which can be at the same sites but may be elsewhere. In this case, the artefacts, 

few though they may be, suggest that the settlement is likely to be found between Mathern 

and the site discussed. 

 

 

2.3.2.3 Watching brief on geological trial pits, fields 3 and 5 

 

Following the evaluations in 1995 and 1997, a watching brief was maintained  in September 

2002 during the excavation of 22 trial pits in fields 3 and 5 by Structural Soils for W S Atkins 

to investigate the geology of two fields north of the new road and roundabout at Newhouse 

Park Distribution Centre (Ponsford 2002) prior to the warehouse redevelopment. The work 

was part of the second stage in the implementation of the archaeological strategy (section 4, 

above). No definite evidence was found for the prehistoric site known to lie at the south end 

of the fields. Some evidence was found for the massive erosion which was taking place in the 

later prehistoric period at the fen-edge.  

 

The pits were designed to test the nature of the subsoil and underlying rock for earthmoving 

purposes and not to answer archaeological problems. The test-pits were excavated by tracked 



digger with a potential reach of about 5.1m. plus the bucket height. All the test-pits were 

observed during excavation. The pits as dug were up to five metres in length by one metre 

wide. The potential archaeological layers were excavated with care so as to identify any cut 

features and then continued to satisfactorily establish hard mudstone. The recording was done 

by measuring the standard depth of deposits in section. From previous work it was known that 

there might be little distinction between natural deposits and cut features.  

 

The location of the trial pits is shown in Figure 21. The relevant deposits seen in each test pit 

were shown diagrammatically in Ponsford 2002. The locations of the pits were not positioned 

with absolute accuracy and were not measured by the archaeologist. The descriptions are for 

archaeological purposes and are presented differently from the logs produced by Structural 

Soils. Archaeological interest generally ended when the top of the undisturbed rock was met. 

 

The stratification was as follows: 

 

A Turf and topsoil – red –brown loam, occasional rounded, largely quartz pebbles 

B Stiff yellow-brown subsoil, silty textures, rounded paebbles 

BW wet B which has retained moisture because of depth 

C eroded red clay 

D hard Mercian Mudstone 

E eroded („reworked‟) MM, down to at least 5m 

F Browner, more soilly, sandy eroded MM 

H Whitish grey mudstone 

 

The trial pits were excavated in their numerical order. Those with an A, B, BW, D sequence 

(Trial Pits 1-4, 7, 10, 13, 16, 20) had no apparent archaeological deposits in them (where A + 

B = 200–400mm; Ponsford 2002). TP 22 had a characteristic whitish-grey ?mudstone at a 

depth of only 200mm. TPs 5, 6 and 15 had an additional depth of yellow-red subsoil (C) in 

them which reflects the greater depth of soil found in evaluation trench a in 1995 as if filling a 

hollow ( above, Ponsford 1995a ).  TP 8 and 9 were similar but the lower part of the subsoil 

was wetter and darkened by this moisture.  

 

Several pits contained an amount of weathered clay deposited in lumps rather than in the 

familiar bedded sequence. Trial Pits 11 and 21 contained softish red clay and silt (C rather 

than D) while TP12, 17 and 18 had lumps of mudstone down to a depth of at least 5m. TP 14 

was similar but the mudstone appeared more alluvial (F at a depth of 500mm onwards) with 

one or two charcoal flecks. The eroded mudstone in TP 19 (G) also appeared more soilly and 

sandier than elsewhere but also went deeper than 5m.  

 

 

Finds 

 

Few finds were made and generally there was little of archaeological interest.  All but one 

came from the topsoil: 

  

TP 8 sherd of 19th-century redware vessel, internal glaze (horizon a). 

 

TP 10 fragment of whetstone (Fig 5 scale 1:1), probably medieval, ?Old Red Sandstone; three 

fragments of quarzitic sandstone, one of them possibly a piece of ?quernstone (horizon A). 

 



TP 18 sherd of medieval tile 10mm thick in light red fabric and grey core, frequent quartz, 

quartzite and iron compounds.(horizon A). 

 

TP 19 fragment of charcoal (horizon B). 

 

Discussion  

 

Two areas of interest considered during the watching brief were: any evidence of further 

archaeological activity, particularly near the Bronze Age/Iron Age ditch close to TP 10; and 

any evidence for the junction of the alluvium with the uplands, as in trench D during the 

previous evaluation (Ponsford  1997b). 

 

The only pit which was likely to provide evidence towards the former was TP 10. Although 

this produced finds, these were all in topsoil and there were no obvious archaeological 

features. Since the ditch was only seen with difficulty in 1997, it would not be surprising if 

something were missed in such conditions. Square C produced quite a lot of finds of all 

periods in 1997 and this little group is consistent with that. 

 

As to the post-glacial evidence for the fen-edge, TPs 14, 17, 18 and 19 contained great depths 

of eroded rock, albeit soft to start with, which are surely to do with massive erosion at the end 

of the Ice Age or even later. Similar deposits of colluvium were found to actually overlie the 

alluvium in Trench D in 1997 (Ponsford 1997b). It was noted above that this accumulation of 

colluvium overtook alluviation at this time which is likely to be of late prehistoric date (late 

Bronze Age or Iron Age?) according to the given sequence (Parkhouse and Lawler 1990). In 

trench D above, the thick deposit of yellow-brown clay-silt over the alluvium and earlier 

colluvium contained a prehistoric sherd high up in it (Ponsford 1997b). 

 

It was always likely that a watching brief not designed for archaeological purposes would 

produce limited archaeological information. The evaluation in 1997 showed clearly that there 

was an important prehistoric site which would require more thorough investigation before the 

field was bulldozed. It was to be regretted that more work was not suggested when the 

roundabout was actually built. A great deal of information must have been lost then. 

 

At the time the need to find the rest of the prehistoric site was pointed out. A geophysical 

survey and large-scale excavation in advance of earthmoving were suggested before works 

commenced. 
 



 

3 Methodology, Strategy and approach 

 

3.1 The framework of the archaeological investigation 

 

At the end of the 2002, the combined results of seven years of evaluations clearly suggested 

that a major prehistoric site was buried somewhere in field 3 (Fig 21). It was evident that the 

evaluation techniques that had been used were at best inadequate and certainly lacking in 

ambition. 

 

In 2004, in response to the proposal for a mounding project by East Mon Industrial Holdings 

Ltd, a programme of archaeological investigation (Ponsford 2004, see above Chapter 2) 

recommended that two phases of investigations should take place before and during the 

preparatory groundwork. A geophysical survey would try to locate the continuation of the 

prehistoric features excavated in 1997 (Ponsford 1997, see Chapter 2, 2.3.2.2 above) and 

precede large-scale excavation in advance of earthmoving. The mounding project was 

subsequently abandoned by East Mon Industrial Holdings Ltd. In 2006 the project was 

revived and extended with the addition of the construction of three distribution centres (Fig 

22) by the new landowner, Frontier Estates Ltd. The programme of archaeological 

investigation of 2004 formed the basis for the 2007 version (Ponsford 2007). The geophysical 

survey conducted by Dr Tim Young focused two areas north and south of the prehistoric ditch 

excavated in 1997 (Ponsford 1997). It was anticipated that the results would ascertain the 

extent and nature of the prehistoric occupation in that part of the development and focus the 

archaeological work precisely during the topsoil stripping. 

 

The first phase was the removal of the topsoil under archaeological control. It was followed 

by a second phase of excavation of the areas of archaeological interest.  

 

3.2 Geophysical survey at Newhouse Farm by Dr T. Young  

 

 

Abstract 

 

The survey imaged various relatively recent features in the fields, including buried services, 

land drains and ploughing. Archaeological features were, for the most part, rather poorly 

imaged. Robber trenches of a Roman building were imaged by the magnetic gradiometry 

survey, but impinged only a small amount onto the survey area and although flagged as a 

feature on the initial interpretation of the data, were not interpretable as a building. 

 

Various linear features have been indentified on the magnetic survey, lying in orientations 

oblique to the dominant ploughing direction. These may include features of archaeological 

origin, but may also include plough features produced by ploughing in directions other than 

parallel to the original length of the field. 

 

The resistivity data are dominated by a positive feature, with three approximately 

perpendicular sides, suggestive of an old enclosure bank, perhaps a ploughed-out post 

medieval field boundary. On the same line, within the area of excavation of an Iron Age site, 

lies a subcircular negative resistivity anomaly, indicating a penannular ditch 10m in diameter, 

suggestive of a roundhouse within the already-identified “square enclosure”. The 



“roundhouse” is imaged through the possible field boundary, indicating that it has had the 

positive resistivity feature superimposed on it. 

 

 

Background 

 

The survey was intended to provide some guidance for the field archaeologists (Cardiff 

Archaeological Consultants), who were faced with an extremely large development site, 

adjacent to an area in which they had previously located prehistoric features in an evaluation.  

 

The survey was undertaken during the week before topsoil stripping commenced. The initial 

results of the survey were communicated to the excavators before the intervention started, but 

this report, a more fully interpreted version of the cleaned data, followed towards the 

midpoint of the archaeological intervention. 

 

Methods 

 

The magnetic gradiometer survey was undertaken using a pair of Geoscan fluxgate 

magnetometers operating in tandem on a CF6 frame. The master gradiometer was an FM256, 

the slave an FM36. The  survey was conducted on 20m grids with a 2m walked traverse 

interval (1m traverse interval on the combined dataset), walked in parallel and with a 0.25m 

sample interval (i.e. raw data grid has 1.0 x 0.25m node spacing). Data processing in 

Geoscan‟s Geoplot software comprised assembly of the composites for each instrument, 

clipping of the data at an appropriate level, merging the two composites and application of the 

zero mean traverse function.  

 

The ground resistivity survey was undertaken with a Geoscan RM15 resistivity meter, 

operating two pairs of mobile electrodes on a PA5 frame, via an MPX15 multiplexer. The 

mobile electrode pairs had a 0.5m spacing (giving the main component of the response from 

0.5-0.7m depth), with 1m between centres, to give a 1m effective traverse interval. Data were 

collected on 20m grids, walked in a parallel pattern, with a 0.5m sample interval (i.e. the raw 

data grid has a 1.0 x 0.5m node spacing). Data processing in Geoplot was limited to edge 

matching grids and removal of any minor data spikes (due to poor electrode contact). 

Considerable trouble was experienced in the early stages of the survey with poor probe 

contact with the extremely hard, dry ground, and in the later stages of the project with short 

circuits developing on the frame under extremely wet conditions (leading to some data-

striping on the final day). 

 

Surveys were laid-out using a Trimble 4700/5700 GPS system. The Trimble 4700 base station 

was located over an arbitrary point, and data logged for three hours. The station coordinates 

were established by post processing using RINEX corrections. The stakeout was undertaken 

using the base station relocated on the same point (STN1). Grids were laid out from pre-

planned  “round-number” 20m intervals of National Grid, uploaded to the GPS system, with 

the stakeout undertaken using a Trimble 5700 RTK rover unit. The 20m grids were marked by 

wooden survey pegs. The survey exceeded English Heritage (1995) and the Institute of Field 

Archaeologists (Gaffney & Gater, 1991) guidelines of location of the whole survey to within 

1m of the National Grid, and location of points within the survey to within 0.1m with respect 

to the local grid. Typical surveys are located well within tolerances of 0.1m with respect to 

the National Grid and points within the grid located to within 0.04m of the local grid. 

 



Following the survey alternate grid pegs were left in the ground to assist in recording for the 

field archaeologists. Unfortunately these were removed by the groundwork contractors. A 

second round of GPS surveying was therefore undertaken, using a second arbitrary location as 

base station (STN2). This second survey allowed recording of key aspects of the 

archaeological intervention, as well as some of the grid pegs being employed by the 

groundwork contractors. 

 

Details of the layout of the survey grid, and its relationship to both National Grid and the site 

groundworks grid, are indicated on Figure 23. 

 

Field survey was undertaken during May 2007, under variable weather conditions, extremely 

dry in the early stages of the project, but very wet with tornados towards the end. 

 

 

Results 

 

Magnetic gradiometry 

 

The magnetic gradiometer survey (Figs 24 and 25) was dominated by two broadly NW-SE 

pipes, ferrous remains associated with two former fence-lines (in the area NW of the road), 

scattered modern rubbish (in the area SE of the road) and the stays for posts supporting 

overhead cables in the (north of the area).  

 

These modern features are shown against a background with relatively little scattered ferrous 

debris. The area NW of the road shows some very slight NW-SE lineation parallel to the field 

boundaries, which is probably the result of recent ploughing. 

 

There are very few anomalies on the magnetic gradiometer survey which can be attributed to 

ancient features.  

 

Some slight anomalies are visible in the southwest of the survey area, with a short length of 

NE-SW positive linear magnetic anomaly being the most significant of these. Following 

excavation, the location of this anomaly was shown to be the SE wall of a Romano-British 

building. The opposing NW wall is barely imaged. The structure only impinges slightly onto 

the survey area. The variable response seen on the gradiometer survey is interpreted as being 

due to the variable nature of the fill of the robber trenches and remaining wall fragments.  

 

The area around the building shows a slightly more magnetically noisy background than 

adjacent areas. A similarly noisy area lies approximately 100m NNW of the building, but 

there is no indication here of associated structures. 

 

Various poorly defined linear anomalies exist within the data. These include features shown 

on Figure 29. Many of these lie in broadly orthogonal directions, and it is possible that some 

at least represent former ploughing. However, if this is the case, they are not parallel to the 

field boundaries surviving at the time of survey (for which there is plenty of evidence on both 

geophysical surveys for boundary-parallel ploughing). 

 

 



 

 

The ground resistivity survey 

 

The ground resistivity survey (Figs 26 and 27) was also dominated by anomalies associated 

with relatively modern features.  

 

 The recently grubbed-out hedge line to the west of surveyed area proved to be a complex 

feature, the core of which was largely masked by spurious high data produced by the dry 

churned remains of the demolished bank. To either side of the boundary linear resistivity lows 

with perpendicular branches running away from the boundary probably correspond to land 

drains. The land drains exposed by excavation in the eastern part of the survey area were less 

well-imaged, suggesting that there are at least two phases and/or styles of land drains in the 

area. 

 

The eastern part of the survey shows a marked, broad positive linear resistivity high, part of 

which (the NE side) corresponds to a post-medieval field boundary which still survived as a 

topographic feature at the time of survey. It seems likely that this feature corresponds to post-

medieval field banks. 

 

The trench bearing the northern of the two pipes imaged by the gradiometer survey is visible 

across the centre of the surveyed area as a resistivity low with a sharp northern (upslope) 

margin, but a rather more irregular and diffuse southern margin. 

 

As with the gradiometer survey, the recognition of any ancient features within the data is very 

difficult. A diffuse resistivity high follows the line of the Roman road surface, but this is also 

parallel to the dominant ploughing direction. Differentiation of this anomaly from the 

ploughing-related anomalies seen just to its SW, for instance, is extremely tentative. 

 

Within the area of the “square” enclosure found during excavation there is apparently a slight 

penannular negative resistivity anomaly, suggestive of a ringditch. Data quality of the survey 

in this area is not particularly good (there is substantial noise and some instrumental striping), 

but the anomaly appears “real”. It lies partly within the positive anomaly interpreted as a post-

medieval field bank. The penannular anomaly is approximately 10m in diameter, compatible 

with a ring ditch for roundhouse. 

 

The cut features revealed by excavation in this area (the “square” enclosure and the earlier 

prehistoric ditch) were not imaged by the ground resistivity. 

 

 

Discussion 

 

The geophysical surveys revealed little firm indication of the buried ancient archaeology. No 

anomalies within the surveys were certain enough to provide clear evidence for preservation 

of archaeological features in advance of excavation. 

 

The partial exception to this was the Roman building, the SE wall of which was flagged up as 

a possible feature at an early stage. However, insufficient of the building extended within the 

surveyed area to provide a recognisable outline, particularly given the sporadic nature of the 

magnetic response of the robber trenches. 

 



Within the area of prehistoric occupation, some extremely subtle anomalies corresponding to 

archaeological features were recognisable only with the hindsight of excavation. The main 

feature appears on the resistivity survey to be a penannular ditch or gully, but even this is 

indistinct and barely separable from the level of background noise. 

 

For future work in the area, both techniques are clearly capable of detecting some of the 

buried archaeology. Neither technique allowed identification of the prehistoric ditches. 

Further work within the area would be desirable in order to clarify the manner in which 

geophysical survey can best be employed for archaeological evaluation. 

 

 

3.3 Methodology 

 

In May 2007, prior to the start of groundworks, Dr Tim Young of GeoArch conducted a 

magnetic gradiometer and ground resistivity survey of two large areas to the south-west of 

plot 2 and in the north part of plot 1 in an attempt to isolate archaeological features (see Fig 

30, Plate 3). The areas surveyed cover just over 3 hectares. Despite high expectations, the 

survey mainly imaged a number of recent features. These included buried services, land 

drains and ploughing. The archaeological features were generally poorly imaged and only the 

hindsight of later excavation allowed the recognition of archaeological features from the 

extremely subtle anomalies recorded. Being unable to pinpoint area of potential 

archaeological interest, it was then necessary to mount a full-scale watching brief during the 

topsoil stripping in the development area to identify potential archaeological features. 

 

The removal of the topsoil commenced on the 11 June 2007 and lasted for five weeks. It was 

carried out in Plots 2 and 3 and along the southern tail of the mounding. The level of Plot 1 

was to be raised by the addition of some of the solid material dug from Plots 2 and 3 and was 

therefore only superficially stripped (Fig 31). Two or three large tracked excavators and 

several dumper trucks worked simultaneously for a solid twelve-hour day (Plates 4 and 5). It 

was evident from the start of the stripping that excavator‟s drivers and archaeologists would 

experience problems. As is often the case in such conditions, frequent calls to stop in order to 

check for artefacts or potential evidence of archaeological features disrupted the contractor‟s 

rhythm and induced some tension and strain in the early stages of the work. This also 

challenged some of the more experienced archaeologists‟ patience. When the archaeologists 

pointed out to the excavators‟ drivers the subtleties of the archaeological features and some of 

the finds of flint or pottery they understood the complexities better and a more satisfactory 

working relationship developed geared now to archaeological rather than commercial 

stripping. The work now involved the machinists directly and it was common for everything 

to stop to view new finds or features. Despite the season, weather conditions were appalling 

for that type of work and frequent and continuous rain often stopped proceedings frustrating 

both archaeologists and contractors. The stripping, however, progressed following the 

developer‟s schedule and the site was divided into areas A to F (Fig 31) for recording 

purpose. A number of archaeological areas were delimited and fenced off (Fig 32). The 

number of archaeologists on site was then increased and archaeological cleaning and defining 

of the features started in the reserved areas while the stripping continued. A small tracked 

excavator fitted with a wide grading bucket was kindly made available to the archaeological 

team by the contractors to allow careful exposure and definition of the archaeological 

features. This proved to be a great help and permitted a rapid cleaning of large featureless 

areas. A 30m-grid was set up to provide the base for the recording of the archaeological 

features and artefacts. 

 



All areas were manually cleaned (Plate 6) to an appropriate standard to prove the presence or 

absence of archaeological features and to determine their significance. The archaeological 

features were then fully excavated or half-sectioned in all areas except in D. The position of 

the Roman building in area D under the earth mound permitted its preservation in situ. After 

consultation with the Glamorgan–Gwent Archaeological Trust a specific programme of 

investigation was agreed between the archaeologists and the developer. The shallowness 

(0.15m below surface) of the exposed Roman prevented movement of machinery in its close 

proximity. An archaeological topsoil strip was then undertaken in order to delineate the extent 

of the structure and associated features. This first phase was complemented by a full record of 

the building exposed below topsoil supplemented by limited and targeted excavation to 

confirm the nature and date of the features. The excavation work in the reserved areas was 

carried out following an agreed timetable with the developer, the archaeological team and the 

Glamorgan–Gwent Archaeological Trust. Good relations on site with the contractors and a 

certain degree of flexibility in the agreed timetable permitted the handing back of certain 

areas to the developer planning thus avoiding major disruption to their programme while 

other areas were retained for longer to complete the archaeological work. Enough time and 

resources were allocated to complete the full excavation in good order and despite a certain 

element of unpredictability inherent to archaeological work, the archaeological excavations 

were concluded within the allocated timescale. 

 

Written, drawn and photographic records to an appropriate level of detail were made 

including context sheets, a site diary, three-dimensional field drawings and survey data. Plans 

and section drawings were at a scale of 1:200, 1:50, 1:20, and 1:10. The drawings were cross-

referenced to Ordnance Survey datum and fixed boundaries on the relevant OS plan. The 

photographic recording of large areas is always difficult and even more challenging in semi-

rural sites where no standing buildings can be used. To remedy the lack of elevated 

viewpoints a 15m-high truck-mounted lighting tower (Plate 7) was hired to record area A. 

The mobility of the tower provided a variety of viewpoints around the area from which to 

carry out an exhaustive photographic coverage of the Iron Age features. As access around 

area D was too restricted and difficult for the truck-mounted platform, a four-wheel-drive 

mounted telescopic photographic mast was hire to provide a near-vertical record of the 

Roman building and its associated features. The sub-vertical and high altitude oblique 

photographs were an essential complement to the ground-level oblique and detailed 

photographs.  

 

Environmental samples were limited or not taken from undated features. During the 

excavation of the Iron Age floor surface in Area A, most of the sampling budget was used to 

systematically sample each square metre of the floor for plant macrofossils. Large soil 

samples were collected from the two main fill layer of the Roman corn drying kiln. Stone 

samples were also randomly collected on the floor for geological study as were some selected 

samples of stones from the remains of the walls of the Roman building. The concentration of 

the sampling on only three features might be seen as limited but a choice had to be made on 

site with the post-excavation budget in mind. Nevertheless, with the post-excavation work 

now fully reported, the choice appears to have been justified by the results. More C14 dates 

on some of the Neolithic features of Area C might have provided a more accurate date for the 

lithic industries associated with the features but would not have thrown much light on the 

function of the features. Sampling for pollen analysis is difficult when soil conditions and the 

lack of stratified context are combined. 

 



4. The excavation of Newhouse Park 

 

During the topsoiling and the demarcation phase of the archaeological areas A to D it became 

evident that the underlying geology, if quite uniform in its nature, presented an irregular 

surface in the southern part of the development site. From the northern boundary (approx 16m 

AOD) the slope of the Mercia mudstone was easily followed to about 13.50m AOD where 

evidence of colluvium-filled undulations in the geological surface made the determination of 

the depth of machining work difficult to judge (Plate 9). Areas A and B were under-machined 

with the larger excavator to avoid the destruction of the potential archaeological resource. The 

significant quantities of artefacts recovered from colluvial layers (Context 02) were planned at 

a scale of 1:200 and a number of possible features recorded (Fig 33). The necessity to rapidly 

release an east-west access road parallel to the southern edge of the development site below 

areas A and B and two other north-south strips (Fig 33) allowed the fine-tuning of the 

secondary machining down to the geological horizon (Context 03). In addition the excavation 

team were able to get used to the often subtle distinctions between the fill of the features and 

the base of the colluvium into which some were cut.  

 

4.1 Area A 

 

The area covered nearly 3,400 square metres in the south-east corner of Plot 2 (Figures 32 and 

33). It comprised a long rectangular band covering some 1,200 square metres located between 

two small earth bunds to the north and a main triangular area to the south. The southern area 

was delimited on its south, west and east sides by the contractor‟s access road. The area 

gently sloped toward the south from 12.60m to 10.50m AOD after mechanical cleaning. 

 

The results of the geophysical survey were poor with few potential archaeological features 

successfully imaged. A broad positive linear feature corresponding on its north-east side to a 

post-medieval field boundary ran westward in Area B and then returned to the south towards 

Plot 1. This possible field bank was still visible as a topographical feature during the 

surveying (see Dr T. Young 3.2 above, Figs 26 and 27). A slight penannular negative 

resistivity anomaly inside the field bank, tentatively interpreted as a ringditch, was not 

confirmed by the subsequent site stripping. 

 

The secondary machining of the area defined clearly the main focus of archaeological interest 

to the north-western corner of the southern area and to the western edge of the northern area. 

The archaeological features were sometime recognized in the lower horizon of the colluvium 

by a distinct fill colour but more often when the geological horizon was reached and the edges 

of cuts features became evident. An area of just over 100 square metres was reserved for hand 

excavation when the secondary machining uncovered the upper layer of a stony surface with 

domestic artefacts. All the cut features have been fully excavated and recorded. Often when 

excavating in rural conditions, the lack of vertical stratigraphy and the scarcity of diagnostic 

artefacts hinder attempts to produce a chronology for the excavated features. Here, however, 

using a combination of good observations, field evidence for the relative chronology of the 

cut features and an input from artefact studies, it is possible to propose a phasing for the 

excavated features.  

 

The majority of the features excavated in area A can be divided into three broad chronological 

groups: Mesolithic to Bronze Age, Iron Age and Roman. The other features are described in a 

fourth section entitled „undated features‟ 

 



4.1.1 Mesolithic to Bronze Age  

 

The topsoiling produced a small assemblage of struck lithics. Despite being unstratified 

several pieces are diagnostic of the Mesolithic and Neolithic period, while others indicative of 

activities later in the Neolithic period and into the Bronze Age (see Dr A Pannett 5.4 below). 

Other struck lithics were recovered in the excavations of the Iron Age features and are likely 

to be residual, probably deriving from the contemporary topsoil and incorporated accidentally 

in a feature‟s fill. These artefacts are not evidence for activities occurring in situ but indicate a 

previous (disturbed) occupation of the area. 

 

Only one feature seemed to be clearly attributable to this period. The ditch context 58 (Figs 

34, 35, Plates 10 and 11) ran on the western edge of the area and followed a south-east to 

north-west course for nearly 25m and terminated. A 7.5m-long section of the same ditch 

(Contexts 07 and 10) was excavated during clearance for the access road at the start of the 

north-south access spur dividing areas A and B (Figs 33, 35, Plate 12). Another section 

(Context 174, 177, 182, 189) was also recorded after excavation in the south-east corner of 

area B (Figs 59, 65, Plates 43, 44). The box-sections (Fig 36, sections 3 and 4) in the access 

road part of the ditch shows that it was cut in the colluvium 02. Its primary fill (Context 08) 

was subsequently re-cut (Context 10) and filled by a dark brown clayey soil (Context 9). The 

later cut halved the width of the ditch, sharpening the slope of the side but maintaining a fairly 

flat base. It then reverted to a wider ditch with an imperceptible break of slope toward the 

north. It remained consistent until it terminated (Fig 37, sections 24 and 25, Fig 38, section 

83). The fill 09 was the primary deposit and also remained consistent. The ditch was isolated 

from other features for most of its length and the only elements of relative chronology were 

recorded in its terminal northern section. The ditch was overlain by the Roman road and cut 

by the Iron Age ditches and gullies (Fig 34). Its fills (Contexts 09 and 59) produced only four 

unidentifiable sherds of pottery and 10 flint flakes or tools attributed to the Mesolithic or early 

Neolithic period (see Dr A Pannett 5.4 below). The section of the ditch in Area B was dated 

from the Bronze Age (see 4.2.2 below) and it is likely that the artefacts in this section of the 

ditch were residual. Interpretation of the ditch is still hypothetical but it could form part of a 

Bronze Age enclosure or field boundary. 

 

A small gully 7m long roughly orientated north–south was recorded to the east of the ditch 59 

(Figs 34 and 37 section 77) and may also be attributed to this period. Its fill produced no 

artefacts but it was cut by three features attributed to the earlier phase of the Iron Age 

occupation and by the flanking ditch 62 of the Roman road. 

 

 

4.1.2 Iron Age  
 

Most of the features excavated in Area A belonged to this wide chronological period. They 

were concentrated in around 800 square metres in the north-western part of the area (Fig 34, 

Plate 13) and comprised several ditches and gullies, postholes or pits. At least three phases 

can be distinguished with a possible fourth. The phasing evidence is mainly derived from the 

relative chronology and the morphology of the features where they could be observed. The 

similarity of the fills of the ditches and gullies complicated the distinction between the 

features when they overlapped or merged. 

 

The group of ditches, contexts 47, 66, 68, 87, 90, 98, delimit a two-phased rectangular zone. 

The initial rectangular feature is formed by the ditches represented by contexts 47, 68, 90 and 

measures close to 14m by 22m. The morphology of the ditches is similar; flat base with 



gradual break of slope and a surviving depth of 0.20m to 0.30m (Fig 39 sections 63 and 64, 

Fig 40 sections 32, 33, 57, 59 and 61, Fig 41 sections 75 and 76, Plates 14 and 15). Ditches 47 

and 68 delimit a rectangular space on three sides completed by a northern side formed by the 

ditch 90. Four postholes seem to links ditches 47 and 90 to the west and could be interpreted 

as a gate. No closing structure could be identified to the east where a later Iron Age ditch cut 

across the north-east section of ditch 68. It is possible that the sides of a gate were positioned 

in the eastern terminal of ditch 90 and in the opposite section of the ditch 68, closing the 

north-western corner of the small enclosure. The fills of the ditches (Contexts 48, 69 and 91) 

are also similar. They are composed of a single red-brown deposit resembling the geology 

containing pottery sherds, animal bones and stones. A nearly complete vessel was found in its 

northern terminal (Plate 16, Fig 99 No 34) and provisionally dated to the 1st century BC to 

mid-1st century AD. In the same context (48) were a sherd of South Western Decorated Ware 

attributed to the 2nd to 1st century BC (Fig 97 No 3) and a S-shaped wide-mouthed bowl (Fig 

99 No 35) reminiscent of forms known from 1st-century BC assemblages in Northern France. 

No diagnostic sherd was recovered from ditch 90 but the fabric range is comparable to the 

other ditches (see J. Deacon and J. Horák 5.6 below). A fragment of an upper stone of a small 

beehive hand mill (Fig 95 No 8) was also found in the fill of the ditch 47. 

 

Inside the small enclosure, a rectangular structure also orientated east-west was defined by the 

ditches 66, 87 and 98 (Fig 34). The ditch 87 respects the course of the western section of ditch 

47 and returned at a near right-angle to the east (ditch 98). It continues on an eastward course, 

parallel to the southern ditch for nearly 15m and terminated on the same alignment as ditch 

90. In the south, the ditch 87 was re-cut through most of central section of ditch 47/68, 

leaving only the remains of its northern edge (Plate 15). To the east it probably also re-cut the 

northern end of ditch 68 before taking a slightly wider course in the south-east corner (Plate 

17) of the original enclosure. The morphology of the ditches is different from those in the first 

phase structure. The profile of the south, west and, to a lesser degree, the east section was 

tapered and rounded (Fig 40 sections 57 and 61), gradually transforming into a flatter wider 

base in the northern section (Fig 39 sections 63 and 64, Fig 40 section 47, Fig 42 sections 58 

and 62, Plate 18, 19). The depth was greater in the north and south central section than that of 

the earlier phased ditches. The fill was of similar nature but there is sporadic evidence of two 

layers in the south (Fig 40 section 57) and the north ditches (Fig 40 section 57). The artefact 

distribution is broadly similar to that of the earlier phase, with animal bones (mainly cattle, 

sheep and pigs) and pottery sherds forming the bulk of the finds. The age profiles of the bones 

suggest that meat, traction and wool were the important considerations in the animal 

husbandry. The butchery pattern, with its emphasis on knife cuts and disarticulation at joints, 

is comparable with than seen in Iron Age assemblages from elsewhere in southern Britain (see 

A. Powell and Dr J. Mulville 5.9 below).  

A wider range of pottery fabrics was recorded in the second-phase assemblage, notably the 

appearance of three fabrics of Severn Valley ware dated from the pre-conquest period to the 

2nd century AD (see J. Deacon and J. Horák 5.6 below). 

 

The interior of the phase II structure was occupied by laid stone surfaces (Context 136 and 

150) of which nearly 70 square metres had survived in a slight depression in the natural 

ground (Figs 43 and 44, Plates 20 and 21). The floors, a rare occurrence on such sites, were 

confined to the area delineated by the phase II ditches. The upper layer overlay the northern 

side of the central section of the phase I ditch 47/68 but did not continue as far as the south 

side of the ditch 66/87. To the west and to the east the irregular edges of the stone indicate 

natural erosion due to human activities such as ploughing. The upper floor 150 was 

principally made of pebble-sized hard and soft sandstones with a lower proportion of 

limestone, quartzite and rare conglomerate stones. The stone was probably collected from 



ancient river terraces or from older ice-transported material deposited in the vicinity of the 

site (see C.-M Berry 5.2 below). The stones were mixed into the red mudstone or the upper 

layer of the light brown silty loam (Context 135) covering the stone layer 136 (Plate 21). The 

lower floor 136 was badly preserved and only recorded in patches in the south-east corner (B1 

to D5); its content was comparable to that of 150 (Fig 45).  

 

The excavation of the floor surfaces, but mainly of the upper one (Context 50/150) also 

produced a large amount of environmental data. Some 70 samples were processed using 

standard flotation techniques and have been analysed (see C.J. Griffiths 5.1 below). The plant 

remains from the Iron Age floor were sparse in quantity but the spatial representation of 

domestic waste contemporary with the use of the floor was provided. The most common plant 

remains present in the majority of the samples are wheat grain (Triticum sp.) with smaller 

quantites of emmer/spelt wheat and barley. Weed seed usually associated with disturbed 

ground typical of arable agriculture were also identified: they may have been harvested with 

the arable crop as weeds of cultivation. Seeds associated with grassy areas and with damp 

grassland also occur. These clearly indicate evidence of both arable and pastoral agricultural 

activity and confirm the interpretation of the animal bones analysis. Numerous fragments of 

animal bones, pottery and iron smelting / smithing residue were recovered (Fig 46) 

reinforcing the domestic nature of the floor. 

 

In addition to the analysis of the samples from the floor for archaeobotanical remains, two 

charcoal fragments were submitted from squares E5 and B1 for the purpose of AMS dating. 

The samples were processed by Beta Analytic Radiocarbon Dating Laboratory, Miami, USA 

and returned two close dates: 

 

Context 150/B1 

Reference number: Beta-251013 

Measured radiocarbon Age: 2170 ± 40 BP 

13C/12C ratio: -24.7.0 o/oo 

2 Sigma calibration: Cal BC 370–100 (cal BP 2320–2050)  

 

Context 150/E5 

Reference number: Beta-251014 

Measured radiocarbon Age: 2160 ± 40 BP 

13C/12C ratio: -28.1 o/oo 

2 Sigma calibration: Cal BC 340–320 (cal BP 2290–2270) and Cal BC 210–40 Cal BP 2160–

1990) 

 

As the two dates are clearly in the late middle Iron Age to early late Iron Age they are at odds  

with the conclusions drawn from the pottery analysis. The systematic analysis of the pottery 

sherds recovered attempted a chronological grouping based on the site chronology (see J. 

Deacon and J. Horák 5.6 below). A number of discrepancies between the proposed date of 

certain fabric groups and the site chronology have become evident. The discordance between 

the two C14 dates from the second phase floor surface 150 and the date of the fabric group is 

the best example. This apparent conflict could prompt a revisit to the assumed dating of the 

late Iron-Age and pre-conquest ceramics in Wales, particularly south-east Wales. 

 

A series of shallow cuts features were excavated at the periphery of the rectangular structure 

(Fig 34, Contexts 94, 108, 110, 112, 114,119, 121, 123, 125, 128, 129,138) and below the 

lower floor surface (Figs 34 and 47, Contexts 140, 142, 144, 146, 148, 153, 155, 161, 163, 

165, 169). The principal common morphological characteristic is their relative shallowness 



(Figs 40 and 48, Plates 23 and 24) and the presence of the remains of the lower course of an 

internal stone packing (Plates 25 to 27) confirmed their interpretation as postholes. The larger 

feature 94, located to the south of the rectangular structure, produced several pieces of animal 

bone and the feature should probably be classified as pit Their tight distribution in and around 

the rectangular structure seems to indicate that they could be related to it but the discovery of 

some of them below the lower floor surface 136 supports the possibility that some of them 

belong to an earlier phase of the structure or to an earlier structure. The fill of these features is 

composed of a single layer of light brown clayey soil but with occasional flecks of charcoal 

and rare artefacts. The posthole 138, located to the south of the rectangular structure (Plate 

28) yielded 17 pottery sherds dating from the 3rd century BC to the 1st century AD (Fig 97No 

4, 5 and 6).  

 

One of the cut features stood out because of its size and depth. Located below the lower floor 

surface the large cut feature 169 (Figs 34 and 49, Plate 29) contained several layers of 

backfill. Its stratigraphy shows a stone packing (Context 173, Plate 30) at the base and on the 

side of the features. Two layers of re-deposited cut material (Contexts 185 and 172) fill the 

cut. A thin layer of compacted stone (Context 171) seems to have sunk in with the upper layer 

of the fill 185 and have later been levelled by the addition of a layer of brownish–red light 

clay (Context 170). The pottery sherds recovered from the levelling layer 170 are all of the 

earliest fabric types (C2, C3, C4) dating from the middle Iron Age to the 1st century AD.  

The post pipe defined by the stone packing was wide enough to accommodate a post of up to 

0.5m in diameter located in a central position in the rectangular structure. The absence of a 

void in the stone layer 171 suggests that the post had been removed before the installation of 

the stones. This could confirm that this feature and probably the other one found below the 

floor belong to an earlier Iron Age phase, preceding the two phases of the rectangular 

structure and of the rectangular enclosure It is so far difficult to associate the postholes and 

pits with a structure of any particular shape and size (Fig 50); alignments of postholes can be 

drawn but the detailed architecture of the structure and its function remain uncertain. 

 

The final phase of Iron Age occupation is represented by a ditch (51) orientated north-west to 

south-east (Fig 34, Plate 31). It cut through the earlier ditches 66 and 68 and terminated to the 

north of the ditch 90, narrowly missing its terminal. The rounded profile was constant from 

east to west where the ditch had lost some of its depth due to erosion (Fig 51 sections 30, 31, 

34, 35). Its single fill produces six struck pieces of flints and several fragments of late Iron 

Age pottery (Fig98 No 21, Fig 99 No 38). The absence of silting like that in all the other 

ditches indicates that the ditch was not left open; it is thought that it probably contained a 

series of wooden posts. The flints were dated from the late Mesolithic or early Neolithic but 

are likely to be residual and have been integrated into the fill of the ditch with the backfilling 

material. Its stratigraphic relationship with the rectangular structures places it in the latest 

phase of the Iron Age occupation, while its function also remains uncertain.  

 

The shallowness of the excavated features illustrates the deleterious effect of the natural and 

anthropogenic erosion on the archaeological resource. Other similar features could readily 

have been eroded away thus making the interpretation of the surviving features more complex 

and difficult: interpretation has been limited to the evidence in the ground. 

 

An overall examination of the Iron Age features in Area A confirmed the division into four 

distinct phases. The earliest was a structure with timber posts set in the ground (Fig 52). This 

was replaced when removed or ruined to make room for a small rectangular enclosure. The 

third phase is marked by the construction of a rectangular structure within and over part of the 

enclosure. Two layers of stone floor were also constructed during this phase of enclosure. The 



northern ditch 51 is attributed to last phase of the Iron Age occupation but it could also be part 

of the third, perhaps replacing the rectangular enclosure and possibly delimiting with other 

features beyond the excavated area a larger space around the rectangular structure. 

 

The phase III structure has not yet been categorised. The use of the term „house‟ has been 

resisted despite the clear evidence of domestic activities in the floor material. Architecturally 

buildings of this size and shape are known in continental Europe (Audouze-Büchsenschütz 

1991, 56-84) but the tradition in the British Isles during the Bronze Age and particularly the 

Iron Age is the round house. Iron Age rectangular buildings in the British Isles were usually 

interpreted as temples (Audouze-Büchsenschütz 1991, 74) but in this case the evidence points 

to domestic activity rather than ritual deposits. Recent excavations on the shore of the river 

Severn in the 1990s uncovered some notable exceptions to this accepted model. A group of 

middle Bronze Age buildings was recorded at Redwick. They produced evidence of human 

domestic activity of very small scale and probably of limited duration (Bell 2001, 99-117). 

Eight unenclosed rectangular timber building of early Iron Age to early Roman date have 

been uncovered on the Caldicot Level (Bell et al. 2000, Locock et al. 2000). Environmental 

analysis of floor layers and internal layout seems to indicate that they were used as cattle 

byres rather than for domestic use.  

 

The architectural details of the Newhouse structure remain difficult to establish but it is 

probable that the ditch delineating the structures held a set a posts as in the ring-groove timber 

house. A close-set row of posts would be capable of supporting a large roof. The entrance 

could have been placed in the north-east corner of the building and coincide with the terminus 

of the northern ditch. There is no evidence for partitions dividing the space into livestock and 

human zones and there is a shortage of environmental data to suggest its use as a byre. The 

building was built during the late Iron Age but there is not evidence to establish its life span. 

The absence of clearly Roman or Romano-British pottery could nevertheless indicate a fairly 

short existence but long enough to necessitate the construction of two floors. The question 

whether this was a permanent or short-term occupation cannot be resolved with certainty. The 

two stone floors may indicate a permanent occupation on a site far enough from the river‟s 

edge to avoid episodes of flooding. 

 

 

4.1.3 The Roman period 

 

The only feature of Roman date was the remains of a narrow metalled surface (Context 70) 

orientated south-east to north-west and flanked by one or two gullies at its eastern end (Fig 

34, Plate 32). The feature is interpreted as a local Roman road (Context 53). The structure was 

badly preserved at its eastern end, but more discernible toward the north-west where it 

consisted of a single layer of compacted small rounded pebbles 2.5m wide bordered on its 

eastern side by a row of limestone blocks (Context 71, Figs 53 and 54, Plate 33). In the 

northern section of the road, the concave metalled surface 70 was well preserved and the 

impressions of cart ruts visible on the western edge (Fig 55). After excavation a small gully 

was uncovered below the kerbstones 71. The eastern flanking ditches of the road (Contexts 62 

and 85) seemed to respect and avoid the earlier Iron Age rectangular enclosure. This could 

indicate that the road followed and reused an Iron Age or even older track possibly leading to 

the river edge. Pottery sherds of BB1 excavated from the fill of the flanking ditch 62 (Context 

63) provided a date between the late 3rd to 4th century AD. It also suggests that the road was 

still in use until that time. The road continued toward the north and a further length was 

excavated in Area C (see 4.3.2 below). 

 



 

4.1.4 Undated features 

 

After the first phase of top soil stripping a small number of discrete and difficult-to-define 

linear features were recorded. To the south-east of the Iron Age rectangular features 15m of a 

2.5m to 3m wide linear feature (Context 389) were followed (Fig 33). The fill was composed 

of a light yellow-brown sandy soil (Context 390) and contrasted well with the subsoil/alluvial 

02. The feature was rapidly sampled before further machine excavation of the area and shown 

to be very shallow, resembling a deposited soil rather than a cut and fill feature. It was then 

tentatively associated with the remains of the large square enclosure or field boundary 

detected by the geophysical survey (see Dr T. Young 3.2 above, Fig 26). The excavations 

have produced few finds. Two pieces of flint and one iron axe fragment (Fig 103 No 78), 

possibly of Iron Age date, were recovered from the sandy soil 389. It is likely that these 

artefacts were dug up with the material forming the undated boundary and are a secondary 

deposit.  

 

To the east of the section of the Roman road (Fig 56) a small gully (Context 72) orientated 

east–west was recorded and partially excavated. It is 10m long and only 0.30m to 0.40m wide 

(Fig 55, sections 36 and 37) and was filled by a single layer of dark brown silty soil. No finds 

were recovered. 

 

On the western side of the Roman road another linear feature (Context 45, Fig 56) orientated 

south-west to north-east was observed and partially excavated. Its extent was approximately 

recorded as its edges were not clearly defined and the nature and colour of the fill were barely 

distinguishable from the natural horizon (Fig 57). The excavated section show an 

asymmetrical profile filled by a single layer of red-brown clay with frequent manganese 

flecks (context 46, Fig 58 section 20). No finds were recovered. 

 

Towards the south-east of linear feature 45, a large circular pit (Context 43) was also partially 

excavated (Fig 57). It presented an asymmetrical profile (Fig 58, section 21, Plate 34) and was 

filled by a single layer of light brown soil from which two abraded and undiagnostic sherds in 

VQG1 fabric were recovered. 

 

 

4.2 Area B 

 

Area B was the second largest covering some 5,600 square metres and was located in the 

south-west corner of Plot 2 (Fig 32, Plate 35). As with area A, it was split in two with a 

smaller narrow band orientated east–west located below the electric power line to the north of 

the main area. The main area was delimited on its south and east sides by the contractor‟s 

access road and by the earth bund on its west side. The area gently slopes toward the south-

west from 11.25m in the „underwire‟ strip to 8.90m AOD in the south west corner after 

mechanical cleaning. 

 

The results of the resistivity survey in Area B imaged the grubbed-out hedge line to the west 

and resistivity lows were confirmed by excavation to be modern land drains (see Dr T. Young 

3.2 above, Figs 26 and 27). The broad post-medieval field boundary described in Area A 

continues toward the west and returns to the south before the hearth bund. It seem to coincide 

from the east side of Area B with a narrow band of lighter soil (Contexts 246/249) merging to 

the west with a wider linear feature (Contexts 252/260) orientated north-south flanked by two 

lines of gravel (Fig 59) 



 

During topsoil removal a number of finds, mainly lithic, were recorded (Fig 33) and several 

linear cut features, postholes and pits were detected during the secondary machining of the 

area. All the cut features have been fully excavated and recorded. The density of features is 

less than in Area A and the absence, in the majority of cases, of relative chronology made 

difficult the phasing of the features. The spatial distribution of the excavated features 

provided a useful and convenient framework for their study. The majority of the cut features 

produced no artefacts and only their association with other features provided clues for their 

interpretation and date. 

 

The features excavated in area B can be divided into two broad chronological groups: 

Mesolithic to Bronze Age and Bronze Age. No features could be attributed with certainty to 

the Iron Age or the Roman period 

 

 

4.2.1 The Mesolithic to Bronze Age period 

 

One hundred and seventy-one worked lithic artefacts were found in Area B (see Dr. A. 

Pannett 5.4 below). The range of tools identified includes microliths, scrapers, bifacial knife 

fragments, a barbed and tanged arrowhead and polished and unpolished stone axes. The 

artefacts date from the Mesolithic to the early Bronze Age. The majority of these (92%) was 

found below the topsoil, in the subsoil or colluvium (02) during the two phases of mechanical 

stripping. Only thirteen struck lithics were associated with features but in most cases as they 

were singletons they could have become incorporated into later features. Faced with an 

assemblage modest by size in term of prehistoric lithic assemblages, yet spanning 3–4000 

years, it was necessary to attempt to extract as much information as possible from it. Even if 

its relationship to the cut features was also tenuous, the spatial distribution of the assemblage 

could reveal concentrations indicating foci of activity or occupation. The distribution of, the 

finds plotted after the first mechanical stripping showed a concentration of the artefacts in a 

band 15m wide in the west of the area with a void in the north and the east (Fig 33). The same 

distribution plan transposed over the plan of the features recorded after the second mechanical 

cleaning of the area showed that they were concentrated in the wide linear band orientated 

north–south and flanked by two lines of gravel (Fig 60). Only a few finds were recorded in 

the internal space delineated by the field boundary or outside it to the east and north. The 

clear association of the linear feature and the prehistoric struck lithics was not without 

problems, however, as the linear feature was thought to be of post-medieval date. It is 

considered possible that the artefacts originated from the fill of a large prehistoric feature like 

a long barrow or a cursus.  

 

Two sections (Fig 61, sections 130 and 131) were excavated across the linear feature to try to 

ascertain its nature and function. Both were cut by hand and reached the natural Mercian 

mudstone (Context 251). Section 130 was excavated on the east side of the linear feature and 

cut through it on a north-north-west to south-south-east orientation (Plates 36 and 37). The 

section revealed that a number of features (Fig 61, section 130, contexts 256 and 257) cut the 

natural substratum 251 and its upper layer 253. Both contained a single fill with few 

inclusions from which no finds were recovered. These features were overlain and sealed by 

the upper layer of pale brown sandy clay with frequent small stones 252. The east-west 

section 131 (Fig 61) was excavated at right-angles from the southern end of section 130. It cut 

through the linear feature 252/260 and continued to the western edge of the excavation area 

(Plates 38 and 39). No cut features were recorded in section but the geological horizon 267 

shows a sharp break at around 12m to the west and formed a possible ditch or quarry feature 



2.80m wide (Context 391). The natural horizon is overlain by a series of red-brown to dark 

brown deposits with frequent charcoal flecks and stone inclusions (Contexts 261 to 266) 

sealed by the upper layer of grey brown sandy soil 260 (equivalent to 252). To the west of the 

possible ditch 391 a small band of dark brown clay (Context 265) was interpreted as a turf 

line buried below the banked deposit 264. The two bands of gravel flanking the linear 

252/260 did not show in section as individual features nor do they resemble the metalled 

surface excavated as the Roman road. In the opposite section a V-shaped feature cut through 

layer 261 was interpreted as a posthole or a rammed stakehole (Fig 62 section 132, Plate 40). 

The two sections failed to provide conclusive evidence for the re-interpretation of the linear 

feature as prehistoric. The general profile of the feature in section 131 suggests a bank was 

formed to the east of the step in the geological horizon and was tentatively interpreted as a 

ditch. The banked material was possibly deposited over a topsoil layer (265) and may have 

delimited the western edge of the field boundary. The upper layers 252 and 260 seem to be 

contained by the edge of the gravel line which petered away on the north end of section 130 

and to the west of section 131 even if it may have been slightly over-machined (Fig 61). This 

upper layer could be interpreted as the remains of the banked material that were spread inside 

and outside the field boundary when and after the bank was taken down. The concentration in 

the upper layer of the linear feature of finds spanning several thousand years can then be 

explained by the nature of the deposit. The bank was formed with soil overlying one or 

several prehistoric sites in the close vicinity of the field boundary. The presence of a bank 

could also explain the presence of small concentrations of struck lithics on the edge of the 

field boundary where it acted as a barrier. The gravel bands are not visible as a feature in the 

east-west section 131 and it is likely that they were the product of a natural formation rather 

than an anthropogenic feature. 

 

The east-west linear feature 246/249 was also sampled in two different places (Figs 59 and 

63, plates 41 and 42). The sections were similar and showed a depression 2.5m to 3m wide in 

the natural horizon filled by a layer of disturbed natural with frequent manganese flecks and 

small pebbles (Context 247) overlain by a layer of yellow-brown sandy soil (Context 246) 

similar to the upper layers 252 and 260 excavated in the north–south section of the field 

boundary. The upper layer was only visible as a series of discrete linear spreads and suggests 

either the ultimate basal deposits or the marks of plough furrows through the remains of the 

upper deposits.  No finds were recovered from the sections but twelve struck lihics including 

a Mesolithic scraper and a broken barbed and tanged arrowhead (see Dr A. Pannett 5.4, 

below) were recorded on its surface after the second mechanical cleaning. The linear feature 

is the eastern continuation of the banked field boundary – although not as well preserved its 

general morphology is identical. 

 

Dating evidence for the field boundary is scarce and only its stratigraphic position above the 

Iron Age and Roman features suggest a medieval or post-medieval date. All the struck lithics 

are in secondary positions in the material used for the construction of the boundary bank and 

suggest occupation of this area from the late Mesolithic to the Bronze Age. 

 

 

4.2.2 The Bronze Age 

 

Only a small linear features located in the south-east corner of the area can be associated with 

this period. It consisted of a section of a ditch 16.5m long orientated south-south-west to 

north-north-east (Figs 59 and 65). This ditch is the southern continuation of ditch 58 recorded 

in the south–west part of area A and thought to date from the late Mesolithic or early 

Neolithic period (see Dr A. Pannett 5.4 below). It was excavated in four sections and was 



unwisely given four different context numbers for its cut (174, 177, 782, 189), four sets of 

context number for its lower fill (175, 179, 183, 190) and four sets of context numbers for its 

upper fill (176,178, 184, 191). The ditch profile varied from a rounded profile with a flat base 

to the south (Plate 43) to an asymmetric V shape with a flat base to the north (Plate 44) where 

it was better preserved (Fig 66 sections 101, 102, 103, 105). Its width and depth also 

increased toward the north due to better preservation. The ditch was filled with two deposits 

that remained consistent in nature and composition over its whole length. The lower fill was 

compact red-brown silty clay with occasional small charcoal inclusions – possibly a 

redeposited geological horizon. The upper is more organic and was a brown less compact 

layer with frequent stones and charcoal inclusions. Six sherds of middle Bronze Age pottery 

(Fig 97 No 2) were recovered from the upper fill and provided a useful terminus post quem 

for the feature. The section previously excavated in Area A (see 4.1.1a above) was tentatively 

dated from the struck lithic assemblage to the late Mesolithic or early Neolithic. The presence 

of Bronze Age pottery in the ditch fill suggests that the lithics were incorporated into the fill 

at a later date or that a re-appraisal of the flint assemblage might be necessary. 

 

The ditch was cut by two undated postholes or pits (Fig 65, contexts 180, 186, 192). 

 

 

4.2.3 Undated features 

 

Most of the other features excavated in Area B could not be clearly attributed to a specific 

period due to the absence or rarity of finds associated with them. 

 

Two groups of cut features can be distinguished because of their geographical location in the 

area (Fig 59). One was located inside the post-medieval field boundary in its south east 

corner. The other occupies the northern edge of the area (Fig 59) and incorporates the narrow 

band under the electric wire (Fig 67). 

 

The southern group of features will be described from the south-east to the south-west and 

from the south to the north. Overlaying the ditch 174, were two sub-circular features 

(Contexts 180 and 192) of similar dimension with two others recorded immediately to the east 

of the ditch (Context 18 and 216). Features 174, 180 and 192 (Fig 65) are similar with a 

diameter of 0.80m to 0.90m and were characterised by an upper fill of brown silty clay with 

frequent large to medium stones (Fig 66, sections 102, 104 and 105, Plate 45 ) . No artefacts 

were recovered from their fills and they were interpreted as possible postholes with stone 

packing or small pits. The fourth feature (Fig 66, context 210) was only 0.50m in diameter 

and 0.10m deep. It contained a single fill of compact mid-brown to grey-blue clay with 

charcoal and manganese flecks (Fig 62, section 117, Plate 46). No artefacts were recovered 

and this was thought to have possibly been a shrub hole. 

 

To the east of this first group an alignment of four irregular cut features orientated north-east 

to south-west was recorded (Fig 59, contexts 218, 220, 222 and 224). They presented a 

roughly teardrop or sub-circular shape in plan (Plates 47 and 48) and were all less than 0.25m 

deep. Their fill was also similar and consisted of fairly compact red-brown clay with 

occasional charcoal flecks (Fig 62, sections 116, 118, 119 and 120). No artefacts were 

recovered from this group.  

 

West of this alignment and to the south-eastern end of the field boundary 252/260 a narrow 

shallow linear feature (Context 285) and a sub-circular cut feature (Context 289) were 

excavated (Fig 59). The gully presented a U-shaped profile containing a single fill (Context 



286) of yellow-brown silty clay quite similar to the upper fill of the field boundary (Fig 68, 

sections 141 and 142). Its recorded depth was 0.06m to 010m and its width 0.50m. The 

adjoining sub-circular cut feature (Context 289) was also shallow and filled with a similar 

yellow-brown deposit with occasional stones (Context 290, Fig 68, section 143, Plate 49).  

 

No finds were recovered but the similarity of the fill material to that of the field boundary 

could indicate that they were cut from above the spread of the banked soil and post-date the 

demolition of the boundary. The relative shallowness of the feature and the apparent irregular 

termination seems to support the idea that they were cut from a higher level and may not have 

cut through the geology. 

 

North of the western end of the southern alignment another irregular shallow cut feature (Fig 

59, context 227) with a single fill and no dating material (Fig 62, section 121, Plate 50)was 

excavated. North of the last features a large cut feature was detected (Fig 59, context 229). It 

was a 4.30m wide by 4.50m long sub-circular cut showing on the surface a crescent shaped 

arc of different fill (Contexts 230 and 231). One quadrant of the feature was excavated and 

recorded in two phases. The two fills were visible during the first phase of excavations but 

could not be found during the second, possibly because of the extreme dryness of the soil at 

the time (Fig 64, section 122, Fig 69 sections 144 and 145). The feature was excavated to the 

top of the geology to a depth of 0.60m (Plate 51) but no finds were recovered. This was 

tentatively interpreted as a tree hole, the brown soil layer 231 dragged down during the 

removal of the tree. 

 

To the north of the tree hole 229 the second alignment of cut feature is orientated east-west 

(Fig 59). It is composed of seven small pit-like features (contexts 232, 234, 236, 238, 279, 

281, 283) less than 1m in diameter and all but one less that 0.20m deep (Context 283). They 

were all filled with the same single layer of brown or red-brown clay (Fig 62 sections 123 to 

126, Fig 68, sections 138 to 140, Plate 52). The feature Context 283 is slightly detached from 

the alignment and is deeper that the others. It had a distinctive asymmetrical profile (Fig 68, 

section 140, Plate 53) and may not be part of this alignment. Again no artefacts were 

recovered from the features but the general morphology of the alignment is similar to the one 

recorded to the south.  

 

To the north of the central alignment a group of five cut features were recorded south of the 

east-west section of the field boundary (Fig 59, contexts 269, 275, 277 271 and 243). Three of 

them (Context 269, 275 and 277) seemed to form another line orientated south-west to north-

east. All are again very similar with diameters ranging between 0.60m to 0.87m and depths of 

between 0.11m and 0.20m. They were all filled with similar brown sandy clay and had similar 

profiles (Fig 68, sections 133 to 137, Plates 54 and 55). No finds were recovered but the 

morphological similarities with the other two alignments are evident. It is likely then that the 

three alignments are of the same phase. Their relative shallowness could also indicate that 

they were cut from a high level or that cutting deeply into the solid geology was not 

necessary. This could possibly indicate the planting of hedges or fencing as part of a possible 

post-medieval managed landscape. 

 

Further north from the latest alignment and close to the northern edge of the area, south of the 

band below the electric wire, another small cluster of cut features was located. The ten cut 

features can be morphologically divided into two groups. The small features (Fig 59, contexts 

202, 211, 205, 209 and 240, Plate 56) were generally sub-circular in plan and less than 1m in 

diameter. Feature 202 appeared to be linear but its figure-of-eight shape suggests that it may 

have been formed by the merging of two small circular features. Three of them were less that 



0.20m deep with wide flat bases (Fig 66, sections 110, 111, 113); the other two Context 211 

and 240) were deeper and narrower with tapered pointed bases or a blunted point base (Fig 

66, sections 115, 127). They contained a single fill of compact red brown clay with occasional 

small stones and pebbles; feature 240 had an upper layer of brown sandy clay that may have 

compacted on top of the feature. This upper material was similar to the banked material of the 

field boundary that overlay it. A single un-retouched flint flake of Mesolithic or early 

Neolithic date was recovered from the lower fill of feature 240 (see Dr A. Pannett, 5.4 

below). 

 

The second group is composed of the larger features, usually sub-circular. They were over 1m 

wide or in diameter and most of them over 1.50m (Fig 59, contexts 195, 197, 200, 207 and 

213, Plate 57). Their depths ranged from 0.18m to 0.42m and they contained one or two fills 

with small to medium stone inclusions (Fig 62, sections 112, 114, Fig 66, section 107, 108 

and 109). The upper fill of feature 197 (Fig 66, section 109) and 213 (Fig 62, section 114) 

seems to have re-cut the primary fill and it could mark the position of an uprooted shrub or 

small tree. Two un-retouched flint flakes of Mesolithic or early Neolithic date were recovered 

from the single fill of feature 195 and 201 (see Dr A. Pannett, 5.4 below).  

 

It is again difficult to discern any clear organisation within this group of features. There is no 

real evidence for stone packing in any of these features and their fill is too clean to see them 

as refuse pits.  Two of the larger features are possible shrub or tree holes while the others 

could be quarry pits. The smaller shallower features seem to be randomly located and can 

only be described as the ultimate remains of all-but-removed non-datable cut features. The 

tapered pointed feature 240 may be a rammed stakehole but the single flint flake is not 

securely dateable. 

 

Following the removing of the overhead electric cable and the disconnection of a water pipe 

running across the reserved band, the area below the north and south bund was mechanically 

stripped and its central area cleaned to archaeological standards. A number of large sub-

rectangular or sub-circular cut features were defined and sampled (Fig 67, contexts 347, 351, 

353, 356, 358, 360, 369, 371). Two smaller ones were also recorded and excavated on the 

southern edge of the area (Fig 67, contexts 364, 366). One had a rounded shallow profile (Fig 

70, section 167), while the other was deeper with near-vertical sides and a flat base (Fig 70, 

section 162). It was thought to have contained a wooden post or stake and that context 368 

was its remains (Plate 58). The sub-circular features (Context 347, 353, 362) were more 

varied in shape and profile. Their dimensions ranged from 0.80m to 1.80m wide and 1.45m to 

3m long and they were filled by a single grey-brown deposit (Fig 70, sections 164 and 166) or 

showed a secondary fill re-cutting the primary (Fig 70, sections 159, Plate 59). This last and 

later feature was thought to be the result of felling a small tree. 

 

The sub-rectangular features (Contexts 351, 356, 358, 360, 369, 371) were more regular in 

shape and plan but their orientation seemed not to follow any particular direction. Their 

dimensions varied from 0.80m to 2.50m wide to 2.50m to 5.10m long. The greater width of 

feature 369 may be the result of being re-cut by two smaller features. Their profiles are 

diverse with several asymmetrical ones (Fig 70, section 163, 160, 165, 161, Fig 69, sections 

169, 168) and the depths recorded were between 0.07m to 0.53m. Feature 351 has a re-cut 

primary fill (Plate 60) but could have been over-cut (as was feature 353) during excavation as 

the nature of the lower fill (very compact red clay) suggests. The feature was probably 

narrower and limited to its centre fill. The fills were nearly all similar and composed of 

greyish-brown silty clay with occasional stones and charcoal flecks (Plate 61) and noticeably 

different from other fill layers excavated in the other part of Area B. No artefacts were 



recovered from the fills of this group of features. Their interpretation is also difficult. Some of 

the features may be the results of tree felling either during a clearing process or as part as 

landscape management. Others, principally the one with an asymmetrical profile could be the 

results of quarrying activities. The features do not seem to have any plan and they could have 

been dug over a long period of time. Their relative concentration may be the results of the 

constant occupation of the lower slopes of the dryland overlooking the wet and muddy 

Severn. 

 

 

4.3 Area C  

 

The largest of the four archaeological areas, Area C, covered the north-west corner of Plot 2 

and was just over 10,000 square metres (Figs 32 and 71). The southern edges were set against 

the small northern bund delimiting the northern extension of areas A and B. The slope was 

more accentuated toward the south-west and the alitidude diminished from 17.50m to 12.10m 

AOD. The area was defined as an archaeological area following the inconclusive results of the 

1995 (The manufacturers‟ village centre, Trench C, see M.W. Ponsford 2.3.2.1 above) and 

2002 (geological trial pits, fields 3 and 5, see M.W. Ponsford 2.3.2.1 above) evaluations and 

also because of its location on the high ground overlooking the wetland of the edge of the 

Severn. 

 

The geophysical survey did not cover this part of the site and as in the other areas the features 

were only detected after careful mechanical stripping. The north-south boundary between 

fields 3 and 5 (Fig 3) was clearly marked in the geology by a step 0.25 to 0.85m high. A silver 

shilling dated 1880 was found on the north-east edge of the area in the topsoil layer of the 

section. 

 

The mechanical stripping of the area produced a modest assemblage of struck lithics 

considering the surface involved. Although artefacts were found over the whole area, the 

concentration was, as might be expected, greater close to the archaeological features but 

artefacts were also recorded in areas where no features could be found, notably toward the 

north-west edge of the area at the foot of the mounding. This could indicate that other 

settlements had existed on the higher ground and also that medieval and later ploughing had 

contributed significantly to the disturbance and scattering of artefacts from their original 

locations.  

 

The thirteen pieces of flint were mostly found in the southern part of the area with a small 

concentration in the south-west. 

 

This coincided with the discovery of a cluster of cut features (Fig 71). To the west of this 

cluster, a section 25m long of the Roman road excavated in the northern part of Area A was 

uncovered (Fig 71). Excavation of the western group of features yielded the majority of the 

struck lithics in the area and these features are likely to be of prehistoric date. 

 

The features excavated in area C can be divided into two broad chronological groups: 

Mesolithic to Bronze Age and Roman. The other features are described in a fourth section 

entitled „undated features‟ 

 

 

 

 



4.3.1 Mesolithic to Neolithic 
 

The identified group of features occupied some 1000 square metres in the south-west of the 

area (Fig 72) and consisted of twelve features cut in the Mercia Mudstone. Four were medium 

to large sub-rectangular cuts (Contexts 29, 36, 39, 41) while the others were small circular or 

sub-circular ones (Contexts 13, 17, 18, 21, 23, 25, 31, 33). Four of the small features 

(Contexts 13, 17, 25, 33) seemed to form an alignment in the north-east corner. Features 13 

and 33 present a shallow concave profile between 0.10 and 0.20m deep. They were filled by a 

layer of dark brown to grey-brown clayey soil with occasional charcoal flecks (Fig 73, 

sections 9 and 10, Plate 62). The profile and depth of the cut 17 showed that it was a posthole 

possibly re-used to house two smaller posts as suggested by the double cut visible on plan 

(Fig 73, section 05, Plates 63 and 64). The profile of feature 25 was less characteristic (Fig 73, 

section 06, Plate 65) but it could also be interpreted as the base of a posthole. 

 

Three others small features were located close to the southern edge (Fig 72, contexts 18, 21, 

23). They had an oval-shaped plan, their widths ranging between 0.45m to 0.70m, their 

lengths from 0.66 to 1.05m and depths from 0.11m to 0.16m.They were all filled with a layer 

of grey clay with sometimes frequent charcoal inclusions (Fig 73, section 08, Fig 74, sections 

18 and 19, Plate 66). Feature 18 was re-cut, possibly to receive a post; the secondary fill 

(Context 19) was a grey-black clayey soil. No finds were recovered from these features. 

Another small feature (Context 31) was located15m north of the small features 21 and 23 (Fig 

72). It is sub-circular (0.80m by 1m) and was only 0.06m deep (Fig 73, section 13, Plate. It 

was filled by a single layer of mid-grey-brown to dark brown silty clay with charcoal 

inclusions, fine gravel and small stones (Plate 67). A small assemblage of struck lithics 

including several blade fragments and a polished stone axe flake (Fig 93 No 9) was recovered 

from its fill (see Dr. A. Pannett, 5.4 below). The lithics were associated with 42 sherds of 

Neolithic pottery from a single vessel lying on the north side of the feature‟s base (see J. 

Deacon and J. Horák, 5.6 below). The lithics assemblage was broadly dated from the late 

Mesolithic to the Neolithic period but the associated pottery sherds suggest a date in the 

Neolithic. The quantity and diversity of artefacts resemble what might be expected from the 

fill of a domestic rubbish pit. The depth of the feature was only 0.06m and it is certain that the 

effect of natural erosion combined with the anthropogenic activities have had an adverse 

effect on the preservation of the archaeological resource. 

 

Two of the large sub-rectangular or sub-oval features in the close proximity of pit 31 (Fig 72, 

contexts 29 and 41) also produced small assemblages of Neolithic finds. These features are 

similar to the one excavated in the „under wire‟ strip in the northern section of Area B. They 

were between 1m and 1.3m wide and 2.5 to 5m long. Their depths varied between 0.35m and 

0.45m with irregular bases (Fig 73, sections 11 and 12, Fig 74, sections 16 and 17). Both were 

filled by a grey to grey brown soil with charcoal inclusions and small stones. Seven struck 

lithics including three blades and a blade fragment were found in feature 29 and 29 including 

one blade, one blade fragment and a leaf-shaped arrowhead (Plate 68) were recovered with 

two sherds of pottery from feature 41. Dating was again broad and the flints were attributed to 

the late Mesolithic to the Neolithic period (see Dr. A. Pannett, 5.4 below). Again the 

association of the lithics and the pottery suggest a date in the Neolithic period with the 

possibility of residual Mesolithic artefacts. The quantity of lithic artefacts recovered from the 

fill of these two features and their association with pottery sherds confirmed the more 

domestic character of their fill. This could indicate the proximity of an organised settlement in 

the close vicinity of these features. 

 



The remaining two cut features from this area (Fig 72, contexts 36 and 39, Plate 69) were 

similar to the latter features (Fig 73, sections 07, Fig 74, sections 14 and 15) but yielded only 

two struck lithics in the fills of features 36. 

 

All twelve features in this area have been tentatively attributed to the early Neolithic. The 

presence of struck lithics diagnostic of the late Mesolithic period mixed with early Neolithic 

flints artefacts and pottery could suggest the re-occupation during the early Neolithic of a 

Mesolithic settlement. Even if not all the features can be directly dated by the presence of 

appropriate artefacts, it seems likely that they belong to this early period. The relative 

similarity and uniformity of their fill (grey-brown clayey soil with charcoal inclusions) could 

also be a good indicator of their relative contemporaneity. The functions of the excavated 

features cannot be clearly understood but its is thought that some of the smaller ones are 

postholes and some of the larger may have been filled with domestic rubbish after being cut 

possibly for quarrying including clay or stone extraction.  

 

 

4.3.2 The Roman period 

 

The second focus of occupation in Area C was concentrated in the south-east part of the area, 

immediately to the east of the prehistoric features. A section 25m long of the Roman road 

previously recorded and excavated in Area A (see 4.1.3 above), was detected during the first 

phase of topsoiling (Figs 71 and 75). The metalled road surface was partly uncovered in the 

north and south but was not visible in its central part. A spread of large- to medium-sized 

carboniferous limestone was found to the north-east of the road (Fig 75, context 57) and two 

cut features on the north-western side (Fig 75, contexts 78, 80). 

 

Four sondages (Fig 75, Sd01 to Sd04) were excavated in the road; one to the north (Sd1) and 

one to the south where the metalling was exposed and two in between (Sd03 and Sd04) to 

ascertain the continuity of the feature.  

 

In sondage 01, the road structure appears similar to the one excavated in area A (Plate 70). 

The road surface (Context 74) of compacted small rounded pebbles and stones (Plate 71) had 

an undulating, slightly convex profile in its northern section (Fig 76, section 38). The 

impressions of cartwheel ruts might account for the undulations of the road surfaces and for 

the small depression on its eastern side (Plate 72). The road surface was recorded at a depth of 

13.49 AOD on the north to 13.32m near the southern edge of the sondage. The southern 

section (Fig 76, section 41) was broadly similar; the convexity of the profile was more 

accentuated here and a small drainage ditch or gully (context 75) clearly marked its eastern 

side profile. The gully contained a single fill of compact dark brown soil with no evidence of 

silting material (Fig 76, section 41), probably indicating frequent cleaning out. Its north 

terminal seems to be extended by a small cut feature (Context 77) filled by the same compact 

dark brown clay (Fig 76, section 45). On the western side a small depression (Contex 84) 

filled by compacted gravel was thought to be a re-surfaced persistent rutting track. Some 

blocks of limestone were also found on the metalled surface. They probably formed a line of 

kerbstones on either side of the road as in area A but their position directly above the metalled 

surface also suggests that they might have formed an upper road surface. 

 

The southern sondage 04 was narrower but confirmed the observations made in sondage 01. 

The profile of the road surface is there clearly convex and some large stones were still sitting 

on it (Fig 76, section 42). It measured 12.73m AOD, 0.79m below its recorded depth in 

sondage 01. The eastern flanking ditch/gully was not present but the large wheel rut was 



clearly marked. Two complementary sondages were excavated to the north of sondage 04 and 

confirmed the existence of the metalled surface buried below 0.60m to 0.70m of colluvium 

(Fig 76, sections 43 and 44, context 56 (=02), Plate 9). The road surface was reached at a 

depth of 12.54m in sondage 03 and 12.57m in sondage 02. The north-south profile across the 

road (Fig 77, section 46) illustrates the natural undulation of the geological strata withI in its 

lower part a substantial depth of colluvium 56/02.  

 

The spread of large to medium-sized stones (limestone, sandstone) located in the north-east of 

the road (Fig 75, context 57) can be interpreted as a clearance cairn. It was probably formed 

during post-medieval or recent ploughing of the higher sections of the road; the stones were 

probably part of the kerbstone line or of the upper road surface.  

 

As is usually the case when excavating a road or trackway, the quantity of diagnostic artefacts 

was scarce. Six struck lithics including one Mesolithic blade and one possibly Neolithic core 

were recovered from the overlaying colluvium 56/02 and two undiagnostic flints from the 

metalled surface 74 (see Dr. A. Pannett, 5.4 below). Four sherds of pottery of which three 

were attributed to a small jar with rounded bead rim (Fig 99, No 42) dated from the 1st 

century BC to the 1st century AD and one identified as a sherd of Severn Valley Ware (fabric 

SV2 dated 1st / 2nd century AD) were also recovered from the colluvium (see J. Deacon and 

J. Horák 5.6 below). The variety of finds in the colluvium is consistent with what was 

recorded in other areas of the site but help little with the dating of the road. Some slag was 

recovered from the colluvium 56/02 (Sd04) and one fragment of a possible hearth lining (Sd 

01) was excavated from the gravel layer of the road surface 74 (see A. Petersen 5.3 below) 

 

During the excavation of the metalled surface in sondage 01, a copper-alloy T-shaped brooch 

was found in the road matrix (Fig 103 No 159). The brooch was identified after conservation 

as belonging to one of the Severn Valley Hinged t-shaped types derived from the Developed 

Polden Hill type and dated from between 75 AD to 150 AD (Hattatt 1985, 87-88, Fig 37 no 

384, Hattatt 1989, 249).  

 

 

4.3.3 The undated features 

 

Two large cut features were partly excavated to the west of the northern section of the road 

(Figs 75 and 79, context 78, 80). The two features had a similar depth and a single fill 

composed of dark greyish brown soil with occasional small stones and charcoal inclusion. No 

finds were recovered. 

 

 

4.4 Area D 

 

With a surface of only 1125 square metres, this was the smallest of the archaeological areas. 

The area was also divided into two distinct parts. The first located in the middle of the 

western mound close to its southern end (Figure 32) covers 125 square metres. The 

archaeological potential of the area was recognized during the topsoil removal of a small area 

where the remains of a grubbed-out hedge were to be buried. Fortunately for archaeology, the 

location chosen found the north-west corner of a Roman building. 

 

An access road for the construction of the south-west arm of the bund formed the second part 

of the area. It occupied roughly a band 10m wide by 100m long in the extension of the south-

western corner of area B and ran south. This area was only topsoiled to permit the passage of 



dumper trucks. Most of the colluvium remained in place and only a scatter of finds was 

recorded (Fig 79). All the features recorded in this area are of Roman date and are probably 

part of the same period of occupation.  

 

 

4.1 Mesolithic to Neolithic  

 

In area D no features could be attributed to one particular period and the only evidence for 

prehistoric activity was a small assemblage of 27 struck lithics. The flints were mostly 

recovered from the subsoil/colluvium 02 and from the fill of the foundation trenches of the 

buildings. Seven struck lithics attributed to the late Mesolithic or Neolithic were recovered 

during the topsoiling of the access road to the east of the building. Their distribution was 

interestingly limited to a few square metres near the eastern end of the access road (Fig 79). 

All the flints recovered in Area D were residual within the Roman features or unstratified in 

the colluvium. They were comparable to that from the other areas of the site and attested to 

the continuating lithic scatter and the possible prehistoric occupation toward the south-west 

(see Dr. A. Pannett, 5.4 below). 

 

 

4.2 The Roman period 

 

Once the nature the nature and date of the remains uncovered by the contractors were 

confirmed and in consultation with the Glamorgan-Gwent Archaeological Trust, a larger area 

was opened mechanically to fully define the structure to allow full recording and limited 

excavation (Plate 73, 74). Under a thin layer of topsoil (0.20 to 0.30m deep), the remains of a 

badly robbed-out rectangular Roman building was readily identified (Fig 80, Plate 75) against 

the geological background. The building, orientated east–west, is nearly 20m long by 5m 

wide externally. The foundation trenches are 1m wide. Most of the stones forming the walls 

had been robbed out and only small sections of the foundation were visible. The remaining 

stones were sampled for geological analysis but as the building was to be preserved in situ 

only one sample of each visible type of stone was taken. It was not possible to carry out a full 

statistical study of the wall material. The wall is mainly composed of white or yellow oolitic 

limestone and sandstones with the occasional conglomerate pebbles. All types are local and 

have been recorded in the area (see C. M. Berry 5.2 below).  

 

Two partition walls divide the rectangular building into three rooms of unequal size, the 

central one being the largest measuring 6.5m long by 6m wide. The westerly room is divided 

in two by a small corridor (Plate 76) with internal stone wall 0.50m wide (Context 303 and 

304). The central room has four postholes in its corners (Contexts 314, 316, 318, 392), 

probably supporting a wooden first floor. The two eastern postholes presents the same profile 

(Fig 81, sections 177 and 178) and the two western ones may have been a double posthole 

(Fig 81, section 176) or were replaced. Postholes 392 and 316 located on the southern side of 

the room both contained a large quantity of animal bones (see A. Powell and Dr J. Mulville 

5.9 below). The section through posthole 316 (Fig 81, section, 178) suggests that the bone-

rich deposit 313 was part of the upper fill of the posthole. Posthole 331 was more complex 

and its shape in plan less clear than for the other features. The northern arc of the edge of the 

posthole 392 was still visible but the remainder of its circumference was not identifiable 

within the outline of an irregular feature (Contexts 331/345) extending to the east and 

contained to the west and south by the east-west wall 300 and the partition wall 301. The 

excavation of the irregular feature 331/345 produced most of the animal bones from Area D 

(Context 313). They were concentrated in the western part of the features (Figs 82 and 83) 



and as they respected the stone-lined base of the posthole 392 this indicated that they were 

deposited while the post was still standing. Among the bone assemblage was the partial 

skeleton of a sub-adult cow (Plate 78) and a number of upper right forelimb elements and 

metapodials from sheep or goat (see A. Powell and Dr J. Mulville 5.9 below). The base of the 

posthole 392 was covered with blocks of fired clay and abundant charcoal inclusions (Plate 

79). The remains of the partition wall 303 were cut by the installation of another circular 

feature (Fig 80, context 326). Its excavation revealed two layers of fill both with frequent 

charcoal inclusions suggesting an ash pit for as a small hearth. No dating evidence was 

recovered but its stratigraphic position indicates that it was cut after the abandonment of the 

building and maybe during its partial demolition.  

 

The floor level inside the building had not survived erosion and ploughing in an area where 

the topsoil in only 0.20m to 0.30m deep. In the western rooms and corridor a compact hard 

yellow clay surface with frequent small stones survived between the walls (Context 268). This 

was interpreted as a beaten earth floor or a sub-layer for a stone floor. It position between the 

partition wall had probably contributed to its localised preservation. Evidence for the roof 

covering was also slight but fragments of tegula and imbrex were recovered from the wall 304 

and the floor surface 168 in the western room.  

 

Five sondages were excavated and recorded (Fig 80) in the robbed foundations trenches. They 

were distributed on the northern wall (Contexts 339 and 341, Fig 84, sections156, 157, Fig 

85) and on the southern wall (Contexts 335, 343 and 383, Figs 86 to 88). All reached the base 

of the foundation trench and showed a single fill of dark brown clay with small stones, small 

fired clay fragments and abundant charcoal inclusions (Plate 81). Pottery sherds and a small 

quantity of bones were also recovered from these sondages. On a few occasions the remains 

of the foundation wall were uncovered but did not show any real structure (Plates 82 and 83). 

 

Two cut features (Fig 80, contexts 332 and 320) were recorded outside the building (Plate 84). 

The larger feature 320/328 was located less that 1.5m east of the north-east corner of the 

building. The excavation of its upper layer revealed a sub-rectangular feature 3m long by 

1.20m wide with evidence of a later cut (Context 328) on its eastern side (Figs 89 and 90, 

Plate 84). The later cut 328 was sub-circular (nearly 0.70m in diameter) and filled with a 

single layer of dark brown compact soil with charcoal inclusions (Context 329) probably 

formed by the mixing of the excavated layers filling 320. The feature was tentatively 

interpreted as a later posthole. Pottery recovered from context 329 was dated from the 1st 

century AD to the 3rd century AD (see C J.Evans 5.7 below) and seems to confirm the 

mixing together of finds from several contexts. 

 

Feature 320 was sectioned east–west (Fig 90, section 173, Plate 85) and then fully excavated. 

Two chambers were revealed (Fig 89, Plate 86) of which the base of the northernmost stone 

lined (Plates 86 and 87) and covered with up to 0.10m of charcoal and charred cereal grains 

and weed seed (see C. J. Griffiths 5.1 below). Part of the base and sides of the southern 

chamber was lined with very compact red clay (maybe partly baked) similar to the natural 

geology (Context 374) and overlain by a thick layer of brown soil (Context 388) with 

charcoal and charred plant remains. The feature was sealed by a deposit of red-brown silty 

clay (Context 321/387) with large to medium stones, quernstone fragments (see I. Dennis and 

Dr. A. Pannett 5.5 below, Fig 95 No 7) and domestic artefacts. The structure was identified as 

a corn or grain dryer with the combustion chamber to the north perhaps linked to the southern 

drying chamber by a stone flue. The charred plant remains found in the combustion chamber 

may have been used as fuel. C.J Griffiths remarks that the cereal grains recovered from this 

feature were mainly a free-threshing variety and that parching was not necessary to separate 



from the chaff before milling. The drying of barley and wheat grains before their conversion 

into malt to produce ale could is another possibility (Alcock 2001, 93-94).  

 

Another small cut feature was partially excavated on the northern edge of the area (Fig 80, 

context 332, Plate 88). It contained two fills (Fig 84, section 158 contexts 333 and 334) of 

which the lower one contained abundant charcoal inclusions. Some medium-sized limestones 

rested on its western edge and some iron nails were found at its periphery. Its partial 

excavation limits its interpretation but it may be the beginning of another corn drying kiln or 

another agricultural feature.  

 

Dating evidence from the stratified deposits in the kiln indicates that the lower layer 375 dates 

from the 1st to 2nd century AD and the upper layer from the 2nd to 4th century AD. The date 

range is consistent with that of the pottery recovered in the foundation trench sondages and 

outside the building. A late 1st to early 2nd century date for the construction of the building 

and the kiln can be proposed; the demolition and robbing of the building material occurred 

towards the end of the 3rd or the beginning of the 4th century AD. A silver coin of the 

Emperor Trajan (98–117) found near the north-west corner of the building (Fig 80, SF 114) 

could well be contemporaneous with the construction phase of this small agricultural 

settlement. Jane Evans remarks that the absence of fine wares, mortaria and amphora is a 

characteristic of small rural settlements in this area (see C J.Evans 5.7 below) but the presence 

of BB1 from Dorset and Severn Valley ware indicates that the site participated in a wider 

trade network. Other types of find were scarce. Three small fragment of glass were found 

during the cleaning of the partition wall 309 and three worn copper-alloy coins were 

recovered during the cleaning of the robber trenches or the walls. Pins and brooches were 

absent and the iron objects consisted mainly of nails. A small socketed pruning hook or sickle 

(Fig 103 No 321) was discovered with the quernstone fragment in the upper fill (Contex 321) 

of the corn dryer and an iron wedge (Fig 103 No 309) was recovered from the cleaning of the 

partition wall 309. The wedge may have been used to take the stone wall apart. The only 

notable find was the copper-alloy rim fragment of a goblet or jug mount with a duck‟s or 

swan‟s head handle (Fig 103 No 292) found above the central section of the northern wall 

306. This object seems to contrast with the „rustic‟ nature of the pottery assemblage but the 

limited excavations and lack of floor surfaces or demolition layers meant that, not 

surprisingly, so were the finds. 

 

With the completion of the excavations and recording, the building and the kiln were 

protected with a geo-textile membrane and sand before being buried below the earth mound. 

 

A small assemblage of pottery sherds was recovered from the topsoiling of the access road. 

They consisted mainly of Romano-British potsherds with a majority of Dorset BB1 and South 

Wales grey wares fabrics (see C J.Evans 5.7 below). The pottery sherds were concentrated 

immediately to the east of the Roman building and were not found to the north or south of the 

access road. It was not possible to link them with a particular feature as the area was not fully 

excavated. It seems likely that they were originally buried near or over the building and had 

been displaced by ploughing.  

 

 

4.5 Area E 

 

The continuation toward the south-east of the access road in area D, it covers only 550 square 

metres (Fig 32). This area was only topsoiled to permit the passage of the dumper truck. Most 

of the colluvium remained in place and only a scatter of finds was recorded (Fig 91).  



 

The finds covered a wide date range. A single un-retouched flint flake was recovered from the 

central part of the area and was attributed to the Neolithic period. In the northern part of the 

area, the seven sherds of pottery found were dated from the late Iron Age to the early Roman 

period, 2nd to 3rd century AD (fabric B01) and the medieval period (Malvernian Glazed 

ware). These artefacts reflect the long and at times continuous occupation of the site. 

 

In the southern end of the area, three coins were recovered close to a small spread of late 

19th-century pottery. Two were identified as one 1870 penny and one 1915 penny. 

 

 

4.6 Area F 
 

The area F was located to the east of areas A and C and covered 5.2 hectares (Fig 32). The 

area slopes towards the east where wet ground occupies the lower point. A small stream ran 

north-south toward the Severn and marked the boundary between the parishes of Chepstow 

and Mathern. The ground rose again toward the east and Thornwell. 

 

No archaeological features were recorded during the topsoiling of the area and only a few 

scattered artefacts were recorded. A change in the geology in the south-west part of the area 

was noted (Fig 92) but could not be investigated further.  
 

The finds recovered in the area included a small assemblage of fourteen struck lithics 

consistent with other lithics excavated from areas A to C. A post-medieval gunflint was also 

indentified in this group (see Dr. A. Pannett, 5.4 below). A prehistoric stone axe made of 

rhyolite was recovered from the colluvium 02 during topsoiling (Fig 96, Plate 89). Ian Dennis 

and Dr A. Pannett have indicated that the close dating of this artefact was not yet possible. 

The axe could be identified as a Mesolithic tranchet axe but Palaeolithic examples of rhyolitic 

axe heads have been found in Wales (see I. Dennis and Dr. A. Pannett 5.5 below, Fig 96). A 

small number of Roman and medieval potsherds were also recovered from the area and 

indicate a less intense occupation of the eastern part of the development site. A silver penny 

of Robert II (1371–90) confirms the occupation of the area during the Middle Ages centred on 

the village of Mathern and its fields. The immediate vicinity of the stream yielded a couple of 

coins identified as a halfpenny of George III, possibly dated 1772, and one possible halfpenny 

of Victoria, probably issued between 1838 and 1860. A parish stone marked C.P (Chepstow 

parish) was recovered from the clay on the eastern edge of the stream. This is probably the 

one marked on OS maps (see 1 above). 

 



5 The environmental and artefactual analysis 

 

5.1 The archaeobotanical remains by C. J. Griffiths 

 

Introduction 

 

During the excavation of a multi-period site at Newhouse Park, Chepstow, by Cardiff 

Archaeological Consultants, samples were taken for archaeobotanical analysis. The aim was 

to recover material which would give an indication of the type of agriculture practiced during 

the late Iron Age and Roman periods. The majority of the samples were from a preserved 

floor surface of a rectangular Iron Age structure. The area was sampled on a one metre grid in 

the hope that the plant remains could indicate areas of activity within the structure. Other 

samples from the Iron Age period included those taken from below the stone floor and several 

pits. The samples from the Roman period were associated with a corn-drying kiln and 

consisted of the top fill of the kiln, the secondary and primary fill, plus a pit which cuts into 

fills of the the corn dryer. 

 

Method 

The samples were processed at Cardiff University using a standard flotation technique, the 

flots were sieved through 2mm, 1mm and 500um mesh and air dried. All the flots were 

completely sorted using a Wild M5 stereomicroscope. The plant remains were identified using 

modern reference material and standard reference books (Berggren 1981, Schoch et al 1988). 

Nomenclature for the non cereals follows Stace (1991) and for the cereals follows Jacomet 

(2006). 

 

Results 

 

The later Iron Age rectangular structure, Area A. 

The majority of the samples from Area A were from the floor of a rectangular structure 

(context 150). The floor was sampled on a one-metre grid resulting in 59 samples, of which 

12 contained no botanical material. The remaining 47 samples contained small quantities of 

cereal remains and weed seeds. The results are summarised in Tables 6 and 7.  

 

All the samples from the floor surface will initially be considered as one context (150). From 

the results summarised in Table 1, it can be seen that the main component of the cereal 

remains were wheat grains, with both free threshing and glume varieties present. The 

freethreshing wheat grains had characteristics of the bread wheat (Triticum aestivum) variety 

and the glume wheat grains had emmer/spelt (Triticum dicoccum/spelta) characteristics. The 

presence of both emmer (Triticum dicoccum) and spelt (Triticum spelta) glume bases, 

confirmed the presence of emmer and spelt wheat grains in the assemblage. Other cereal 

remains included wheat (Triticum sp.) grains, glume bases and rachis fragments (which were 

not further identifiable due to poor preservation), three barley grains (Hordeum sp.) and one 

wheat/barley grain. Overall bread wheat was the most frequent type of grain with smaller 

quantites of emmer/spelt wheat and barley.  

 

The weed seeds comprised a limited assemblage both in size and species. These included 

bromes (Bromus sp.), Fat-hen (Chenopodium album), goosefoots (Chenopodium sp.), clover 

(Trifolium sp.), scentless mayweed (Tripleurospermum inodorum), wood rush (Luzula spp.), 

brambles (Rubus fruticosus) and sheep‟s sorrel (Rumex acetosella). 

 



When considered as separate samples on the one metre grid (Table 7) the samples from the 

floor showed that the plant remains per sample were scarce with many of the samples 

producing only one or two ecofacts. Two charcoal fragments were identified from squares E5 

and B1 for the purpose of AMS dating; the species were hawthorn, rowan, crab apple, 

common whitebeam, wild service-tree type (Pomoideae) and blackthorn (Prunus spinosa) 

respectively. 

 

The other samples from Area A (Table 6) were, the soil layer (context 135), below the stone 

floor surface (context 150) and above a lower floor (context 136/137). This sample produced 

one bread wheat (Triticum aestivum) grain. The lower floor (context 136/137) produced no 

plant remains. The sample from context 134 associated with a possible charred stake point 

contained one wheat grain (Triticum sp.), two cereal fragments and one fat-hen 

(Chenopodium album) seed. The fill of pit 167, context 168 contained a large quantity of 

wood charcoal and one hairy/smooth tare (Vicia hirsuta/tetrasperma) seed. 

 

 

The Roman corn dryer, Area D. 

 

The samples from the Roman phase of the site were from the fill of a corn dryer (feature 320) 

and associated pit (feature 329). These comprised of the primary fill, secondary and top fills 

of the corn dryer and the fill of pit 329. The results are summarised in Table 3. 

 

The primary fill (375) of the corn dryer produced a quantity of cereal remains, the majority of 

which were bread wheat grains (Triticum aestivum). Also present were emmer/spelt (Triticum 

dicoccum/spelta), barley (Hordeum sp.) and oat (Avena sp.) grains. Cereal chaff was present 

and included bread wheat rachis fragments. Wheat (Triticum sp.) rachis fragments and one 

glume base were also present, however these proved to be too badly preserved to be identified 

to species level. The cereal remains from the secondary fill were scarcer than those of the 

primary fill, with bread wheat and barley grains present. The top fill (context 321) showed an 

increase in cereal remains with wheat, barley and oat grains present; one wheat rachis 

fragment was also present. 

 

The weed seeds from the primary fill included nettle (Urtica dioica), fat hen, goosefoot and 

atriplex (Chenopodium album, Chenopodium sp. and Atriplex sp.), stinking chamomile 

(Anthemis cotula), pale persicaria (Persicaria lapathifolia), tares (Vicia sp.), bromes (Bromus 

sp.) and grass (Poaceae). The secondary and upper fill produced a similar assemblage of weed 

seed in smaller quantites.  

 

The fill of pit 328 contained minimal remains with one bread wheat and one barley grain, the 

weed seeds consisted of one hairy/smooth tare (Vicia hirsuta/tetrasperma) seed and a hazel 

(Corylus avellana) nut shell fragment.  

 

Interpretation of the later Iron Age structure 

 

The palaeoenvironmental evidence from both the later Iron Age structure and the Roman corn 

dryer indicates that arable agriculture was of importance during both these periods. The floor 

of the later Iron Age structure also produced evidence which may indicate that pastoral 

agriculture was also practiced during this period.  

 

Collectively the samples from context 150 (table 6), contained moderate quantities of wheat 

grains, with bread wheat (Triticum aestivum) the most frequent, emmer/spelt grains (Triticum 



dicoccum/spelta) occurred in lesser amounts, with glume bases from both emmer and spelt 

confirming their presence. A limited quantity of barley (Hordeum sp.) grains was also present. 

The weed seeds such as fat-hen (Chenopodium album), scentless mayweed 

(Tripleurospermum inodorum) and bromes (Bromus) are often associated with disturbed 

ground typical of arable agriculture and may have been harvested with the arable crop as 

weeds of cultivation. 

 Seeds associated with grassy areas were also present; these included clover/medick 

(Trifolium/Medicago), sheep's sorrel (Rumex acetosella) and grass (Poaceae). Species 

associated with damp grassland also occur, including creeping buttercup (Ranunculus repens), 

wood rushes (Luzula) and rush (Juncus). These seeds may have been collected when the grass 

was cut and brought back to the site as hay.  

 

Individually (Table 7) the samples from context 150 produced limited assemblages, with each 

sample containing small quantities of cereal and weed seeds. Due to this it was not possible to 

distinguish areas of activity within the structure, thus the remains appear to reflect a general 

spread of domestic detritus. 

 

The other samples analysed from Area A (Table 6) produced one or two grains and weed 

seeds per sample, context 135 contained one bread wheat type grain, context 134, one wheat 

grain and one fat hen seed and context 168 one hairy/smooth tare (Vicia hirsuta/tetrasperma), 

again giving evidence of both arable and pastoral agricultural activity. 

 

Discussion 

 

The remains from the Iron Age structure at Newhouse Park are broadly comparable to those 

found at Thornwell Farm, Chepstow, where Moffet (1996) noted the presence of wheat and 

barley grains as well as weed seeds which included vetches, grass, and clover, although the 

samples at Thornwell Farm contained typically one cereal grain or weed per sample, the 

species present from both sites are roughly the same. The species recorded at Newhouse Park 

are also similar to those recovered from a Romano-British farmstead at Church Farm, 

Caldicot (Jones 2000).  

 

Interpretation of the Roman corn dryer 

 

The samples from the Roman corn-dryer (feature 320) excavated in area D (Table 8) 

contained significantly larger quantities of both cereal grains and weed seeds compared to the 

assemblage from the Iron Age structure. The primary fill of the feature (context 375) 

produced the most cereal remains and weed seeds. Bread wheat appeared to be the main crop; 

its identification being confirmed by the presence of rachis fragments. Also present were a 

small quantity of possible emmer/spelt wheat grain, with one indeterminate wheat glume base 

confirming that glume wheat was present; however these grains could have been residual 

from an earlier phase of use. Other cereal remains included barley and oat grains, along with a 

quantity of indeterminate grains, which were too badly preserved to be assigned to species. 

The barley was possibly part of the main crop. It is not possible to determine whether the oats 

were present as part of the main crop or as weeds growing with the crop, due to the lack of 

lemma or floret bases, which would have confirmed whether the grains were of a 

domesticated or wild variety.  

 

The weed seeds from the primary fill included those commonly associated with arable 

agriculture, for example, bromes (Bromus spp.), fat hen (Chenopodium album) and stinking 

chamomile (Anthemis cotula).  The weed seeds associated with grassland, indicating possible 



pastoral agricultural activity included tares (Vicia sp.), vetches (Lathyrus/ Vicia) and sheep's 

sorrel (Rumex acetosella). The exploitation of damp grassland areas may be shown by the 

presence of pale persicaria (Persicaria lapathfolia). However, these seeds could also have 

been growing as weeds of cultivation. The secondary fill of the feature contained a smaller 

quantity of wheat and barley grain and no oat grains, the weed seeds although less frequent 

were similar to the ones from the primary fill. The upper fills again produced an assemblage 

of cereal grains which included bread wheat, barley and oats. The weed seeds contained 

similar species, as discussed above and again can be associated with both arable and pastoral 

agriculture.  

 

Discussion 

 

The corn dryer from the Roman period contained considerably larger quantities of cereal grain 

and weed seeds than the Iron Age structure suggesting that the grain and weed seeds had been 

placed in the feature deliberately. The assemblage may have become charred either due to an 

accident, for example during the drying process or deliberately, for example to destroy a 

spoiled crop. The cereal component of the samples consisted of cereal grains with a small 

quantity of chaff. The weed seeds included species that were of a similar size to the cereal 

grain for example bromes, which suggests that the crop had been fully processed to the 

twelfth stage of Hillman's model (Hillman 1981), whereby the majority of the chaff and 

smaller weed seeds had been sieved out leaving the primary grain and larger weed seeds.  

 

 The function of kilns for drying grain has been discussed by Hillman 1982 and summarized 

by Caseldine (1990) in her discussion of the archaeobotanical remains from a Roman 'T'-

shaped kiln at Dan-Y-Graig, Porthcawl. One notable aspect of the dryer at Newhouse Park is 

that the majority of the wheat is of a free-threshing variety and therefore the grain would not 

need to be parched to help with separation from the chaff before milling. The high ratio of 

grain to chaff would also suggest that it was part of a main crop which was being dried before 

storage or consumption, rather than crop processing waste where a higher ratio of chaff would 

be expected and may have become charred due to its use as fuel. (A full summary of the 

possible function of corn dryers can be found in Caseldine 1990.) One possible indicator for 

the necessity to dry the grain is the presence of a number of pale persicaria seeds, in both the 

primary and upper fills. Its habitat preferences are described as waste, cultivated and open, 

especially damp ground (Stace 1991), which may suggest the crop was being grown either on 

or near to damp ground. The other weed seeds from the primary fill may be interpreted as 

weeds growing with the arable crop. Both the secondary and upper fills of the dryer contain 

similar cereal and weed seed assemblages, suggesting the continuity of arable agricultural 

during the Roman period. 

 

Conclusions 

 

The plant remains from both the Iron Age structure and Roman corn dryer indicate that arable 

agriculture was an important aspect of the economy of the site. The samples from the Iron 

Age structure contained a limited assemblage of cereal and weed seeds due to the nature of 

the deposit, where material was incorporated into the record accidentally during domestic 

activity on the site. The Roman corn dryer contained a greater quantity and variety of both 

cereal and weed seeds probably due to material being placed in the feature deliberately. In 

both features wheat, in particular grains of free-threshing bread wheat type were most 

frequent. Other cereal grains present included a very small quantity of barley from the Iron 

Age structure and a larger quantity of barley, as well as oats from the primary and upper fills 

of the corn dryer. The weed seed assemblages from both features were similar and included 



species associated with both arable and pastoral agriculture. Also common to both periods 

was the presence of species with a preference for damp grassland. The results from both the 

later Iron Age and Roman period at Newhouse Park are comparable to other late prehistoric 

and Romano-British sites locally, which suggests that a similar regime of agriculture was 

practiced across the area.  

 

 



 

 

 

Table 6: The archaeobotanical remains from Area A  

 
Context 150 135 134 168 Habitat 

Triticum dicoccum glume base 
(Emmer wheat) 

4 - - - A 

Triticum dicoccum/spelta grain 

(Emmer/spelt wheat) 

19 - - - A 

Triticum spelta spikelet  
(Spelt wheat) 

1 - - - A 

Triticum spelta glume base 1 - - - A 

Triticum spelta grain 2 - - - A 

Triticum aestivum grain 
(Bread wheat) 

37 1 - - A 

Triticum sp. spikelet 
(Wheat) 

1 - - - A 

Triticum sp. glume base 2 - - - A 

Triticum sp. rachis frag 6 - - - A 

Triticum sp. grain 5 - 1 - A 

Triticum/Hordeum grain 
(Wheat/barley) 

1 - - - A 

Hordeum sp. grain - twisted 
(Barley)  

2 - - - A 

Hordeum sp. grain - indet 1 - - - A 

Cereal frags indet 59 - 2 - A 

Ranunculus repens L. 
(Creeping buttercup) 

1 - - - Gw, B, M, C 

Chenopodium album L. 
(Fat-hen) 

8 - 1 - A, D 

Chenopodium spp. 
(Goosefoots) 

10 - - - A, D, C 

Cerastium sp. 
(Mouse-ears) 

1 - - - G, A, C, D 

Rumex acetosella L. 
(Sheeps sorrel) 

1 - - - A, G, H 

Rumex sp. 
(Docks) 

1 - - - G, D, A, M, B 

Rubus fruticosus L. agg. 

(Brambles) 

2 - - - G, W, H 

Vicia hirsuta (L.) gray /tetrasperma (L.) 
Schreber) (Hairy/smooth tare) 

 - - 1 G, D 

Medicago/Trifolium spp. 

(Medicks/Clover) 
3 - - - G, D 

Tripleurospermum inodoratum (L.) Schulz-Bip 
(Scentless mayweed) 

3 - - - A, D 

Juncus sp. 

(Rushes) 
1 - - - M, H, Gw, Aq 

Luzula spp. 
(Wood-rushes) 

2 - - - B, G, H, W 

Bromus spp.  
(Bromes) 

9 - - - G, Gw, D, A 

Bromus spp. frags 6 - - -  

Poaceae 

(Grass) 

2 - - - G, H, M, W,  

Seeds indet 6 - - -  

Organic material indet 11 - - -  

Habitat preferences; A = arable & cultivated; Aq = aquatic; B = bank side, pond margins; C = coastal; 

 D = disturbed ground, wasteland; H = heaths; M = marshes, fens, bogs; N = nitrogen 

W = woods, hedgerows, scrub; w = wet. 

 



Table 7: The archaeobotanical remains from samples taken on a 1m grid over the floor surface of Area A. 

 
Area A1 A2 A4 A6 B1 B2 B3 B4 B7 C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D7 E1 E2 

Triticum dicoccum glume base (Emmer 

wheat) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 3 - - - - - - - 

Triticum dicoccum/spelta grain 
(Emmer/spelt wheat) 

2 3 - - 1 - 1 1 - - - - - - - - - 2 - - - - - 

Triticum spelta spikelet 

(Spelt wheat) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Triticum spelta glume base - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Triticum spelta grain - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Triticum aestivum grain 
(Bread wheat) 

1 - - - 1 - - 1 1 1 1 - - - - - - 5 2 - - - - 

Triticum sp. spikelet 
(Wheat) 

               - - - - - - - - 

Triticum sp. glume base - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 

Triticum sp. rachis frag - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Triticum sp. grain - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - 

Triticum/Hordeum sp.  grain 
(Wheat/barley) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Hordeum sp. grain - twisted 

(Barley) 
- - - - - - - - - - 1 - 1 - - - - - - - - - - 

Hordeum sp. grain - indet - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - -       

Cereal frags indet 5 5 1 1 - - - 2 - - - - 1 1 1 6 - 3 - - - - 2 

Ranunculus repens L. 

(Creeping buttercup) 

1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Chenopodium album L. 
(Fat-hen)  

- - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - 6 - - - - - - - 

Chenopodium spp. 
(Goosefoots) 

- - - - - - - - - 7 - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - 

Cerastium sp.  

(Mouse-ears) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -   - - - - - - 

Rumex acetosella L. 
(Sheeps sorrel) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - 

Rumex sp. 
(Docks) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Rubus fruticosus L. agg 
(Brambles) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Medicago/Trifolium sp. 

(Medicks/Clover) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 1 - 

Tripleurospermum inodoratum (L.) 
Schulz-Bip (Scentless mayweed) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Juncus sp. 

(Rushes) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 



Luzula spp. 

(Wood-rushes) 
                 - - 1 - - - 

Bromus spp.  
(Bromes) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - 1 - - - - - - 

Bromus spp. - frags - - - - - 1 - - - - 2 - - - - 1 - - - - 1 - - 

Poaceae 
(Grass) 

- - - 1 - - - - - - 2 1 - - - - - - - - - - - 

Seeds indet - - - - 2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 1 - 

Organic material indet - - - 4 - - - - - - - - - - - 2 - 2 - - - - - 

 



 
Area E3 E4 E5 E6 E7 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 G1 G2 G3 G4 G5 G6 G7 G8 H2 H4 H5 H7 H8 

Triticum dicoccum glume base 
(Emmer wheat) 

- - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - 

Triticum dicoccum/spelta grain 

(Emmer/spelt wheat) 

- 2 1 1 - 2 - - - 1 - - 2 - - - - - - - - - - - 

Triticum spelta spikelet 
(Spelt wheat) 

- - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Triticum spelta glume base - - - - - - - - -         - 1 - - - - - 

Triticum spelta grain - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - 

Triticum aestivum grain 
(Bread wheat) 

- 3 - - - - - 3 1 - - - 9 4 - - - 1 1 - 1 - 1 - 

Triticum sp. spikelet 

(Wheat) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - 

Triticum sp. glume base - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - 1 - - - - - - - 

Triticum sp. rachis frag - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - 1 - 2 - 1 - - - - - 1 

Triticum sp. grain - - - - 1 - - - - - - - 1 1 - - - - - - - - - - 

Triticum/Hordeum sp. grain 
(Wheat/barley) 

- - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Hordeum sp. grain - twisted 
(Barley)  

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Hordeum sp. grain - indet          - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Cereal frags indet 1 - 2 - - - - 3 - 2 - - 4 6 - 1 - 2 6 - 2 1 - 1 

Ranunculus repens L. 
(Creeping buttercup) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Chenopodium album L. 
(Fat-hen) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - 

Chenopodium spp. 
(Goosefoots) 

- - - - - - 1 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Cerastium sp. 
Mouse -ears 

- - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Rumex acetosella L. 
(Sheeps sorrel) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Rumex sp. 
(Docks) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - 

Rubus fruticosus L. agg 

(Brambles) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - 1 

Medicago/Trifolium spp. 
(Medicks/Clover) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - 

Tripleurospermum inodoratum (L.) 

Schulz-Bip (Scentless mayweed) 
- - - 1 - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - 

Juncus sp. 
(Rushes) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - 

Luzula spp. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - 



(Wood-rushes) 
Bromus sp. 

(Bromes) 

- 4 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2 1 - - - - - - 

Bromus spp. - frags - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Poaceae 

(Grass) 

- - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - 1 - - - - 

Seeds indet - - - - -  - - - 1 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Organic material indet - - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 1 - - - 2 - - - - - - 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Table 8: The archaeobotanical remains from the corn dryer in Area D. 

 
Context 321 387 388 375 329  

 Top fill 
320 

Top fill 
320 

Secondary  
fill 320 

Primary  
fill 320 

Fill of pit 
328 

Habitat 

Triticum dicoccum/spelta grain 

(Emmer/Spelt wheat) 

- 5 - 12 - A 

Triticum cf.spelta grain - - - 1 - A 

Triticum aestivum L. rachis 

(Bread wheat) 

- - - 24 - A 

Triticum aestivum L. grain 1 48 10 166 1 A 

Triticum sp. glume base - - - 1 - A 

Triticum sp. rachis - 1 - 6 - A 

Triticum sp. grain  2 4 4 28 - A 

Hordeum sp. grain - straight 
(Barley)  

1 11 3 28 - A 

Hordeum sp. grain - twisted - 6 - 21 - A 

Hordeum sp. grain - indet  1 2 20 1 A 

Avena sp. grain 

(Oat) 

- 18 - 27 - A 

Cereal frags indet - 57 8 177 1 A 

Urtica dioica L. 
(Common nettle) 

- - - 2 - A, W, M, N 

Corylus Avellana L. Shell Frag. 

(Hazel) 

- - - - 1 W 

Chenopodium album L. 

(Fat hen) 

- 1 - 4 - A, D 

Chenopodium spp. 
(Goosefoots) 

3 - 2 8 - A, D, C 

Atriplex spp. 

(Oraches) 

- 2 1 1 - A, D, C 

Chenopodiaceae 
(Goosefoot) 

- 1 - - - A, D, C 

Cerastium sp. 

(Mouse-ears) 

- - 1 - - G, A, C, D 

Persicaria lapathifolia (L.) Gray 

(Pale persicaria) 

- 18 3 19 - D, A, Gw 



Persicaria sp. 

(Knotweeds) 

- - - 1 - G, B, D, A, w 

Polygonum aviculare L. 
(Knotgrass) 

- - - 1 - D, C 

Rumex acetosella L. 
(Sheep’s sorrel) 

- - - 2 - A, G, H 

Rumex spp. 
(Docks) 

- 3 - 4 - G, D, M, A, B 

Vicia hirsuta (L.) Gray  

(Hairy tare) 

- 1 - 5 - G, D 

Vicia hirsuta (L.) Gray/tetrasperma (L.) Schreber 
(Hairy/smooth tare) 

- 1 - 4 1 G, D 

Vicia spp. 

(Vetches) 

- 3 - - - G, D 

Vicia sp./Lathyrus sp. 
(Vetches/Peas) 

- - - 3 - G, D 

Anthemis cotula L. 
(Stinking chamomile) 

- 1 - 24 - A, D 

Luzula sylvatica (Hudson) Gaudin 
(Greater wood-rush) 

- 1 - - - B, G, H, W 

Bromus spp. 
(Bromes) 

- 4 1 22 - G, Gw, D, A 

Bromus sp.  frags - 1 - - -  

Poaceae 

(Grass) 

1 1 - 25 - G, H, M, W 

Seed indet - 2 1 19 -  

Organic material indet - - - 1 -  

 

 



 

5.2 The construction stones by C. M. Berry 

 

Geological Context 

 

The New House site (ST 52920 91220) lies about 1km west of the mouth of the river 

Wye and the same distance north of the bank of the river Severn. The underlying bed 

rock is red Triassic mudstone, which is of little use for buildings and other structures, 

although it provides a wet pervasive matrix which covers excavated stone and 

artefacts. The deeply incised Wye valley cuts through a varied selection of strata of 

the Devonian, including nearby the Old Red Sandstone, as well as Carboniferous 

(Mississippian) limestones, shales and sandstones. 

According to the British Geological Survey (sheet 250, 1972) approximately one 

hundred metres to the west of the site the Severn gravel Terrace 2 (Worcester 

Member) is present and 1 km to the north is the gravel Terrace 4 (Kidderminster 

Member). These terraces represent deposition in the bed of the river during periods of 

higher sea level in the relatively recent geological past (Pleistocene). These ancient 

river terraces have been very well characterised higher in the Severn Valley (e.g. 

Wills, 1938; Maddy et al, 1995), but are less well known in the more open areas of the 

river downsteam. These deposits have the potential to provide unlimited amounts of 

hard rounded and broken stones from upriver which may include Triassic quartzites, 

flints, „Irish Sea erratics‟, Jurassic limestones and „Malvernian‟ clasts, as well as 

locally derived rock fragments. Clasts can be identified to originate from as far north 

as the Lake District. Rarely these may be boulder size. Local clasts might include 

Carboniferous limestones (1 km north), Triassic basal conglomerates (750m north) 

and Carboniferous sandstones (2.5 km north). The margins of the present river also 

include larger stones and rocks of presumably similar origins. Therefore the area 

around the site provides an almost unlimited variety of lithologies to be exploited by 

pre-Industrial inhabitants which are effectively sampled from the local bedrock, much 

of Wales and more widely in Britain. 

 

 

Building or floor stones – Area A Context 150 (Iron Age Floor) 

 

Building or floor stones had been pre-selected during the excavation Area A context 

150. Thirteen sacks were examined, three each from grids C4 (SP77), H5 (SP58), G7 

(SP41) and H2, and one sack from B1 (SP79). This was the total material provided.  

 

All material was washed and scrubbed free of the Triassic red mudstone coating as far 

as possible, and then separated into five categories based on hand lens investigation 

and a simple acid test. All samples were of sedimentary origin, ranging from pebble to 

small cobble size. A total of 777 individual samples were evaluated. These rock types 

were hard sandstones, soft sandstones, limestones, quartzite pebbles and pebble 

conglomerates. Further investigation of three of the rock types was performed based 

on petrological thin sections. The objectives were to characterize the nature of the 

lithologies of each sample, and record the relative proportions of each of the types. 

 

Hard sandstones 

 

Hard sandstones are generally dark in colour, although some have a white surface 

colouration. They generally occur as large pebbles or cobbles which are well rounded 



 

with irregular fracture surfaces. Sections were cut from dark sandstones with differing 

grain sizes and from one of the whiter cobbles from grid H2. 

 

The first sample (Plate 90 1 A, B), a dark coloured pebble, is a well-sorted medium to 

coarse litharenite containing a high proportion of polycrystalline quartz and 

metasedimentary clasts. Original grain morphology was highly rounded, with quartz 

grains now with euhedral diagenetic overgrowths, the rock having very low porosity. 

These characteristics make the rock very hard.  

 

The second sample (Plate 90 C, D) is a medium sandstone with the almost same 

composition as the first, a higher quartz content, and traces of mica, yet with a lighter 

(almost white) exterior weathered surface. Both of these specimens were rounded 

cobbles. 

 

The third sample (Plate 90 E, F) is a poorly sorted fine grained litharenite, including 

many igneous and lithic clasts, and a small amount of mica. It is clearly of different 

origin from the previous specimen and is certainly not local. 

 

The small sample investigated suggests a diversity of sources. These mostly rounded 

cobbles and pebbles have been transported as bedload over long distances, and 

probably derive from Carboniferous and lower Palaeozoic strata upriver of Chepstow, 

in the Wye or Severn valleys. 

 

Uncemented (soft) sandstones 

 

Some of the sandstones are uncemented and grains can be removed by rubbing with a 

finger. Although not of obvious choice for building material, over timescales of tens 

of years these rocks are just as suitable as the harder cemented sandstone cobbles. 

There are a variety of colours and morphologies. Nearby sources could include the 

Drybrook sandstones in the Wye Valley, but undoubtedly others come from farther 

upstream 

 

Limestones 

 

Many of the specimens are soft grey/dirty white irregularly-shaped limestone 

fragments which, although sometimes similar to the sandstones, can be quickly 

separated from them by their reaction with weak acid. With the hand lens, ooliths can 

be seen. 

 

The first specimen (Plate 91 A, B) is an oosparite grainstone. It contains a large 

number of concentric ooliths and slightly lower percentage of bioclasts, in a sparry 

calcite cement. Bioclasts include the dasycladacean alga Koninckopora or similar, and 

brachiopod and echinoderm fragments. It is possibly a Lower Carboniferous 

limestone, of local origin, although there are patches of Triassic oolites around the 

Bristol channel which cannot be immediately discounted, but Jurassic oolites may 

commonly be found in the terrace gravels (Willis 1938). 

 

The second specimen (Plate 91 2 C, D) is a very soft oosparite grainstone, with a 

similar composition to the above but more poorly preserved. This is the only 

specimen studied in thin section not to come from grid H2 – it is from H5. 



 

 

Pebble conglomerates  

 

Some red sandstones in both the building/floor stones and artefacts contain a small or 

large proportion of mostly well-rounded quartzite pebbles. These are probably local 

basal Triassic sandstones and conglomerates. Another possibility, hard to distinguish 

in hand specimen, is that some derive from the Old Red Sandstone (Devonian).  

 

Quartzite pebbles 

 

Larger such quartzite pebbles are found as individual stones in some of the building 

samples in varying proportion. They are extremely smooth in most cases, showing 

evidence of long distance water transport. 

 

Table 9: Sources of building stones context 150 Area A 

 

Grid Soft 

sandstone 

Oolitic 

limestone 

Quartzite 

pebbles 

Pebble 

conglomerate 

Hard 

sandstone 

Total no. 

clasts 

C4 22% 33% 4% 1% 40% 136 

H5 7% 26% 11% 0% 56% 254 

G7 20% 12% 21% 0% 47% 171 

H2 28% 23% 2% 3% 45% 137 

B1 0% 4% 25% 0% 71% 79 

Stone composition by number for each grid square sampled. 

 

In all samples the hard sandstone pebbles and cobbles are the most numerous rocks 

(40-71%). Pebble conglomerates form generally the lowest number of clasts (0-3%). 

Quartzite pebbles (2-25%), limestones (4-33%) and soft sandstones (0-28%) form a 

variable percentage of the total clast number. 

 

These results suggest that there has been no systematic quarrying for building stone to 

form the Iron Age floor context 150, rather stones have been selected from the 

available materials locally, including perhaps a small percentage of locally-derived 

rocks, but probably most rocks derive from materials which have been collected from 

ancient river terraces or even older ice-transported materials deposited some time 

before in the general vicinity. 

 

 

Building stones – Area D Roman Building 

 

The six relatively large stones forming the stone sample from Area D are superficially 

quite distinct from the Area A material described above. The specimens are not water-

worn pebbles but larger slabs and rocks, and are generally colourful rather than drab. 

There are two clean white and yellow oolite rocks, a red pebble conglomerate with a 

coarse sandy matrix, a red fine-grained sandstone, a light green sandstone flag, and a 

chunk of dark sandstone.  

 

Although the sample size is very small, these stones give the impression of being 

carefully selected for their colour, size and shape, presumably at the time of building 

rather than time of excavation. However their origin is again local, as five of the six 



 

represent rock types recorded at Area A. There is no evidence of any of the surfaces 

having been worked. They may therefore reflect the better local transport of Roman 

times together with a more exact role for the individual stones in the building for 

which they were used. 

 



 

5.3 Archaeometallurgy report on iron smelting and smithing residue by A. 

Petersen 

 

The finds produced were looked at to give a superficial identification with a view for 

possible further specialist detailed analysis. The finds were collated using „English 

Heritage Archaeometallurgy Guidelines published 2001. 

 

Centre for Archaeology Guidelines. 

Archaeometallurgy. English Heritage 2001 Bayley, Duncworth and Paynter 

 

Overview 

 

The Archaeometallurgical finds inspected amount to:  

 

15 Contexts 

                 

Total  Finds  =  67items            

Total weight         =  4892g  

Total slag             = 3947g  

Undiagnostic residue =        599g  

Clay lining              =  209g  

Stone  137g  

Total slag as %         =  80.68%  

Undiagnostic  residue as % =  12.20% 

Clay lining as %          =  4.30%  

   

 

The finds have been kept in their context numbers but separated into bags. The finds 

in context 150 have been numbered to give a grid reference to try and identify if there 

is any indication of the finds being roughly in situ. The pieces were weighed on a 

scale with 1g intervals. The finds were dry when weighed. 

 

Area A  

 

Mainly Iron Age with a large rectangular building with stone floor and foundation 

ditches (2 phases). 

 

47 items  

Total weight = 3947g 

Total slag =                  3233g 

Total undiagnostic residue =    505g 

Clay lining =                   209g 

 

 

Area B 

 

Is not really clear and appears to have features from all periods (except Roman). 

 

3 items all slag Total weight = 530g 

 



 

 

Area C 

 

Is mainly Neolithic with pits and other cut features and Roman road to the East. 

 

(Finds are probably Roman) 

2 items Total weight = 93g 

Unusual dark slag = 15g 

Dense slag = 78g 

 

Area D 

 

Roman rectangular building with corn drying kiln 

 

17 items,  

Total  Weight= 349g 

slag = 211g 

Unusual white residue = 1g 

Stone 137g 

 

Iron smithing hearth/furnace residue 

 

The finds can be roughly grouped into 3 different types: 

 

Smithing hearth / Production/Refining/Smithing furnace slag 

Vitrified hearth/furnace lining 

Undiagnostic slag 

 

Finds are referred to as „slag‟ if they appear very similar to experimental slag 

produced during iron/ bloomery experiments. 

Finds are referred to as undiagnostic residue‟ if it is unclear how or from what process 

the material was produced. 

 

No obvious Tap slag was found in the finds. The largest find was from context 

150/G8 at 836g. The furnace/smithing hearth bottoms found; appear too dense in 

mass to be modern smithing clinker which is relatively light and smaller in size even 

from very large forges. 

 

Evidence of charcoal impressions were only found on 2 finds. These did not include 

physical pieces of charcoal only their impressions left in the smithing hearth/furnace 

bottoms. Modern smithing hearth residue would show evidence of coke and not 

charcoal which tends only be used now only by specialist blade and armour makers 

such as Hector Cole and experimental archaeologists. Though some smiths do use 

charcoal where „coke‟ is difficult to obtain (not South Wales).  

 

 

Undiagnostic slag 

 

Residue from iron smelting, iron bloom refining and smithing can be very difficult to 

tell apart. They appear to be Iron smelting, refining or smithing residues due to the 



 

visual similarity to other archaeometallurgical iron working/production finds the 

author has seen and handled and from experimental iron smelting/ refining processes. 

The finds also bear a strong similarity to the examples shown in the English Heritage 

Guidelines for Archaeometallurgy referring to iron working residue. 

Similar to other archaeological slag/iron smithing residue the majority of the slag 

pieces……….. 

 

 “………………… are largely undiagnostic and are small or fractured pieces that 

have the dark colour of iron rich slags, but do not have any clear diagnostic surface 

morphology. Therefore, although indicative of iron working, they cannot be used to 

distinguish between smithing and smelting.” 

 (English Heritage Guidelines 2001)  

 

Further tests may help to confirm the exact nature of the slag. 

 

Smithing hearth/furnace bottoms 

 

No well shaped pieces of Smithing hearth/furnace bottoms were found, as a 

„complete‟ cross section which is normally plano-concave or concavo-convex with a 

roughly circular or oval plan can sometimes survive.  Larger smithing hearth cakes 

(500g-2kg) are particularly easy to be misinterpreted as furnace bottoms. (See page 15 

English heritage guides on Archaeometallurgy) Some of the finds do however have 

very rough flattened morphology which is consistent with iron smelting/ smithing 

hearths slag/residue. 

 

Vitrified or ‘Fired’ hearth/furnace lining 

 

Only small amounts of hearth/furnace lining were found in the finds (209g). This type 

of material would be easily broken into small fragments and to all intents and 

purposes destroyed, so larger amounts of this material could have been originally 

present.  

 

Comments on Visual Analysis of Residue 

 

There is no evidence an iron bloom.  If one were found it would confirm that the finds 

could be primary iron smelting residue and not only refining/smithing.  

 

“Iron blooms are made up of many small particles of iron coalesced into a spongy 

lump. They are often badly corroded and fragmentary and are strongly magnetic.”  

 

But these are rare finds on archaeological sites.  

English Heritage Archaeometallurgy Guidelines 2001.  

 

The absence of a bloom does not confirm that the residues could only be refining or 

smithing residue. 

 

The paucity of evidence of Tap slag suggests smithing/refining evidence or may be 

the use of very iron rich ore if the residue is the result of primary iron production or 

other methods of iron smelting that produce little or no slag flow. Or the slag was 



 

considered valuable and reused as part of the smelting process. The dating of the 

activity on the site may help the understanding of the activity. 

 

 

 

Conclusion 

 

The finds that come from Area A context 150 are similar in appearance and must 

result from near identical processes and suggest that those processes could have been 

part of more than one iron smelting/refining/smithing activity. However the amount of 

residue found could be the result of just one large smelting/smithing activity. 

Evidence of smithing hearths or bloomery furnace surface features in the near vicinity 

would help in confirming the exact nature of the activity if any further excavations 

take place. 

 

It could be that the iron working residue is the result of a small scale domestic iron 

production if there is no other evidence of iron working in the area. However there is 

evidence of considerable iron smelting/refining/ smithing throughout South Wales 

from Iron-age up to the present day. So it is important when interpreting the finds to 

look at the context of the site in relation to other possible iron working in the locality. 

If there is evidence of close-by industrial iron production/working then it would 

suggest a connection if the dates are consistent. 

 

Further action 

 

Due to the small amount of evidence and lack of other information it is impossible to 

say with any certainty whether the residue is from iron production, refining or 

smithing but it is evidence of some sort of iron working. It is important to confirm 

the dates on this site to add to the overall knowledge base of this type of activity. 

 

Examples checked for magnetism with sensitive equipment. This could result in a 

better understanding of the processes that occurred.  

 

Search of past excavations in the vicinity for any evidence of other possible iron 

production/working. 

 

Examples mentioned individually in the report to be checked by specialist for  

analysis: 

 

 

Area A  

 

Little evidence of charcoal impressions, but some found on bag number- Context 

150/G8 

Analysis should look at large residue 150 (F5) unclear what it is. Identification may 

give some indication as to what processes were taking place. Could be unprocessed 

ore or possibly just dense slag. 

Context 150 Square F5 and G8„hearth‟ lining finds are of interest & Context 135 

Lining D5 „hearth‟ lining. 



 

Distribution of iron working/production finds (Table 10 indicates a concentration 

from roughly the centre of the grid towards the H8 corner 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 

Table 10: Area A context 150, distribution of metal working/production residue finds, 

position and weight. 

 

 

X= 1 find or x3 finds in B5. x4 finds in F5. 

XX= 2 large finds (see tables Excel sheet 3) 

 

Area B  
 

Context 2 Find number179. Charcoal impressions found on sample.  

 

Area C 

 

Find SD1 from Context 74 / 84 finds look interesting and should be looked at closely 

for specialist identification. This find has strong „orange‟ oxide staining that suggests 

iron of some type. It also shows evidence of what could be a grey hearth lining and 

possible iron scale. 

Context 56 find SD4 looks unusual and should also be identified. It could be mineral 

but its surface looks like it has been heated and has a patterned (Crystallised?) interior 

possibly caused by heating. 

 

Area D 

 

Context 327 Finds 326 Unusual stone/mineral (77g) and „Conglomerate‟ (60g) look 

natural to me but should be identified for elimination from useful material. 

Also the small piece of unusual white residue needs identifying as it could be 

significant.  

 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

A         

B     X328g    

C      X221g   

D    X37g     

E         

F     X446g   X836g  

G  X15g  X40g  X98g  XX859g 

H    X13g     



 

5.4 The flint industry by Dr A. Pannett 

 

An assemblage of 392 struck lithics from the ditches, pits, postholes and other 

features at Newhouse Park associated with the multi-period site. The evaluation 

undertaken in 1997 recovered a further 31.  

 

The raw materials comprised flint, including a number of heat-affected pieces, chert, 

quartzite and mudstone. The majority of pieces (64%) were the result of tertiary 

working and retained no cortex. Those pieces that retained cortex revealed a variety of 

sources for the raw materials, predominantly river gravels, but a number of pieces 

from Area C had been struck from nodule flint. Flint nodules do not occur naturally in 

the geology in this part of Britain and so must have been imported from neighbouring 

flint-producing areas such as Wessex. 

 

Table 11: Composition of raw material assemblage by area 

 

Raw 

Material 

Area A Area B Area C Area D Area E  Area F Non-

specific 

Eval. Total 

Flint 56 165 85 24 1    14 34 30 409 

Chert 0 6 3 one     0 0 1    1     12 

Quartzite 0 0 0 one     0 0 0 0 1     

Mudstone 0 0 one     0 0 0 0 0 1     

Total 56 171 89 26 1     14 35 31 423 

% of 

Assemblage 

14 40 21 6 <1    3 8 7 00 

 

. 

 

The assemblages from each area will be discussed separately. 

 



 

Area A 

The assemblage comprised 56 struck lithics, derived from pits, postholes, ditches and 

the floor of the Iron Age structure. A high percentage were recovered as unstratified 

finds from the topsoil and subsoil. The material will be discussed by context. 

 

Table 12: Quantity of lithics per context, Area A 

 

Context No. Context Description Quantity 

1     Topsoil 1    

2     Subsoil 18 

9 Fill of recut  10   of linear ditch  7   4 

48 Fill of ditch  47   2     

50 Floor of IA structure 1     

52 Fill of concave linear ditch 51   6 

54 Fill of linear trackway 53   1    

59 Fill of linear ditch 58   6 

69 Same as  48     1     

89 Fill of subrectilinear ditch 66   1     

109 Secondary fill of pit 108   1    

111 Stone packing fill of posthole 110   1     

134 Colluvium 3 

150 Floor of IA structure 10 

 

Context 9: fill of ditch 10  

Primary technology 

Two complete flakes and two flake fragments were recovered from the ditch fill. The 

complete flakes had both been struck from single platform flake cores and were 

regular (length greater than width and with parallel edges). One was 22.5mm long and 

17.2mm wide, while the second was 12.9mm long and 15mm wide. Both retained 

prepared planar platforms suggestive of careful core working. One retained a 

feathered termination, while the second had a lightly hinged termination. The diffuse 

nature of the bulb of percussion on both flakes indicates the use of a soft hammer in 

their production. These features point to a Mesolithic or early Neolithic date.  

 

Neither flake fragment retained sufficient dorsal scars to determine the type of core 

they were struck from and both had lost their platform. Only one retained a 

termination, which was hinged. Both flake fragments are undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

None of the pieces had been retouched. 

 

Context 48: fill of ditch 47   

Primary technology 

One complete flake and one flake fragment were recovered from the ditch fill. The 

complete flake had been struck from a multiple platform flake core and retained a 

feathered termination but no platform. It was a heavy flake, measuring 34.9mm long, 

18.5mm wide and 10.9mm thick. The flake fragment retained neither a platform nor a 

termination, and was undiagnostic. 

 



 

Secondary technology 

The complete flake had been retouched to form an awl. It had abrupt retouch along 

one edge which defined a natural point at the distal end, forming an awl. The opposite 

edge had a short stretch of invasive pressure flaking retouch which had been removed 

from the ventral surface. This may have functioned as a short cutting edge. The flake 

tool is tentatively diagnostic of the Neolithic period, based on the core reduction 

techniques evident on the original flake.  

 

Context 50: floor of Iron Age structure 

A single flake measuring 9.3mm in length, 7.7mm wide and one 1.4mm thick, was 

recovered from the floor. This flake had been struck from a single platform flake core 

and retained a prepared platform and feathered termination. It was diagnostically late 

Mesolithic or early Neolithic. 

 

Secondary technology 

The flake had not been retouched. 

 

Context 52: fill of ditch 51   

Six struck pieces were recovered from the ditch fill: two flakes, one piece of 

flake/blade shatter, one retouched flake fragment, one blade and one core.  

 

Both complete flakes were irregular, one removed from a single platform flake core 

and one from a multiple platform flake core. One measured 15.1mm in length and 

21.3mm wide, the second 15.7mm in length and 18.3mm wide. One had a pronounced 

bulb of percussion and both displayed concoidal ripples, features suggestive of the use 

of a hard hammer. Both flakes were undiagnostic. The piece of flake/blade retained 

neither platform nor termination and was undiagnostic. The retouched flake fragment 

had lost its platform – this piece is described below. 

 

The blade measured 25.6mm in length and 11.5m wide and had been struck from a 

single platform blade core. It retained a planar platform and a lightly hinged 

termination and is diagnostically late Mesolithic or early Neolithic. 

 

The single platform core had been used in the production of regular flakes. It 

measured 15.4mm in length, 9.2mm wide and was 25.9mm thick. The regular nature 

of the pieces struck from the core and the deliberate and careful nature of the 

reduction process suggest a Mesolithic or early Neolithic date for the piece.  

 

Secondary technology 

Only one piece displayed secondary working – the retouched flake fragment. This 

piece had abrupt retouch around its distal end forming an awl point. It is tentatively 

diagnostic of the Neolithic period. 

 

Context 54: fill of trackway 53   

Primary Technology 

A single core trimming flake struck from a single platform blade core was recovered. 

It measured 34.9mm long, 26.4mm wide and 11.8mm thick, and retained a prepared 

platform and a feathered termination. As it had been struck to remove multiple hinge 

fracture scars from the working face of the core, it is diagnostic of the Mesolithic or 

early Neolithic period. 



 

 

Secondary technology 

The core trimming flake had not been retouched. 

 

Context 59: fill of ditch 58   

Primary technology 

Six struck lithics were recovered from the ditch fill, three complete flakes, one flake 

fragment and two blade fragments. The three complete flakes were regular and 

averaged 20mm in length and 16mm wide. None retained sufficient dorsal scars to 

determine the type of core they had originated from. All retained a planar platform, 

one of which showed signs of preparation, with two retaining a feathered termination 

and one a hinged termination. None of the flakes had a distinguishable bulb of 

percussion. These features point to a Mesolithic or early Neolithic date for the flakes. 

The flake fragment comprised only the plunging termination of a flake struck from a 

core of indeterminate type. It is undiagnostic. 

 

The blade fragments comprise one medial fragment, with both the platform and 

termination removed, and one proximal fragment. This retained a prepared platform. 

Both blades were struck from single platform cores and are diagnostic of the 

Mesolithic or early Neolithic period. 

 

Secondary technology 

None of the lithics had been retouched. 

 

Context 69: fill of ditch 68   

Primary technology 

A single complete regular flake was recovered from the ditch fill. It measured 

13.4mm long by 20.4mm wide and retained a planar platform and feathered 

termination. It is undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

The flake had not been retouched. 

 

 

Context 89: fill of ditch 66   

Primary technology 

A single complete flake was recovered from the ditch fill. It had been struck from a 

multiple platform core, measured 16.2mm long by 9.5mm wide and retained a planar 

platform and feathered termination. 

 

Secondary Technology 

A short stretch of non-invasive retouch was identified along one edge. The retouch 

was not classifiable and the flake is undiagnostic. 

 

Context 109: fill of pit 108 

Primary technology 

A single medial flake fragment was recovered from the pit fill. It is undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

The flake fragment had not been retouched. 



 

 

Context 111: fill of posthole 110 

Primary technology 

A single medial flake fragment was recovered from the fill of the posthole. It is 

undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

The flake fragment had not been retouched. 

 

Context 150: floor of Iron Age structure 

Primary technology 

Ten lithics were recovered from the floor of the Iron Age structure: three complete 

flakes, two flake fragments, two pieces of microdebitage, one chip and one piece of 

angular shatter.  

 

The complete flakes averaged 10mm in length and 8mm wide. One had been struck 

from a single platform flake core, one from a single platform blade core and the third 

from a core of indeterminate type. All three flakes retained a feathered termination. 

The flake struck from a blade core retained a prepared platform and is diagnostic of 

the Mesolithic/early Neolithic period. The remaining two flakes are undiagnostic.  

 

The flake fragments comprise one medial fragment and one distal fragment. The 

distal fragment has a hinged termination. Both pieces are undiagnostic. 

 

The chip and two pieces of microdebitage do not retain a platform or termination, and 

all are undiagnostic, as is the piece of angular shatter.  

 

Secondary technology 

None of the lithics have been retouched.  

 

Unstratified contexts: 1 (topsoil), 2 (subsoil), 134 (colluvium) 

Twenty-one struck lithics were recovered from the topsoil, subsoil and colluvium 

across the site: 

Table 13: Morphology of unstratified assemblage 

 

Complete flake 12 

Flake fragment 3 

Blade fragment 4 

Core 1     

Burnt chunk 1     

 

The complete flakes averaged 15.8mm in length and 14.5mm wide. Two had been 

struck from single platform blade cores and two from single platform flake cores. The 

core type for the remainder could not be determined. The predominant platform type 

was planar, with two showing signs of preparation. Seven flakes retained stepped or 

hinged terminations, three retained feathered terminations and one retained a plunging 

termination. The last flake had a damaged termination of indistinguishable form. The 

diagnostic flakes indicate a Mesolithic or Neolithic date for the assemblage. 

 



 

Two of the flake fragments retained dorsal scar patterning. One had been struck from 

a single platform blade core and one from a single platform flake core. Only one 

fragment retained a platform and this was cortical, and the single surviving 

termination was feathered. Two of the pieces had been retouched – these will be 

described below. The third piece is undiagnostic. 

 

Three of the blade fragments retained dorsal scar patterning: one had been struck from 

a single platform flake core and the other two from single platform blade cores (Fig 

93 No 3 and 5). Only one fragment retained a platform, which was planar. All the 

blades are diagnostic of Mesolithic or early Neolithic knapping technologies. 

 

The core measured 17.1mm in length, 27.3mm wide and 36.1mm thick. It had been 

used for the production of irregular flakes and is diagnostically later Neolithic or early 

Bronze Age. 

 

The burnt chunk was heavily cracked, as it had evidently been exposed to prolonged 

or extreme heat. It is undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

One blade fragment showed signs of edge damage – a possible indication of use. This 

can be distinguished from post-depositional damage by the relatively regular nature of 

the scars along the edge.  

 

The retouched assemblage comprised seven pieces. Three complete flakes had 

invasive and non-invasive retouch along one edge. All were diagnostically Neolithic. 

One flake and one blade had been deliberately notched. The blade is diagnostically 

Mesolithic/early Neolithic (Fig 93 No 4). A scraper tool comprising a distal end 

scraper formed through the application of semi-invasive pressure flaking retouch and 

a shallow concave scraper at the proximal end with a point between the two scraping 

edges that could have functioned as an awl is diagnostically Neolithic (Fig. 93 No 6). 

An end/side scraper with invasive and abrupt retouch around the distal end and up one 

lateral edge is diagnostically Neolithic (Fig 93 No 1). A fragment from a unifacial 

knife, with invasive retouch across the dorsal surface of the flake is diagnostically 

Neolithic (Fig 93 No 2). 

 

 

Discussion 

The majority of the diagnostic pieces demonstrate the occurrence of activities on the 

site during the Mesolithic and early Neolithic periods, with some indication of later 

Neolithic and Bronze Age activities. It is likely that a number of the irregular, 

coarsely manufactured pieces also date from the later Neolithic period onwards. Ditch 

58, which has been tentatively identified as Neolithic in date, produced diagnostically 

Mesolithic or early Neolithic flakes and blades but no tools. If this feature is a field 

boundary, as the excavator tentatively suggests, the material is likely to have been 

incorporated into the ditch fills accidentally and as such does not provide evidence of 

activities occuring in situ.  

 

The diagnostically Mesolithic and Neolithic lithics recovered from the ditches 

defining the late Iron Age structure, and the internal floor surface, are clearly residual, 

probably deriving from the contemporary topsoil. While the lithics within the ditches 



 

probably became incorporated accidentally, the pieces set into the stone floor layers 

are likely to have been collected alongside the rest of the stones that made up the floor 

specifically for the purpose of creating a floor surface. While there is no indication of 

patterning or deliberate placement of stones, it is possible that the incorporation of 

obviously worked lithics deriving from previous occupations on the site was a 

deliberate act by the builders of the structure in the Iron Age.  

 

Lithics were also recovered from pit 108 and posthole 110, ditches 10 and 51, and 

trackway 53, all features of unknown date. The lithics from 10, 51 and 53 include 

diagnostically Mesolithic and Neolithic pieces, while the pieces from 108 and 110 are 

undiagnostic. While the diagnostic pieces from 10, 51 and 53 could help to date the 

features, the stratified assemblages from the remainder of the site demonstrate that 

they could equally be residual, deriving from a topsoil assemblage.  

 

The material recovered as unstratified finds also contains diagnostically Mesolithic 

and Neolithic pieces, together with some pieces indicative of activities later in the 

Neolithic period and into the Bronze Age.  

 

The total number and range of tools recovered is fairly small, with only 10 retouched 

pieces, the majority of which derived from the unstratified assemblage. The tools 

represented include scrapers, awls, a knife and simple cutting tools. These are tools 

indicative of processing activities. 

 

Area B 

The assemblage comprised 171 struck lithics, predominantly derived from the subsoil. 

The material will be discussed by context. 

 

Table 14: Quantity of lithics per context, Area B. 

 

Context No. Context Description Quantity 

two     Subsoil 158 

196 Fill of pit  195   1     

201 Fill of pit/tree throw  200   1     

241 Fill of posthole  240   1     

246 Fill of E-W linear 5 

247 Buried soil 4 

268 Floor 1     

 

Context 196: fill of pit 195 

Primary technology 

A single fragment of a regular flake was recovered from the pit fill. This had been 

struck from a single platform blade core and retained a planar platform. It is 

diagnostically Mesolithic or early Neolithic. 

 

Secondary technology 

The flake fragment had not been retouched.  

 

Context 201: fill of pit 200 

Primary technology 



 

A single flake fragment was recovered from the pit fill. It had been struck from a 

single platform flake core and retained a feathered termination. It is undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

The flake fragment had not been retouched. 

 

Context 241: fill of posthole 240 

Primary tTechnology 

A single complete flake was recovered from the fill of the posthole. It measured 

27.6mm in length, 17.9mm wide and 4mm thick and had been struck from a single 

platform blade core. The platform was damaged and unidentifiable and the 

termination was plunging. It is diagnostically Mesolithic or early Neolithic. 

 

Secondary Technology 

The flake had not been retouched.  

 

Context 246: fill of east–west linear ditch 

Primary technology 

Five struck lithics were recovered from the fill of the ditch. These comprised four 

flakes including a core trimming flake from a blade core, and a single blade. Only two 

flakes were complete, the core trimming flake which measured 34.8mm in length, 

16.3mm wide and 7.3mm thick, and a heavy flake struck from an exhausted bipolar 

blade core, which measured 28.5mm in length, 18.7mm wide and 11.1mm thick. 

 

Dorsal scar patterning was evident on two of the flakes and the blade, revealing that 

one flake had been struck from a single platform flake core, and the second flake and 

the blade had been struck from a single platform blade core. Planar platforms were 

retained on two flakes and the blade and a feathered termination on one flake.  

 

Secondary technology 

Four of the pieces had been retouched. The core trimming flake had a short stretch of 

abrupt retouch along one edge, as did the blade. This type of retouch does not form a 

clearly classifiable tool type but may have facilitated cutting. Both pieces are 

diagnostically Mesolithic or early Neolithic. The heavy flake struck from a bipolar 

core had both semi-invasive and abrupt retouch around the distal end forming a 

scraping edge. It is diagnostically Mesolithic. The final piece comprised a small 

broken barbed and tanged arrowhead, diagnostic of the early Bronze Age period. 

 

 

Context 247: buried soil 

Primary technology 

Two complete flakes, one flake fragment and one blade were recovered from the 

buried soil. The complete flakes measured 26.3mm long by 18.6mm wide, and 

21.6mm long by 17.6mm wide, while the blade measured 40.6mm long by 18.6mm 

wide. The blade had been struck from a single platform flake core and one flake from 

a multiple platform flake core. The other two flakes had not retained dorsal scars. The 

blade retained a planar platform and a hinged termination, while the complete flakes 

retained both planar and cortical platforms and feathered terminations. The flakes are 

undiagnostic, while the blade is diagnostic of the Mesolithic or early Neolithic period. 

 



 

Secondary technology 

None of the pieces had been retouched.  

 

Context 268: floor or sub-floor 

Primary technology 

A single bladelet was recovered from the floor deposit. It measured 10.6mm long by 

6.9mm wide and 2.6mm thick and retained a planar platform.  

 

Secondary technology 

The bladelet had been retouched along both edges to form a pear-shaped microlith. It 

is diagnostically Mesolithic. 

 

Context 2: Subsoil 

153 struck lithics were recovered as unstratified finds: 

 

Table 15: Morphology of unstratified Assemblage, Area B 

 

Complete Flake 70 

Flake Fragment 33 

Complete Blade 9 

Blade Fragment 11 

Microdebitage 5 

Core 4 

Flaked Pebble 2     

Burnt Chunk 8 

Angular Shatter 11 

 

The complete flakes averaged 15.6mm long and 14.3mm wide, with seven struck 

from single platform blade cores, 19 from single platform flake cores and four from 

multiple platform flake cores. The predominant platform type was planar, with 3 

showing preparation. A cortical platform was present on eight flakes, while seven 

showed complex or abraded platforms, a form of platform preparation. A number of 

flakes had damaged platforms of indeterminate type. Feathered terminations were the 

predominant type, with a high proportion of hinged and stepped terminations. Three 

crushed terminations indicative of bipolar knapping techniques were identified, 

together with nine plunging terminations. Six had been retouched. The flakes are 

diagnostic of both Mesolithic and Neolithic knapping, with some of the irregular, 

crudely produced pieces likely to be later in date. 

 

Three flakes had been struck from polished flint axes. One had been burnt. It is not 

clear, however, whether it was burnt before or after removal from the axe. All three 

are diagnostically Neolithic. 

 

The complete blades averaged 17.2mm in length and 9mm wide. All but one of the 

blades and blade fragments retained dorsal scars, demonstrating that fifteen had been 

struck from single platform blades cores and four from single platform flake cores. 

Retained platforms were predominantly planar with preparation, with two cortical 

platforms also identified. Terminations comprised seven feathered, three hinged, one 

stepped, two plunging and one burin fracture facet indicative of the use of a 



 

microburin technique for microlith production. The majority of the blades retaining a 

proximal end had a diffuse bulb of percussion suggesting the use of a soft hammer. 

All the blades are diagnostically late Mesolithic or early Neolithic.  

 

The microdebitage (pieces <5mm in length) comprised one bladelet and four flakes. 

The bladelet is likely to derive from late Mesolithic/early Neolithic knapping, while 

the flakes are undiagnostic. 

 

The cores comprised one single platform flake core and two non-specific cores used 

for both flake and blade removal diagnostic of late Mesolithic/early Neolithic 

knapping. They averaged 31.3mm long by 38.2mm wide and 20.9mm thick. All had 

been exhausted, with one rendered unworkable by large numbers of hinge fracture 

scars. The fourth core comprised a rough amorphous core 34.3mm long, 36.5mm 

wide and 13.3mm thick, which had been reused as an awl. This piece is diagnostically 

later Neolithic. Four core trimming flakes were identified, two struck from blade 

cores which are diagnostically late Mesolithic or early Neolithic and two from flake 

cores which are undiagnostic. The two flaked pebbles could represent the testing of 

nodules prior to working, although one is likely to represent plough damage.  

 

The burnt chunks are all heavily cracked, indicative of exposure to extreme or 

prolonged heat. They are all undiagnostic, although one piece is recognisable as a 

fragment of a shattered core. 

 

The angular shatter comprises chunks and pieces showing no clear dorsal or ventral 

surface. It is all undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

A total of 31 pieces had been retouched, with two flakes and two blades showing 

signs of edge damage, a probable indicator of use.  

 

Simple retouch was identified on two blade fragments: one had abrupt retouch along 

both lateral edges, while the other had microlithic retouch along one edge and around 

its truncated distal end. Small notches had been retouched into both lateral edges of a 

complete blade (Fig. 93 No 8) this may have been an aborted attempt to truncate the 

blade for use in microlith manufacture. Abrupt retouch had been used to create an awl 

point at the distal end of one complete blade. Two microliths were identified; both 

backed bladelets manufactured using abrupt microlithic retouch on truncated pieces. 

The microliths are diagnostically late Mesolithic while the remaining retouched 

blades could derived from both late Mesolithic and early Neolithic knapping.  

 

The amorphous core that had been retouched to form an awl had abrupt retouch along 

two edges to form a point. The crude nature of the core suggests that this is a later 

Neolithic piece.  

 

Simple retouch was identified on three flake fragments. Two had short stretches of 

abrupt retouch along one or more edges, both undiagnostic. The third comprised a 

large irregular flake with pressure flaking retouch around the proximal end, removing 

the platform. The irregular nature of the flake suggests a date in the later Neolithic for 

this piece. Seven complete flakes also displayed simple retouch. Six have short 

stretches of abrupt retouch around one or more edges. These did not form classifiable 



 

tools, but could have been used for cutting or scraping. The seventh had a shallow 

notch formed by abrupt retouch. A further notched flake was identified. On on this 

piece, however, a combination of invasive pressure flaking retouch and abrupt retouch 

had been used. The majority of the pieces are diagnostically late Mesolithic or early 

Neolithic, the remainder undiagnostic. 

 

A flake struck from a blade core had been denticulated, with a line of small notches 

forming a saw-like edge. This is diagnostically late Mesolithic. 

 

Three awls were identified. One flake fragment had a shallow notch created by abrupt 

retouch positioned adjacent to the platform and creating an awl point. It was abraded, 

possibly through use, and is diagnostically late Mesolithic or early Neolithic. A core 

rejuvenation flake, struck across the platform of a core, had abrupt retouch forming a 

small point. It is diagnostically Neolithic. A possible scraper sharpening flake struck 

from the side of a scraper had been retouched using abrupt working to form a distinct 

awl point. This is diagnostically Neolithic. 

 

The scraper assemblage comprised seven complete scrapers and a fragment of one 

scraper of indeterminate form. Of the three end scrapers, one primary flake has rough 

retouch around the distal end and a hollow scraper has a wide shallow concave 

depression at the distal end of the flake. This piece also had rough retouch along both 

edges which may suggest that the piece was hafted. Both are diagnostically late 

Neolithic. An end scraper with retouch extending up one edge had been manufactured 

using a combination of pressure flaking and abrupt retouch at the distal end of a heavy 

flake. It is diagnostically Neolithic. A round scraper, with invasive retouched applied 

around the edges of a small flake was identified. This piece is diagnostically late 

Neolithic or early Bronze Age. One heavily burnt side scraper was identified. The 

burning obscured the details of the retouch, however it is likely to be Neolithic in 

date. Two thumbnail scrapers had invasive retouch around the distal end. One is 

tentatively identified as Mesolithic, and the second as early Bronze Age. Without 

context, however, it is difficult to definitively distinguish between thumbnail scrapers 

from these periods.  

 

Table16: Scraper sizes: average for multiple occurrences of type 

 

Scraper Type Length    mm     Width    mm     Thickness    mm     

End 25.9 24.6 11 

Side 19.6 17.5 8.2     

Round 22.1     17.2     11 

Thumbnail 13.4 18.6 7.6 

 

 

Discussion 

As the majority of the material from Area B was recovered from the surface of the 

natural as unstratified finds they do not constitute a clearly defined site, despite the 

presence of a clear cluster towards the centre of the stripped area. However, the 

recovery of such a large assemblage during a mechanical topsoil and subsoil strip is 

significant as it provides a tentative indication of a much larger assemblage in the 

topsoil – recovery of lithics during watching briefs is extremely difficult, and 

consequently the material collected is likely to represent only a small proportion of 



 

what was actually present on the site. The diagnostic pieces point towards a date 

range for the use of the site between the late Mesolithic period and the early Bronze 

Age, with a significant Mesolithic presence. The recovery of cores and core trimming 

flakes, together with primary flakes and microdebitage, point to the occurrence of 

knapping on the site. The range of tools recovered demonstrates that a number of 

activities was being undertaken Microliths suggest hunting (although microliths are 

likely to have fulfilled a range of tasks), and scrapers, cutting tools and awls used in 

the processing of different materials. The recovery of flakes struck from polished  

flint axes may point to the occurrence of clearance activities in the area, or could be 

the result of more formal activities – this is particularly pertinent in the case of the 

burnt flake, as the burning of polished stone axes and axe fragments is well attested 

(Larsson 2000; 2004), with destruction through burning argued as a means of 

removing the piece from circulation.  

 

The stratified material recovered from the pits, ditch and other features on the site is 

comparable in morphology and date range to that in Area A, with the simple cutting 

tools and barbed and tanged arrowhead indicative of a similar range of activities. It is 

possible that some of these features relate to the use of the site in the early prehistoric 

period. Without suitable dating material, however, this can only be considered 

supposition. As in Area A, the material from a topsoil assemblage could have become 

incorporated into later features. 

 

Area C 

The assemblage comprised 89 struck lithics, derived from a series of pits and linear 

features. The material will be discussed by context. 

 

Table 17: Quantity of lithics per context, Area C 

 

Context No. Context Description Quantity 

2     Subsoil 13 

30 Fill of sub-oval pit  29   7 

31 Pit 1     

32 Fill of pit  31   29 

37 Fill of scoop  36   1    

38 Fill of scoop  36   1     

41 Cut of wide linear feature 1    

42 Fill of linear feature  41   28 

56 Fill of linear trackway  55   6 

74 Dark brown clay 2     

 

Context 30: fill of sub-oval pit 29   

Primary technology 

Three complete flakes, three complete blades and one blade fragment were recovered 

from the fill of the pit. The complete flakes averaged 24.7mm long and 13.4mm wide, 

and two retained a planar platform with preparation and a feathered termination. One 

was struck from a single platform flake core and one from a single platform blade 

core. The third had been heavily retouched which had removed all traces of the 

preceding reduction sequence and both the platform and termination.  

 



 

The complete blades averaged 24.7mm long and 9.5mm wide. All three had been 

struck from a single platform blade core, while two retained a planar platform with 

preparation. All three retained a feathered termination. The blade fragment 

represented the distal end of a blade struck from a single platform blade core. Two 

flakes and all the blades are diagnostic of the late Mesolithic or early Neolithic period. 

 

Secondary technology 

The retouched flake comprised a leaf-shaped arrowhead, with invasive retouch across 

both faces. It was slightly damaged, with the proximal tip missing. It is diagnostically 

early Neolithic. 

 

Context 31 and Context 32: cut of oval pit and fill of pit 31   

Primary tTechnology 

 

Table 18: Composition of assemblage in pit 31 

 

Complete Flake 9 

Flake Fragment 12 

Stone axe flake 1     

Complete Blade 1     

Blade Fragment 5 

Burnt Chunk 1     

Angular Shatter 1     

 

The complete flakes averaged 26.9mm in length and 17.6mm wide. Three had been 

struck from a single platform flake core, one from a multiple platform flake core and 

one from a single platform blade core. Planar platforms were present on 4, with one 

having been prepared. Feathered, hinged, stepped and plunging terminations were all 

represented. The flake fragments comprised predominantly distal fragments, one of 

which had been struck from a single platform flake core and one from a single 

platform blade core. The complete blade measured 24mm in length by 9.5mm wide 

and had been struck from a single platform flake core. It had a damaged platform and 

a hinged termination. The blade fragments had been removed from both single 

platform flake and blade cores. All the flakes and blades showing diagnostic features 

indicating knapping activities in the late Mesolithic and Neolithic periods.  

 

The flake struck from a stone axe (Fig. 93 No 9) had a highly polished finish across 

75% of the dorsal surface, with faint polishing striations evident. The proximal end of 

the flake was damaged which had removed the platform and the termination was 

hinged. These features tentatively suggest that it was struck with a hard hammer. The 

piece is diagnostically Neolithic and was apparently deliberately struck from the 

original axe, not a result of breakage. 

 

The burnt chunk was heavily cracked and amorphous. Both this and the angular 

shatter are undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

Three flakes had been retouched, one displaying abrupt retouch along one edge (this 

is not classifiable as a specific tool type but could have been used for cutting). One 



 

heavy primary flake had been retouched around both proximal and distal ends, with 

invasive and abrupt retouch forming a double end scraper. The third flake had rough 

retouch around the shoulder at the proximal end forming a crude possible scraping 

edge. All three pieces are diagnostically Neolithic. 

 

Context 37 and 38: fill of scoop 36   

Primary technology 

A single flake fragment and a piece of angular shatter were recovered from the fill of 

the scoop. Both were undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

Neither piece had been retouched. 

 

Context 41 and 42: linear feature 41 and fill 

Primary technology 

 

Table 19: Morphology of assemblage from feature 41 

 

Complete Flake 10 

Flake Fragment 14 

Complete Blade 1     

Blade Fragment 1   

Core 1     

 

 

The complete flakes averaged 21.2mm long and 16mm wide. Only two retained 

dorsal scars, indicating that one had been struck from a single platform flake core and 

one from a single platform blade core. Planar platforms were present on six flakes, 

with preparation identifiable on two. A cortical platform was identified on two flakes. 

Feathered, hinged and plunging platforms were represented. Only four flake 

fragments retained dorsal scars demonstrating that one was struck from a single 

platform blade core and three from single platform flake cores. The majority of the 

flakes and flake fragments are undiagnostic. Those that do retain diagnostic features, 

however, indicate working in the late Mesolithic and Neolithic periods.  

 

The single complete blade measured 13.8mm long by 2.4mm wide and had been 

struck from a single platform blade core, as had both blade fragments. The blade and 

blade fragments are diagnostically Mesolithic. 

 

The core comprised a non-specific single platform core which had been used in the 

manufacture of both flakes and blades. It measured 23.4mm long by 28.8mm wide 

and 23.6mm thick. It is diagnostic of the late Mesolithic or early Neolithic period.  

 

Secondary technology 

One complete bladelet, one blade fragment and one flake had been retouched. The 

blade fragment had abrupt retouch along one edge which appears to be a failed 

attempt to truncate the blade using a microburin technique, as the blade had snapped 

just below the retouch. The complete bladelet had been worked to form a backed 

bladelet microlith, with abrupt retouch along one edge and around the proximal tip. 

Both are diagnostically late Mesolithic. 



 

 

The flake had invasive retouch around its proximal end forming a scraper edge. It is 

diagnostically Neolithic. 

 

Context 56: fill of linear trackway 55 

Primary technology 

The assemblage comprised one complete flake, one blade fragment, one core and 

three pieces of angular shatter. 

 

The complete flake measured 15.2mm long by 19.9mm wide and retained a cortical 

platform and feathered termination. It is undiagnostic. 

 

The blade fragment had been struck from a single platform blade core and was 

diagnostic of the Mesolithic period.  

 

The core comprised a rough pebble core measuring 29.5mm long by 20.9mm wide 

and 23.2mm long. It was formed on a small rounded pebble from which irregular 

flakes had been struck. It could represent the testing of the pebble prior to working. It 

is tentatively dated to the early Neolithic period. 

 

The angular shatter was undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary tTechnology 

None of the pieces had been retouched. 

 

Context 0 and 2: subsoil and topsoil 

Primary technology 

An assemblage of thirteen pieces was recovered from the subsoil and topsoil (context 

00), comprising nine complete flakes, two flake fragments, one blade fragment and 

one burnt chunk.  

 

The complete flakes averaged 28.1mm in length and 19.4mm wide, with five struck 

from single platform flake cores. A core rejuvenation flake was identified. This had 

been struck across the platform of the core to create a new working edge – the type of 

core it had originated from was not identifiable. Most flakes had damaged platforms, 

however two retained a planar platform, one of which had preparation. Feathered, 

hinged and plunging terminations were represented. One flake fragment had been 

struck from a single platform flake core, the second did not retain distinguishable 

dorsal scars. Most of the flakes were undiagnostic. Those that did retain diagnostic 

features, however, point to knapping activities in the late Mesolithic and Neolithic 

periods.  

 

The blade fragment had been struck from a single platform blade core and was 

diagnostically Mesolithic.  

 

The angular shatter was undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

Four pieces had been retouched. The blade fragment had abrupt working along one 

edge. This is not classifiable as a specific tool type, but may have been used for 



 

cutting. One complete flake had abrupt retouch at the proximal end (Fig 93 No 7). 

This rounded the shoulder of the flake but its function in not determinable.  

 

A medial flake fragment had abrupt retouch along one edge to form a stubby point, 

this could have functioned as a rough awl. It is undiagnostic. 

 

The core rejuvenation flake had been reused as a rough scraper, with retouch around 

the distal end and extending up one edge. It is diagnostically Neolithic.  

 

Discussion 

The material from Area C is similar in morphology and date range to that recovered 

from areas A and B. Here the majority of the struck lithic assemblage, however, 

derived from features. These features comprised pits, postholes and linears which may 

represent the remains of settlement or occupation activities. Pit 31 produced the 

largest assemblage, which included flake and blade debitage together with 3 

retouched pieces – two scrapers and a crude cutting tool, tools suggestive of 

processing activities.Pit 29 also produced flake and blade debitage, with the only 

retouched tool a broken leaf-shaped arrowhead. Linear feature 41 produced flake and 

blade debitage, together with a core, a scraper, a microlith and a possible failed 

microburin, while trackway 55 produced flake and blade debitage and a rough pebble 

core.  

 

The material recovered from each of the features represents material deriving from 

both late Mesolithic and early Neolithic activity, with assemblages such as that from 

41 containing pieces clearly diagnostic of both periods. The unstratified assemblage 

also contains material of late Mesolithic and early Neolithic date. Without more 

contextual information about the pits fills, or information about the other finds 

recovered from the features and a series of secure dates is it not possible to determine 

whether the lithic assemblages represent in situ deposits, either deliberate acts of 

deposition or accidental incorporation of material derived from contemporary 

activities. Nevertheless, the recovery of more lithics representative of a range of 

hunting and processing activities dating from the late Mesolithic and early Neolithic 

periods and comparable with material recovered elsewhere on the site provides 

significant information about the size of area exploited during these periods and the 

range of activities undertaken.  

 

 

Area D 

The assemblage comprised 26 struck lithics, derived from a series of pits and linear 

features. The material will be discussed by context. 

 

Table 20: Quantity of lithics per context, Area D 

 

Context No. Context Description Quantity 

0/two     Subsoil 15 

268 Floor/sub floor 3 

311 Fill of  303 wall slot 1     

312 Fill of  304 wall slot 1     

326 Cut of circular pit 1     



 

342 Fill of  341 square slot 1     

344 Fill of  343 square slot 1    

346 Fill of  345 oval feature 1   

 

 

Context 268: floor/sub floor 

Primary technology 

Two complete flakes and one flake fragment were recovered from the floor surface. 

The complete flakes measured 9.2mm long by 11.8mm wide and 16.7mm long by 

11.8mm wide. One had been struck from a single platform flake core. Both had 

damaged platforms: one retained a plunging termination and the other a stepped 

termination. Both were undiagnostic. The flake fragment had been struck from a 

bipolar blade core, retained a crushed termination and was diagnostically late 

Mesolithic/early Neolithic.  

 

Secondary technology 

One complete flake had been retouched, with a short stretch of abrupt retouch along 

one edge. It was not a clearly classifiable tool but may have been used for cutting. It is 

undiagnostic. 

 

Context 311: fill of 303 wall slot 

Primary technology 

A single flake fragment was recovered. It is undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

The flake fragment had not been retouched. 

 

Context 312: fill of 304 wall slot 

Primary technology 

A single piece of angular shatter was recovered. It is undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

The angular shatter had not been retouched.  

 

Context 326: cut of circular pit 

Primary technology 

A single complete flake measuring 22.8mm long by 22.6mm wide was recovered. It 

retained a cortical platform and a feathered termination. It is undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary Technology 

The flake had not been retouched.  

 

Context 342: fill of 341 square slot 

Primary technology 

A single fragment of indeterminate flake or blade shatter was recovered. It is 

undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

The fragment had not been retouched. 

 



 

Context 344: fill of 343 square slot 

Primary technology 

A flake struck from a single platform flake core was recovered. It measured 11.4mm 

long by 14mm wide and retained a planar platform and hinged termination. It is 

undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

The flake had not been retouched. 

 

Context 346: fill of 345 oval feature 

Primary technology 

One burnt chunk and one piece of angular shatter were recovered from the oval 

feature. Both are undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary Technology 

Neither piece had been retouched. 

 

Context 385: fill of 383 slot through ditch 

Primary technology 

One complete primary flake measuring 20.5mm long by 28.9mm wide was recovered. 

It retained a cortical platform and a stepped termination. 

 

Secondary technology 

The flake had semi-abrupt retouch along both edges at the distal end forming a small 

but distinct awl point. It is diagnostically Neolithic. 

 

Context 00 and 2: subsoil and topsoil  

Primary tchnology 

Ten complete flakes, one flake fragment, one blade fragment, two cores and one burnt 

chunk were recovered as unstratified finds. The complete flakes averaged 23mm in 

length and 20.6mm wide and had been struck from both single and multiple platform 

flake cores. Platforms comprised predominantly planar, with two showing signs of 

preparation, and one cortical platform. Feathered, plunging and hinged terminations 

were represented and two flakes retained a pronounced bulb of percussion suggesting 

the use of a hard hammer technique. The flakes represent both late Mesolithic and 

Neolithic knapping activities.  

 

The flake fragment is undiagnostic, while the blade fragment is likely to derive from 

the late Mesolithic/early Neolithic period. 

 

One discoidal core was identified. This measured 10.7mm long by 37.5mm wide and 

30.7mm thick. It had flakes struck from two platforms set at acute angles to each 

other, with flake struck across the „face‟ of the core. It is diagnostically Neolithic. The 

second core was a single platform flake core measuring 24.6mm long by 25.6mm 

wide and 17mm thick. Platform preparation was identified on a small area of the 

remaining edge and is likely to derive from late Mesolithic or early Neolithic 

knapping activities. 

 

The burnt chunk was cracked and partly shattered and is undiagnostic. 

 



 

Secondary technology 

One flake had edge damage scars around all edges, possibly caused by the use of the 

piece.  

 

Seven of the flakes had been retouched to form a range of tools. One complete flake 

and one flake fragment had short stretches of abrupt retouch along an edge. The 

complete flake was irregular in form with retouch along the distal end forming a small 

notch. These are not classifiable as distinct tool types. These could, however, have 

been used for cutting or scraping. The notched piece is tentatively diagnostic of the 

Neolithic period while the retouched flake fragment is undiagnostic. 

 

One complete flake had abrupt retouch along two edges forming a small awl point. It 

is diagnostically late Mesolithic or early Neolithic. 

 

The remainder of the retouched pieces formed scrapers, with three end scrapers and a 

fragment of scraper of indeteminate form. The scraper fragment comprised a flake 

struck from the worked edge of a scraper, and may have been struck to enable the 

reworking of the edge. It is tentatively identified as Neolithic. One end scraper 

comprised a heavy core trimming flake struck from a flake core with invasive 

pressure flaking and abrupt retouch around the distal end. It is diagnostically early 

Neolithic. A proximal end scraper formed on a flake struck from a multiple platform 

flake core had invasive retouch around the platform. Abrupt retouch was also 

identified along one edge. This piece appears to comprise a combination 

cutting/scraping tool and is diagnostically early Neolithic. A core trimming flake 

struck to remove the distal end of a single platform flake core had rough retouch 

around the distal end forming a crude scraper edge with hints of deliberate 

denticulation. This is diagnostically Neolithic. 

 

Discussion 

The material recovered from Area D derives from both the topsoil/subsoil and the 

foundation features of a Roman structure. The material is comparable to that from 

areas A, B and C, suggesting that the lithic scatter site extended across this area also. 

The identification of material in the Roman structure demonstrates the accidental 

incorporation of a topsoil assemblage into later features.  

 

Area E 

Context 2: subsoil 

Primary technology 

A single primary flake measuring 23.5mm long by 22.6mm wide and 9.2mm thick 

had been used as a rough core. The distal end of the flake/core was slightly crushed 

suggesting the use of a biploar technique. The flake/core is diagnostically Neolithic. 

 

Secondary technology 

The flake/core had not been retouched. 

 

Area F 

A total of fourteen struck lithics were recovered from the subsoil in Area F. 

 

Context 2 : subsoil 

Primary technology 



 

Five complete flakes, six flake fragments, one core and two burnt chunks were 

recovered as unstratified finds. The complete flakes averaged 22.5mm long by 

27.15mm wide. Only two retained dorsal scars, which indicated their removal from 

multiple platform flake cores. Planar platforms predominated, with two showing signs 

of preparation. Surviving bulbs of percussion were diffuse, suggesting the use of a 

soft hammer technique. Stepped and hinged terminations were identifiable on three 

flakes. The remaining two had been obscured by retouch. The flake fragments had 

been struck from single and multiple platform flake core and single platform blade 

cores. None retained a discernible platform. Feathered and stepped terminations were 

identified. The flakes were diagnostic of the Mesolithic and Neolithic periods, with 

the exception of one gunflint which dates to the post-medieval period.  

 

The core measured 18.6mm long by 13.4mm wide and 5.8mm thick. It was 

amorphous and represented the last vestige of an extremely reduced and exhausted 

probable flake core. It is diagnostically late Mesolithic or early Neolithic. 

 

The two burnt chunks were heavily cracked, indicative of exposure to extreme or 

prolonged heat, and were both undiagnostic. 

 

Secondary technology 

One complete flake showed indications of edge damage, possibly caused by use. 

 

Seven flakes had been retouched. One complete flake and three flake fragments had 

stretches of non-invasive abrupt retouch along one or more edges. The complete flake 

had a small notch on one side formed through the application of abrupt retouch. It is 

diagnostically late Mesolithic/early Neolithic and could have functioned as a scraping 

tool. On one flake fragment abrupt retouch had been used to round the shoulder of the 

flake at the proximal end adjacent to the platform. It is diagnostically late 

Mesolithic/early Neolithic, but its use is indeterminable.  

 

One flake fragment, struck from a blade core, had rough microlithic retouch around 

the distal end and up one side. Traces of a possible truncation notch at the proximal 

end of the flake suggests that this piece is a failed microlith, perhaps discarded after 

initial working failed to create the desired form. It is diagnostically late Mesolithic.  

 

A small fragment of patinated and rolled flake fragment had been retouched through 

the patination, with abrupt retouch at the proximal end straightening the edge without 

removing the original platform. This piece had clearly been exposed for a 

considerable time before being reused. Neither phase of working is diagnostic of a 

period and its potential use as a retouched tool is not clear. 

 

One flake fragment had invasive retouch along one edge, with a short stretch of 

abrupt retouch along the opposite edge. It is tentatively diagnostic of the late 

Mesolithic/early Neolithic period, and could have functioned as a cutting tool.  

 

One complete flake had been retouched around the distal end to form a scraper edge. 

Invasive retouch had been used to form the edge which also showed signs of edge 

damage. It is diagnostically Neolithic. 

 



 

The gunflint was roughly squared and formed on dark grey flint. It is post-medieval in 

date. 

 

Discussion 

The material recovered as surface finds from Area F is comparable in form and date 

range to that from all the other investigated areas.  

 

General subsoil finds from areas A, B and C 

Primary technology 

A total of 35 pieces were marked only as deriving from Areas A, B and C. The 

material comprised: 

 

Table 21: Morphology of assemblage from Areas A, B and C 

 

 

Complete Flake 10 

Flake Fragment 11 

Complete Blade 1    

Blade Fragment 3 

Burnt Chunk 4 

Angular Shatter 6 

 

 

The complete flakes averaged 19.3mm in length and 16.1mm wide. None retained 

dorsal scars to enable an identification of the type of core from which they were 

struck. Planar platforms were present on four flakes, cortical platforms on two and an 

abraded platform on one. The remainder were damaged and unidentifiable. Four 

flakes retained a feathered termination, 4 a hinged termination, with two having been 

obscured by retouch. All the unretouched complete flakes were undiagnostic. Two of 

the flake fragments had been struck from single platform flake cores, the remainder 

did not retain dorsal scars. Two retained a planar platform, one a plunging 

termination, while four had been retouched. With the exception of the retouched 

pieces, all the flake fragments were undiagnostic. 

 

The complete blade measured 47.5mm long by 15.7mm wide and had been struck 

from a single platform blade core. It retained a prepared complex platform. The distal 

end had been deliberately truncated using a notch worked from one edge. This may be 

an abandoned blank for microlith production. It is diagnostically Mesolithic. 

 

One blade fragment had been struck from a single platform flake core, the other two 

did not retain dorsal scars. Two fragments had been truncated, with both proximal and 

distal ends removed. They are diagnostically late Mesolithic. The third fragment is 

undiagnostic. 

 

The burnt chunks are heavily cracked, resulting from exposure to intensive or 

prolonged heat. They are undiagnostic, as are the fragments of angular shatter.  

 

Secondary technology 



 

Eight flakes and flake fragments had been retouched, two of which had short stretches 

of abrupt retouch along one edge forming possible cutting edges, one of which was 

diagnostically Neolithic. Two had been retouched around the distal end of the flake, 

one of which formed a possible crude scraper edge. This piece is diagnostically 

Neolithic. One piece had a combination of semi-invasive and abrupt retouch are the 

shoulder of the flake, adjacent to the platform. The function of this piece is unclear, 

but it is diagnostically Neolithic.  

 

One piece had a stretch of semi-invasive retouch along one lateral edge and abrupt 

retouch along the opposite lateral edge. The function of this piece is unclear, although 

it could be an unfinished arrowhead or broken scraper. It is diagnostically early 

Neolithic. 

 

Two scrapers were identified. One core trimming flake had invasive retouch around 

the distal end forming a scraper edge, with abrupt retouch extending around the distal 

end and up one edge. It is diagnostically Neolithic. A fragment from the proximal end 

of a scraper, possibly a thumbnail scraper, was also identified. It is tentatively classed 

as Neolithic. 

 

Discussion 

As with the remainder of the material from Areas A, B and C, the assemblage 

represents lithics diagnostic of the late Mesolithic and Neolithic periods, with cutting 

and scraping tools suggestive of processing activities.  

 

Material from 1997 Evaluation 

As no contextual information was available for the material collected during the 

evaluation, it will be discussed as a single assemblage. 

 

 

 

Table 22: Morphology of assemblage 

 

Complete Flake 11 

Flake Fragment 11 

Blade Fragment 2     

Core 1     

Burnt Chunk 4 

Angular Shatter 1     

 

 

The complete flakes averaged 13.6mm long and 12.8mm wide, with seven struck 

from single platform flake cores. Four flakes retained a planar platform, one of which 

had been prepared. Ten of the flakes retained a feathered termination, with one 

plunging termination. Those flakes which retained diagnostic features were 

representative of late Mesolithic or early Neolithic activities.  

 

Three flake fragments had been struck from single platform flake cores. None 

retained a platform while fourretained a feathered termination and one a hinged 



 

termination. One flake fragment was diagnostically late Mesolithic or early Neolithic, 

and one diagnostically Neolithic.  

 

The blade fragments had both been struck from single platform blade cores. Neither 

retained a platform. One retained a feathered termination and one a hinged 

termination. Both were diagnostically late Mesolithic.  

 

The burnt chunks were heavily cracked and partly shattered and were undiagnostic, as 

were the pieces of angular shatter. 

 

Secondary technology 

Two complete flakes and two flake fragments had been retouched. Both complete 

flakes had small stretches of abrupt or semi-invasive retouch along one edge forming 

an unclassifiable tool which may have functioned as a crude cutting implement. One 

is diagnostically late Mesolithic or early Neolithic and the other Neolithic. 

 

An end scraper formed on a flake fragment was diagnostically Neolithic. This had 

abrupt retouch around the distal end forming a crude scraping edge. A scraper 

fragment of indiscernible form was also identified. Only a small fragment of the 

piece, which displayed semi-invasive retouch along one edge, survived. Both scrapers 

are diagnostically Neolithic.  

 

Discussion 

The material recovered during the 1997 evaluation is morphologically comparable to 

the assemblages derived from the main phase of excavation and also points to 

activities in the late Mesolithic and Neolithic periods. 

 

 
Discussion: Newhouse Park in its regional context 

 

The recovery of lithic material ranging in date from the late Mesolithic period to the 

early Bronze Age is significant in the context of the Welsh Severn Estuary, where 

recent work has revealed a plethora of evidence for early prehistoric occupation and 

activity (Bell et al. 2000; Burrow 2003). The lithic material recovered from 

Newhouse Park, both during the evaluation in 1997 and the excavations in 2007, 

points to the site being used for a range of activities associated with hunting and 

processing throughout the late Mesolithic and early Neolithic periods. While 

definitive evidence for the later Neolithic and early Bronze Age use of the site is more 

limited many of the undiagnostic pieces, or pieces that cannot be clearly assigned to a 

particular period, could relate to later use of the site.  

 

Despite the recovery of material from a range of different contexts, the limited 

understanding of the dating of some features containing lithics and the fact that a large 

proportion of the stratified material is residual within later features makes it difficult, 

at this stage, to consider the material as anything other than a topsoil assemblage. 

Should dating reveal that some features are contemporary with the lithic material 

recovered from them, further assessment of these elements of the site will be 

undertaken. The material recovered during the 2007 excavation will only represent a 

small proportion of the lithic scatter present on the site prior to the onset of ground 

works. The mechanical stripping of the site would have made identification of lithic 



 

material within the topsoil and subsoil extremely difficult, indeed it is testament to the 

quality of the site staff that such a large subsoil assemblage was recovered. 

Nevertheless, the material does provide a representative sample of the original lithic 

scatter, providing sufficient evidence for an interpretation of the activities undertaken 

on the site during the early prehistoric period.  

 

The distribution of material across the site points to Area B as the centre of lithic 

working activities at Newhouse Park. Although the material was recovered from the 

subsoil it is unlikely to have moved significantly from its point of origin despite the 

recent agricultural use of the area (see Clark and Schofield 1991). The site is located 

on a gentle south-east-facing slope, which runs down to the edge of the intertidal zone 

of the Severn Estuary. While the exact shoreline of this part of the Estuary in the 

prehistoric period is not fully understood, the site is likely to have sat within or on the 

edge of a salt marsh (Bell 2009). There was no evidence from the lithics that could 

clearly point to specific areas of the site being used in different periods. Indeed it 

would seem that the whole area of Newhouse Park,probably extending beyond the 

confines of the development area, provided a focus for lithic working activities and 

the subsequent use of manufactured tools throughout the early prehistoric period. 

 

Knapping was evidently undertaken on the site, with cores, primary flakes and some 

microdebitage resulting from the working of pebbles and nodular flint. There was 

some evidence for the testing of pebbles, with one or two flakes removed to determine 

whether the flint is of suitable quality. The majority of primary flakes showed the 

characteristic abraded cortex indicative of beach or gravel pebbles, suggesting that 

people were exploiting the secondary lithic resources available on beaches along the 

estuary. Area C, however, produced a number of flakes of dark grey flint with a 

cortex characteristic of the nodular flint found in areas of chalk or clay with flints in 

neighbouring counties of England. This material could have been traded, or it could 

indicate that people were travelling from England to exploit the available resources of 

the Severn Estuary. Unfortunately, none of the pieces were clearly diagnostic of a 

period. 

 

Definitive evidence for the use of the site during the late Mesolithic comes in the form 

of microliths, microburins, blades and bladelets and truncated blades. Three 

microliths were recovered from Area B, a pear-shaped piece and two backed 

bladelets. Area C produced a backed bladelet and a failed microburin, while Area F 

produced a possible failed microlith. The material recovered as general subsoil finds 

included a possible microlith blank which had been truncated at the distal end using a 

microburin technique. The size of this piece suggests that it could be early Mesolithic 

in date. Microliths are generally accepted as having been used for hunting activities 

see for example Butler 2005; Finlayson 2004, with the individual microliths hafted 

into an arrow shaft to produce a barbed projectile. However, it is likely that they 

would have been used in a range of other composite tools – use-wear analysis on 

microliths recovered as part of the Southern Hebrides Mesolithic Project has 

suggested that they were also used for cutting, drilling and scraping (Finlayson and 

Mithen 1997).  

 

A number of blades and bladelets, including medial fragments which had both 

platform and termination removed, were recovered from the site. A large proportion 

of these retained prepared platforms indicative of careful core working, and other 



 

features suggestive of a Mesolithic date. However, comparable knapping techniques 

continued in use into the early Neolithic period and consequently it is not possible to 

definitively date these pieces to the late Mesolithic. A number of blades and flakes 

struck from blade cores and therefore diagnostic of the late Mesolithic and/or early 

Neolithic periods have been retouched to form simple tools. The alterations to these 

pieces often only involve the trimming of one edge or the formation of a small notch 

using abrupt retouch, however they would have functioned as useable tools for cutting 

or scraping, with the notched pieces serving functions including the trimming of 

sticks for use as arrow shafts. Blades and flakes showing edge damage could equally 

have been used as simple cutting tools. A denticulated flake recovered from Area B 

would also have been used for cutting, its notched edge functioning as a saw. Only 

one actual knife was identified, a fragment of a unifacial knife from Area A. 

 

Definitive evidence for the early Neolithic use of the site comes in the form of a leaf-

shaped arrowhead from Area C. This demonstrates the occurrence of hunting in the 

area, and suggests continuity in the use of the site. The flakes struck from polished 

flint and stone axes also provide evidence for the earlier Neolithic use of the site. 

Whilst none of these had been retouched to form tools, they had all seemingly been 

deliberately struck from a polished axe. (Burrow 2003) points out that a number of 

examples of axe flakes are present in the NMGW collections, some of which have 

been reused to form tools. He suggests that in the case of flint axes, reuse represents 

the maximisation of high quality flint (Burrow 2003), a valuable resource in Wales. 

The presence of a flake from a stone possible mudstone although this will need 

confirmation by a geologist axe in Area C may also indicate the reuse of stone. It has 

been argued, however, that the deliberate destruction of axes may have been a more 

symbolic act (see Thomas 1999). The deliberate destruction of an axe can perhaps be 

interpreted from the burnt flint axe flake from Area B. Larsson (2004) highlights the 

selection of flint axes for destruction by fire in Sweden, proposing a connection 

between the cremation of humans and the „cremation‟ of axes. While the single burnt 

axe flake does not provide a suitable platform for comparison, the relative proximity 

of the Newhouse Park site to two Neolithic chambered tombs, Heston Brake and 

Thornhill Farm, could indicate the occurrence of associated ritual, perhaps mortuary, 

activities within the wider landscape.  

 

The quantity of scrapers is relatively high, with examples of end scrapers, side 

scrapers, hollow scrapers, thumbnail scrapers and round scrapers recovered. It is 

difficult to definitively date these tools, as their use extends from the Mesolithic 

period to the Bronze Age. However, based on characteristics of the knapping 

processes applied to the blank it is possible to tentatively date most of the scrapers to 

the later Neolithic period. The exception is the thumbnail scrapers, one of which is 

late Mesolithic and the other early Bronze Age. One piece of particular note is the 

scraper tool from Area A – this piece had a classic scraper edge at the distal end, a 

concave scraper at the proximal end with the junction between the two scraper edges 

forming a probable awl point. While combination scraper/awl tools are not unusual, 

this piece is interesting as it combines three working edges and could have been used 

for a wide variety of tasks. The awl points are equally difficult to definitively date. 

The majority of examples from Newhouse Park are, however, tentatively Neolithic. 

 

The only definitive evidence for the use of the site in the early Bronze Age is the 

broken barbed and tanged arrowhead from Area B. This piece provides further 



 

evidence for the continuity of hunting activities throughout the early prehistoric 

period.  

 

All the material recovered during the excavation and evaluation at Newhouse Park 

points to the use of the area in routines of hunting and processing throughout the early 

prehistoric period. The location of the site in relation to the Severn Estuary would 

have rendered it an ideal location for exploiting the birds and game which would have 

frequented the intertidal zone. The site itself could have been used for short-term 

occupation, a temporary base for hunting parties venturing out across the salt marsh 

and muds of the Estuary. The scrapers, awls and cutting implements recovered point 

to the occurrence of processing activities on site, with the knapping of necessary tools 

also taking place.  

 

The lithic material from Newhouse Park sits well within the known archaeological 

sites in the local area. Lithic scatters and isolated findspots are recorded at sites along 

the northern shore of the Severn Estuary, with material dating from the Neolithic and 

general early prehistoric period recorded in the NMGW collections (Burrow 2003). 

The Mesolithic site of Goldcliff (Bell 1994), 17km to the SW, provides good evidence 

for how the site at Newhouse Park may have been used. Here, comparable flint 

assemblages were identified, suggesting that hunting and processing was carried out 

at many locations along the intertidal zone. Environmental evidence from Goldcliff 

provided indications of seasonal use of the site and the collection of wild foods (Bell 

1994). The lithic evidence from Newhouse Park suggests that similar activities 

continued throughout the Neolithic period and into the early Bronze Age, with short-

term occupation of the site for the means of collecting food.  

 

 

 



 

5.5 Coarse Stone objects by I. Dennis and Dr A. Pannett 

 

1. Large sharpening stone (Fig 94 No 1) 

L = 310mm, W = 98mm, D = 162mm, Weight = 7kg 

 

Large sub-rectangular block of locally derived fine-grained micaceous sandstone (Old 

Red Sandstone) with elongated oval utilised face recovered from the fill of presumed 

Iron Age ditch (47). Highly smoothed through use with fine striations visible running 

the length of the sharpening surface. A sharpening groove is located on the right-hand 

side (when viewed from utilised surface), set at a slight angle. The groove measures 

120mm in length and varies from 15mm wide and 5mm deep at the top end, fading to 

a point at the base.  

 

2. Whetstone (Fig 94 No 2) 

L = 113mm, W = 53mm, D = 25mm, Weight = 0.266kg 

Elongated oval pebble of locally derived fine-grained micaceous sandstone (Old Red 

Sandstone) with flattened, smoothed sharpening surface on one edge was found in the 

subsoil of Area C (SF no. 50). A series of narrow linear grooves identified on both 

faces and cutting through the sharpening edge. Whetstone is incomplete, with one end 

missing.  

 

3. Whetstone (Fig 94 No 3) 

L = 88.8mm, W = 28.8, D = 19mm, Weight = 0.114kg 

Long narrow pebble of locally derived fine-grained grey micaceous sandstone with 

narrow, flattened sharpening surface on one edge was recovered from sample 55. 

 

4. Whetstone (Fig 94 No 4) 

L = 84mm, W = 44mm, D = 12.4mm, Weight = 0.113kg 

Triangular flat pebble with rounded edges of locally derived fine-grained micaceous 

sandstone with smoothed sharpening surface on one face (SF 113 Area C).  

 

5. Hammerstone (Fig 94 No 5) 

L = 71mm, W = 49.7mm, D = 41mm, Weight = 0.204kg 

Rounded quartzite pebble with abrasions at one end, probably the result of knapping 

activities (SF75 Area C). 

 

6. Hammerstone (Fig 94 No 6) 

L = 103.4mm, W = 61.5mm, D = 62.5, Weight = 0.552kg 

Irregular squared pebble with rounded edges was recovered from sample 39. 

Abrasions at one end suggest it was used for pounding or knapping. 

 

7. Rotary Quern fragment (Fig 95 No 7) 

Estimated radius = 500mm, D = 89mm, Weight 7.9kg 

Approximately a quarter fragment of the top stone of a rotary quern in locally derived 

pinkish, feldspathic sandstone containing quartz pebbles was recovered from pit [320] 

in Area D (SF 313). Fragment includes hopper for the delivery of grain into the quern 

for grinding. The stone shows little sign of wear, although it has a narrow band of 

smoothed wear around the external edge in the top left hand corner (see figure for 

details).  

 



 

8. Beehive quern fragment (Fig 95 No 8) 

Estimated radius = 300mm, D = 92mm, Weight = 0.930kg 

Fragment of upper stone of a small beehive quernstone in locally derived micaceous 

sandstone (Old Red Sandstone) was recovered from the fill of Iron Age ditch (47) in 

Area A. Faint traces of grinding furrows are evident on the internal surface, and 

pecked dressing on the exterior surface forming the domed shape. The tapered upper 

edge of the eye is visible.  

 

9. Stone pendant (Fig 96 No .9) 

L = 23.1mm, W = 13.7mm, D = 3.8mm, Weight = 1.9g 

Small rounded rhomboid-shaped pebble with an hour-glass drill hole set off-centre at 

the narrower end of the piece (SF 229, Area B). Drill hole measures 7mm wide, 

tapering to 1.6mm with striations evident suggesting the possible use of flint or metal 

in the manufacture of the hole.  

 

10. Stone fragment (not illustrated) 

L = 185mm, W = 94.2mm, D = 81mm, Weight 0.820kg 

Angular block of fine grained Old Red Sandstone with dressing on both faces. 

Recovered from pit 320 in Area D (SF 314). 

 

11. Stone Axe (SF no 100). (Fig.96 No 11, Plate 89) 

L = 102mm, W = 52mm, D = 35mm, Weight 0.192.5kg 

Unidentified, non-local, orange-brown igneous rock with black/grey stippled banding 

identified as rhyolite (plate 1). A bifacially worked axe, hard hammer struck with 

crude large flake removal and minimal retouch. Unstratified find (SF100) from Area 

F. The axe shows clear evidence of erosion by riverine action, indicating that the axe 

may be an alluvial deposit. The axe form is consistent with either a Palaeoloithic or 

Mesolithic origin. Elizabeth Walker (National Museum Wales, pers.comm.) has 

suggested that the object may be a Mesolithic tranchet axe, although rhyolitic axe 

heads have been found in Wales dating from the Palaeolithic (Orbach & Scourfield, 

2006). 

 

Discussion 
The eleven stone objects were predominantly recovered from Iron Age and Roman 

contexts. With the exception of the stone axe (no.11), all stone originates from local 

sources in the Triassic, Carboniferous and Devonian sandstones and gritstones which 

outcrop in the vicinity and are found in abundance in river and estuarine deposits. The 

objects are all utilitarian pieces, providing evidence of agricultural practices in local 

subsistence farming.  

 

The two pieces which stand out from this are the pendant and the stone axe. The 

pendant is of personal adornment and is a simple but beautifully manufactured piece 

created from a pebble that was probably recovered from the river gravels in the 

vicinity of the site. It was an unstratified find from Area C where there is a 

preponderance of evidence of Neolithic and Early Bronze Age activity. The shape of 

the pendant is reminiscent of a Neolithic axe form and there is a possibility it may be 

related to the other Neolithic evidence from the site. 

 

The source of the material for the stone axe remains unresolved. The rock has the 

visual appearance of an ironstone, a sedimentary rock. However it also has the 



 

microscopic texture of a fine-grained metamorphic or igneous rock. When we 

examined the rock on the SEM using an analytical probe, it showed the presence of no 

iron, but overwhelmingly Si and O (i.e then main constituents of quartz and 

feldspars). The composition therefore suggests it is a rhyolite (igneous), perhaps with 

the banding being caused by some sort of flow segregation. There is one perhaps 

source of such rhyolite, which is the Malvern Hills. It has not been possible to 

undertake a field survey of Malvern Hills in order to confirm whether this is the 

rhyolite source. 

 

 



 

5.6 The prehistoric and 1st-century AD assemblage by Jody Deacon and Jana 

Horák  

 

Introduction 

 

A total of 1232 pottery sherds weighing 3953g was recovered from areas A, B and C.  

The assemblage from area A comprised 952 sherds of handmade pottery weighing 

2842g recovered from ditches of the rectangular structure, floor surfaces and other 

linear ditches, pits and postholes. This area also yielded 235 sherds (weighing 929g) 

of wheel-thrown or wheel turned vessels characteristic of the areas either side of the 

Severn Estuary during the 1st century AD. Eighty-seven percent (by weight) of these 

distinctive early forms are found in the infill of the Phase 1 and 2 trenches of the 

rectangular structure.  

 

From site B, 11 sherds (weighing 97g) of probable early to middle Bronze Age date 

were recovered from the topsoil and linear ditch fills, while Site C produced 54 sherds 

weighing 84.7g of Bronze Age to Iron Age date from a pit, linear feature and 

trackway. 

 

This is an important assemblage from the Welsh side of the Severn Estuary, as it is 

reasonably large, well stratified and combines, in association locally manufactured 

vesels of Iron Age type with known 1st-century AD wheel-thrown/finished forms 

from slightly further afield.  

 

These vessels provide tantalising hints of changes in ceramic procurement, use, 

discard and deposition by the people living at Newhouse Park during the Late Iron 

Age. These reflect the ways in which the social pressures of the time shaped their 

lives, changing the way they thought about themselves, their surroundings and those 

they interacted with. 

 

Methodology 

 

The majority of the later Iron Age assemblage from Site A was split into ceramic 

groups on the basis of phasing identified by the excavators.  

 

Group 1 Pits and postholes sealed by floor or related to earliest post-built structure 

(contexts 136, 164 and 170) 

Group 2 Lower floors (metalling, contexts 135 and 136) 

Group 3 Stone floor layers (contexts 49, 50 and 150) 

Group 4 Phase I foundation trenches (contexts 88 and 99) 

Group 5 Phase I/II foundation trenches (context 89) 

Group 6 Phase II foundation trenches (context 48, 67 and 91) 

 

Sherds from the small assemblages recovered from sites B and C were considered on 

an individual basis. 

 

All pottery was examined using x10 magnification binocular microscope and 

quantified following the guidelines of the Prehistoric Ceramics Research Group 

(1995). Where possible the fabrics and forms identified at Newhouse Park are 



 

correlated to equivalent groups from other published sites in the region to aid 

comparison.  

 

Table 23: Pottery recovered from all Area A contexts 

 

Site A Pottery groups - all contexts 

No. 
diagnostic 
rim 
sherds 

Total 
no. 

Weight/g 

Group 1 - pits/postholes sealed by 
floor       

Context 139 4 17 112.3 

Context 164   1 1.6 

Context 170 1 10 17.3 

Group 2 - lower floor (metalling)       

Context 135 1 8 9.9 

Context 136 1 6 5.1 

Group 3 - stone floor layer       

Context 49 5 44 200.2 

Context 50 13 215 452.5 

Context 150 16 165 324.8 

Group 4 - Phase I ditches       

Context 88 4 76 261.8 

Context 99 65 230 838.6 

Group 5 - Phase I/II ditches       

Context 89 17 58 226.9 

Context 69   5 13.4 

Groups 6 - Phase 2 ditches       

Context 48 152 201 1015.9 

Context 67 4 43 68.5 

Context 91   4 12.5 

Other pits/postholes       

Context 107   3 12.2 

Context 113   3 5 

Context 115   1 7.5 

Context 149   4 9.2 

Roman ditches       

Context 61   4 12 

Context 65 1 1 7.9 

Context 86 1 6 15.1 

Other ditches       

Context 9   1 1.3 

Context 52 7 35 97.2 

Context 59   2 2.2 

Context 101   3 3.1 

General        

Context 2 subsoil 1 39 110.9 

Context 84?   9 13.6 

Context 134 colluvium   2 9 

Total 293 1196 3867.5 

 



 

 

Fabric descriptions 

 

Eleven fabric groups were identified macroscopically, a number of which occurred in 

several variations. As only five thin-sections for petrological analysis could be 

prepared, sherds were mainly selected from the unusual range of later forms in order 

to determine whether or not locally available clay sources were utilized and for 

comparison with other vessels from the region including Early Severn Valley Wares.  

 

Calcitic wares 

 

Fabric C1: moderately hard with slightly sandy (rounded quartz <1mm) clay matrix. 

Moderate to common angular vesicles ranging in size from <1mm to 3mm, probably 

originally calcite, sparse organic inclusions up to 3mm, probably charcoal. Despite 

being quite sandy, this fabric still has a soapy feel. 

Generally smoothed or burnished surfaces, ranging from buff/brown to black. 

Irregular fracture. 

Date: Middle Iron Age to 1st century AD 

 

Fabric C2: moderately hard fabric with fine clay matrix showing only rare rounded 

quartz grains (<1mm). Moderate to common angular calcite inclusions or voids 

<1mm to 3mm. This fabric is usually black throughout with smoothed or burnished 

external surfaces. 

Soapy feel, hackly fracture, laminating in places. 

Date: Middle Iron Age to 1st century AD 

 

Fabric C3: moderately hard fabric with fine clay matrix. Moderate to common angular 

vesicles ranging in size from <1mm to 3mm, probably originally calcite, sparse 

organic inclusions 1-3mm, probably charcoal.  

Fabric ranges in colour from grey to black. 

Very fine, soapy texture. 

Date: Middle Iron Age to 1st century AD 

 

Fabric C4: quite hard fabric with slightly sandy (rounded quartz<1mm) clay matrix.  

Moderate to common angular calcite inclusions <1mm. 

Colour ranges from brown to black. Smoothed or burnished external surfaces. 

Soapy texture, irregular fracture. 

Date: Middle Iron Age to 1st century AD 

 

Fabric C5: quite hard fabric with slightly sandy clay matrix (sparse sub-rounded 

quartz <1mm). Moderate angular vesicles, probably calcite, <1-2mm. Smoothed or 

burnished surfaces, generally dark grey to black fabric. 

Slightly sandy texture, quite smooth fracture. 

Date: Middle Iron Age to 1st century AD 

 

Vesicular wares 

 

Fabric V1: quite soft with occasional sparse rounded quartz (<1mm) within the fine 

clay matrix. Moderate to common sub-rounded vesicles, probably limestone up to 

3mm. Often a smoothed or burnished surface, ranging in colour from brown to black. 



 

Laminating fracture. 

Parallels: Thornwell Fabric 10 and 11 (Woodward, 1996) 

Date: Middle Iron Age to 1st century AD. 

 

Fabric V2: hard fabric, possibly wheel finished with sandy clay matrix (moderate sub-

rounded quartz <1mm). Moderate sub-angular vesicles 1-3mm, moderate organic 

material, probably charcoal, 1-3mm and sparse sub-angular quartz 1-3mm. 

Sandy texture, slightly hackly fracture. Difficult to determine whether the voids 

represent limestone or calcite.  

 

Limestone ware 

 

Fabric L1: quite hard fabric with fine clay matrix. Abundant shelly limestone 

fragments most <1mm but up to 3mm. Possibly a SW decorated ware fabric or 

Malvenian. Surface colour ranges from dark grey to brown. 

Soapy texture, slightly irregular fracture. 

Parallels: Thornwell Fabric 7? (Woodward, 1996); TF216 (Goudge 1982) 

Date: Late Iron Age 

 

Vesicular/quartz/grog ware 

 

Fabric VQG1: moderately hard fabric with fine clay matrix. Moderate to common 

angular vesicles <1mm, probably calcite, sparse sub-rounded quartz 1-3mm and 

moderate sub-rounded grog <1mm. Surface colour ranges from oxidised brown to 

dark grey.  

Slightly soapy texture, laminating fracture. 

Parallels: Similar to SV1 below 

Date: Pre-conquest 

 

Quartz wares 

 

Fabric Q1: hard fabric with sandy clay matrix. Moderate sub-angular and sub-rounded 

quartz inclusions 1-3mm. Surfaces, slightly smoothed if treated. 

Sandy texture, slightly irregular fracture.  

Parallels: South Wales Native Wares (Blackamore 2002, 124-6); Usk Fabric 2 

(Webster 1993, 230). 

Date: 1st century AD 

 

Fabric Q2: quite soft fabric with fine clay matrix. Contains moderate amounts of 

angular white quartz inclusions 1-3mm across and occasional charcoal flecks <1mm.  

Laminating texture. 

Parallels: Ogmore (Gibson 1990) 

Date: Neolithic 

 

Grog ware 

 

Fabric G1: quite soft fabric with slightly sandy clay matrix (moderate sub-rounded 

quartz <1mm). Sparse sub-rounded grog fragments up to 3mm and occasional sub-

angular quartz <1mm. Oxidised orange external surface, grey internal surface and 

core. Sandy texture, slightly laminating fracture. 



 

 

Fabric G2: quite hard fabric with slightly sandy clay matrix (sparse sub-rounded 

quartz <1mm). Moderate quantities of sub-angular grog fragments 1-3mm. Reduced 

throughout to black or grey. 

Slightly soapy texture, quite smooth fracture. 

Parallels: Brean Down Fabric 365 (Woodward 1990, 122) 

Date: Middle Bronze Age. 

 

Quartz/grog wares 

 

Fabric QG1: Quite soft, slightly sandy fabric containing moderate amounts of sub-

angular quartz up to 3mm and sparse sub-rounded grog up to 3mm. 

Slightly sandy texture, quite smooth fracture. 

Parallels: Llanmaes fabric 14 (Deacon unpublished) 

Date: Early to middle Bronze Age 

 

Fabric QG2: Hard fabrics initially appearing to be Black Burnished Ware but with the 

addition of sparse to moderate sub-rounded clay pellets (<1mm). Black surfaces, 

burnished externally, with grey core. 

Sandy texture, irregular fracture. 

Parallels: South Wales Native Ware (Blackamore 2002) 

Date: 1st century AD 

 

Crushed rock ware 

 

Fabric Cr1: quite hard, fine fabric containing sparse degraded sandstone lumps up to 

5mm across which may give rise to the slightly sandy texture and sparse sub-rounded 

grog up to 3mm.  

Slightly sandy texture quite smooth fracture. 

Parallels: Llanmaes fabric 6 (Deacon unpub.) 

Date: Middle Bronze Age 

 

Severn Valley Wares 

 

Fabric SV1: Early Severn Valley Ware. Quite soft, vesicular fabric containing sub-

rounded grog (<1mm), sparse to moderate burnt organic material (probably charcoal), 

rare sub angular limestone or calcite fragments (1-3mm). Usually oxidised red-brown 

to orange surfaces and pale grey core.  

Soapy texture and irregular fracture. 

Parallels: Court Farm, Middle Duntisbourne, Duntisbourne Grove SVWEA1 (Timby, 

1999); Frocester 12a (Timby, 2000) 

Date: Pre-conquest 1st century AD. 

 

Fabric SV2: Severn Valley Ware. Moderately hard, fine fabric with sparse to 

moderate sub-rounded grog inclusions(1-2mm). Other inclusions vary and include 

fine limestone (<1mm), crushed rock and iron pellets. Slightly micaceous. Oxidised 

buff to orange surfaces with pale orange core.  

Slightly irregular fracture. 

Parallels: Gloucester TF11D (Timby, 1990); Court Farm, Middle Duntisbourne, 

Duntisbourne Grove SVWEA2 (Timby, 1999); Uley Fabric type 10 (Leach, 1993) 



 

Date: 1st to 2nd century AD. 

 

Fabric SV3: Early Severn Valley Ware. Moderately hard, slightly sandy fabric. Sparse 

sub-rounded grog inclusions (<1mm), sparse to moderate burnt organic (<1-2mm), 

probably charcoal and sparse sub-rounded quartz (<1mm). Oxidised orange surfaces, 

occasionally with slightly greyer core. 

Slightly sandy texture, irregular fracture. 

Parallels: Gloucester TF17 (Timby, 1990); Middle Duntisbourne, Duntisbourne Grove 

SVWEA3 (Timby, 1999); Frocester 12b (Timby, 2000). 

Date: Pre-conquest 1st century AD 

 

Greyware 

 

Fabric GW1: Fine, hard fabric containing abundant sub-angular to sub-rounded quartz 

(<0.5mm). Smoothed grey external surface, grey to buff internal surface with dark 

grey core. Possibly dark grey slip on some vessels. 

Fine sandy texture, slightly irregualar fracture. 

Parallels: Cirencester Fabric 5 (Rigby 1982, 153) 

Date: 1st century AD 

 

Fabric GW2: South Wales Grey Ware. Coarse hard fabric containing abundant quartz 

grains <1mm. Reduced grey colour throughout. 

Date: Mid 1st to 4th century AD  

 

Other ware 

 

Fabric XX:  [unusual inclusions – information awaited] 

 

 

The earliest Group 1 features, as well as the other pits and postholes, and the Group 2 

floor layers utilize a limited range of fabrics. These calcite-, vesicular- and limestone-

tempered fabrics are very similar in their frequently laminating and soapy textures and 

are probably all derived from locally available clay and rock sources. The distinctive 

VQG1 fabric continually utilized until the site goes out of use is present from this 

early phase of activity.  

 

Group 3 fabrics have a greater number of subtle variations on the above tempers, 

which again clearly dominate, but the addition of sandier fabrics to the repertoire 

seems to mark this group from what has come previously. The small quantities of 

Severn Valley Wares may be intrusive. 

 

The range of locally produced small/medium jar wares decreased in Groups 4–6, the 

smaller quantites and generally low mean sherd weights might suggest these 

originally derive from the pottery-rich floor layers 150 and 50. Early Severn Valley 

Ware vessels only appear within Group 4 in the Phase I ditch layer while the fine 

greywares are probably best assigned to Phase II and are confined to Groups 5 and 6. 

 



 

 

A note on the petrology of six Iron Age sherds from Newhouse Park, Chepstow 

by Jana Horak 

 

Introduction 

 

Five sherds were submitted for petrological examination from the excavation at 

Newhouse Park, Chepstow. Samples were prepared by standard petrological methods; 

initial impregnation with epoxy resin, and then lapping to 30µm, followed by final 

polishing with diamond paste. The thin sections were inspected using a Leitz 

Ortholux Pol 2 polarising microscope and photographed with a Leica DFC 480 

system. All samples are characterised by an abundance of voids, most representing the 

former location of inclusions. Although information can be derived from the size and 

form of these voids, the lack of preservation of inclusions limits full interpretation. 

 

1 T/S 1 [(48) 

 

This sherd has a heterogeneous, dark brown fabric [Munsell 7.5YR 3/1, very dark 

grey], showing slightly darker edges and local reddening [5YR 4/4 reddish brown]. In 

hand specimens the fabric is seen to slightly foliated. The outer surface shows 

extensive weathering/dissolution which produces voids with an angular, sometime 

platy form and a length to width ratio of up to 1:15, and an approximate concentration 

of 5% by area The most abundant inclusions visible are dark, slightly vitreous black 

fragments, of charcoal, and rarer sub-rounded grains of white quartz (up to 1.5 mm 

diameter). These observations are supported by thin section examination. The fabric is 

seen to be clay dominated with a heterogeneous, but generally low content of sub-

rounded silt-grade quartz grains. Voids dominate the thin section, although occasional 

quartz grains and angular inclusions of opaque material are present.  

It is therefore concluded that this sherd was fired under reducing condition from 

poorly homogenised batch of clay. Both quartz and charcoal (or possibly organic 

matter rendered o charcoal) were added as inclusions.  

 

2 T/S 2 (99) A SD1 

 

The fabric of this sherd shows an oxidised, orange outer rind [c. 1 mm, Munsell 5YR 

5/6 yellowish red], and a grey interior [5YR 4/1 dark grey].  In hand specimen the 

outer surface shows a high density of voids, recording the location of eroded 

inclusions, some are now clay-filled. These voids typically have a rounded to sub-

rounded form, but more angular, equant, and elongate voids are also observed. 

Inclusions of black slightly vitreous material are abundant and identical to that 

recorded from TS 1 {48}. In thin section the fabric is seen to be relatively 

homogeneous (c.f. T/S 1 {48), weakly foliated, and consists of grey clay and sub-

rounded silt-grade quartz grains. Voids dominate the thin section, only a few large 

grains of monocrystalline quartz (up to 0.5 mm) and the remnants of dark material in 

one angular inclusion are present. The remaining voids, corresponding to the pits on 

the outer surface, have a sub-rounded (diameter 0.3-0.5mm) or more angular (0.65 – 

0.4 mm form).   



 

This sherd, although more homogenous shows similarities in the inclusion content 

with that noted in than T/S 1 (48). However the fabric is less reduced being a grey 

rather than dark brown, and has an outer oxidised rind 

.  

3 T/S 3 (49) Stone Level 

 

The fabric of this sample is homogenous dark brown/black clay [5 YR 2.5/1 black]. In 

hand specimen the surface is dominated by voids, both angular and equant, up to 1.2 

mm width, and less commonly with a rounded form. One large sub-rounded quartz 

grain (4 mm in diameter) and numerous small (0.5 mm) rounded quartz grains are 

present. No other inclusions were observed.  

In thin section the fabric is seem to comprise a weakly foliated, homogeneous dark 

brown clay with silt sized grains of quartz. There is a high density of voids and 

inclusions (estimated at 10%), the majority of which are voids. Inclusion present 

mirror those described in hand specimen, most quartz being mono-crystallaline, 

although one grain (0.5 mm) of poly-crystalline quartz was noted. In addition to 

quartz pellets of clay or grog are present, the colour following that of the matrix, this 

probably suggests that are clay pellets rather than grog. Unlike TS 1 and T/S 2 there is 

no evidence of nature of the inclusions that previously occupied the angular voids. 

However the angular nature suggests that it may be either charcoal or calcite that was 

prepared for this purpose. Unfortunately trance of neither of these was observed in 

this specimen.  

 

4 TS 4 (49) [98] A SD4 

 

In hand specimen this sherd is a pale yellow grey [2.5Y 7/2 light grey] with a dark 

outer convex surface [10YR 4/1 dark grey]. It has a visible foliated fabric and a 

moderate density of voids and inclusions (estimated at c. 5% by area). The voids are 

equant, some rounded. Inclusions of rounded quartz grains, up to 0.5 mm diameter, 

are visible on natural surfaces and pellets of orange clay/grog on the cut surface. 

 

In thin section the fabric is foliated and comprises clay and fine quartz sand (c. 70 

µm). On the fresher surface of the thin section (compared to the sherd surface) the 

voids are seen to have a dominantly angular shape, and a mainly equant form, and are 

up to 1.2 mm in size. Inclusions of quartz are subordinate to voids and are dominantly 

mono-crystalline (one example of polycrystalline quartz was noted) and within the 

range 0.24-0.5 mm. oval pellets of orange grog (0.5-0.8 mm) stand out from the main 

fabric.  

 

5 TS 5 (105) A H5 

 

In hand specimen this sherd is dark brown [2.5Y 2.5/1 black] with a reddish brown 

rim [5YR 4/4 reddish brown].  The surfacecontain abundant voids and inclusions, 

estimates at 10% by area. One surface shows little evidence of pitting and this surface 

is rich in quartz grains. The other flat surface is more pitted and the broken surface 

shows evidence of white, angular calcite inclusions, although no calcite fragments are 

visible at the surface. Angular voids suggest that such fragments have been dissolved 

during burial/weathering of the pottery.   



 

 

In thin section the hand specimen observations are supported. The specimens contain 

abundant angular voids. These can be substantiated as the former site of calcite 

inclusions by the presence of calcite inclusions of similar size and dimensions to these 

voids. The calcite is equant to slightly elongate (length to width ratio 2:1), up to 1.6 

mm in maximum dimension and shows evidence of etching. Quartz inclusions are 

also present as rounded monocrystalline grains (0.4-0.6 mm). A single inclusions of 

polycrystalline quartz measures 2.2 x 0.8 mm. 

 

6 TS6 98/99/SD1/CH NH07 

 

In thin section the sherd is observed to have an orange/brown oxidised matrix with 

slight darker margin (< 0.5mm) and a layered internal structure. The matrix clay 

contains small, sub-rounded to rounded grains of quartz (c 80 µm) and rounded 

oxidised inclusions of grog up to 0.75 mm in length, some show a concentric structure 

consistent with formation by rolling of clay. The voids can be divided into thin 

elongate forms indicative of primary voids and smaller more equant shapes 

representing weathered and plucked matrix quartz and inclusions. The inclusions 

comprise angular to slightly rounded fragments of charcoal, 0.4 to 0.6 mm across that 

preserve evidence of the primary cellular wood structure and mineral grains and lithic 

fragments. The quartz is present as smaller moncrystalline grains typically 0.2-0.3 

mm across and larger polycrystalline and sutured grains up to 0,5 mm. One example 

of an angular quartz suggestive of an origin by crushing was observed. The lithic 

fragments are restricted to elongate, rounded clasts of fine-grained sandstone (up to 

0.8mm in length) dominated by quartz with minor secondary sericite, and smaller 

angular grains of sandy mudstone. No carbonate inclusions were observed. 

 

 

 
 



 

Pottery groups - all contexts C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 V1 V2 L1 VQG1 Q1 Qz1 G1 G2 Cr1 QG1 QG2 SV1 SV2 SV3 GW1 ?? GW 

Group 1                                              

Context 139               6 11                           

                30.0g 82.3g                           

Context 164           1                                 

            1.6g                                 

Context 170   4 2 2                                     

    8.2g 6.3g 2.8g                                     

Group 2                                              

Context 135 2 2       4                                 

  4.0g 1.3g       4.6g                                 

Context 136 5 1                                         

  0.9g 4.2g                                         

Group 3                                              

Context 49     1           42             1             

      2.5g           193.0g             4.7g             

Context 50 70 10 30 1 12 66 7 6   4           1   6 2       

  145.0g 8.3g 99.0g 3.8g 10.9g 118.1g 6.3g 8.6g   31.3g           5.0g   10.5g 11.6g       

Context 150 24 26 16     84 6 4 2 2               1         

  69.6g 33.1g 25.9g     126.9g 32.4g 19.6g 2.8g 6.7               7.8g         

Group 4                                              

Context 88     60           16                           

      205.1g           56.7g                           

Context 99 20 1 28     83     1             1 77 4 4   10   

  96.9g 34.0g 50.1g     217.4g     28.6g             6.0g 251.4g 38.6g 17.1g   98.5g   

Group 5                                              

Context 89     3 4   29     2                     20     

    37.4g 3.8g     31.2g     3.4g                     151.1g     

Context 69                                       5     

                                        13.4g     

Groups 6                                              

Context 48   10 9 2   13   7 81                     8     

    5.9g 33.4g 6.5g   13.1g   29.9g 616.5g                     29.4g     

Context 67     1     42                                 

      2.7g     65.8g                                 

Context 91 1                                   1   2   

  2.9g                                   3.2g   6.4g   

Other pits/postholes                                             

Context 107 3                                           



 

 

 

Table 24: Area A sherd count and weight by fabric 

.

Pottery groups - all contexts C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 V1 V2 L1 VQG1 Q1 Qz1 G1 G2 Cr1 QG1 QG2 SV1 SV2 SV3 GW1 ?? GW 

  12.2g                                           

Context 113 2 1                                         

  3.9g 1.1g                                         

Context 115   1                                         

    7.5g                                         

Context 149           4                                 

            9.2g                                 

Roman ditches                                             

Context 61               3                   1         

                6.1g                   5.9g         

Context 65                 1                           

                  7.9g                           

Context 86 4         2                                 

  5.7g         9.4g                                 

Other ditches                                             

Context 9                   1                         

                    1.3g                         

Context 52     18             11   1             1       

      26.0g             51.7g   0.7g             18.8g       

Context 59                             1               

                              2.2g               

Context 101   3                                         

    3.1g                                         

General                                              

Context 2 subsoil 10         8   2   1           6   1 4     6 

  16.4g         9.4g   2.9g   3g           25.2g   4.7g 3.3g     46g 

Context 84 ?               9                             

                13.6g                             

Context 134 colluvium 2                                           

  9.0g                                           



 

 

Forms 

 

Although there are several vessels within the assemblage with profiles of sufficient 

completeness to ascribe to a particular known form (i.e. Cunliffe 1984) the majority 

of the Late Iron Age/ 1st century AD pottery is fragmentary and surviving rim sherds 

quite small. Few represent more than 10% of the total circumference of the vessel and 

the mean sherd weight for site A is just 3g. 

For this reason the simple classification outlined below was adopted for these smaller 

sherds. Vessels with larger surviving profiles are also identified to Cunliffe‟s (1984) 

system which has been widely adopted on other sites to allow for comparison. The 

forms present are JC (high shouldered jars), BC and BD (wide mouthed, necked 

bowls and BE (carinated bowls). 

In addition, the following traits were recorded for each rim. 

 

.1 Rounded 

.2 Flattened 

.3 Bulging internally 

.4 Tapering 

.5 Pinched 

.6 defined change of angle 

 

Table 3 shows the occurrence of each rim from all contexts. Although the sherd count 

is small, this table may show that the range of forms appears to diversify in the years 

after the construction of the upper floor layers, probably during the latter part of the 

1st century BC or early 1st century AD. It is also clear that the necked and low-

carinated bowl forms were not deposited during the lifetime of the phase I structure 

which would seem to come to an end in the first half of the 1st century AD.  

 

R1 – Simple upright/angle unknown.  

Relatively undiagnostic. Precise dating uncertain especially as some examples may 

simply be too small to be identified as an everted, inverted or upright necked form.  

Variations: R1.1. R1.2 

Contexts: 48, 50 

Fabrics: C2, C4 

Date: Middle Iron Age to 1st century AD 

 

R2 – Inward sloping neck with simple rounded or slightly tapering rim. 

Variations: R2.1, R2.5 

Contexts: 88, 99, 150 

Fabrics: C1, C2, V1 

Illustrations: Fig 97 No 8, 12, Fig 98 No 23, 31 

Date: Middle to Late Iron Age 

 

R3 – Proto-bead rim. Slightly everted stubby rims, almost forming a bead, but without 

the well defined angle beneath to form a true bead. Top of rim varies from simple 

rounded or flattened to slightly expanded. These can be quite difficult to distinguish 

from bead rims in some profile illustrations making finding good parallels in the 

literature slightly more challenging. 

Phase 1 contexts 88 and 99, upper floor layers 50 and 150.  



 

Variations: R3.1, R3.2, R3.3 

Contexts: 50, 52, 65, 86, 88, 99, 150 

Fabrics: V1, V2, VQG1 

Illustrations: Fig 97 No 9, Fig 98 No 18, 21, 22, Fig 99 No 39, 41 

Date: Middle to late Iron Age  

 

R4 – Bead rim. Usually has rounded shoulder. 

Phase 1 contexts 88 and 99, upper floor layers 50.  

Variations: R4.1, R4.2 

Contexts: 50, 88, 99, 56 

Fabrics: Q1, C1, C3, VQG1 

Illustrations: Fig 98 No 19, 24 

Date: Late Iron Age –1st century AD. 

 

R5 - Short upright rim, sometimes slightly irregular on a high rounded shoulder. 

These have been grouped as proto-bead rims in some assemblages (e.g. Thornwell 

Farm: Woodwrd 1996, Fig. 27, nos 34 and 36) but are considered a separate group 

here. These vessels show no evidence of attempts to form a bead, such as applied 

strips around the rim or undercutting and little or no eversion. 

Variations: R5.1, R5.2, R5.3 

Contexts: 49, 50, 99, 139, 170 

Fabrics: C1, C2, V1, V2, VQG2 

Illustrations: Fig 97 No 14, Fig 99 No 30, 33 

Date: Middle to late Iron Age  

 

R6 – Slightly everted rim with rounded shoulder. These rims are usually stubby and 

short and turn out only slightly more than form R5. 

Variations: R6.1, R6.4, R6.5 

Contexts: 2, 50, 65, 150 

Fabrics: C1, V1, VQG1 

Illustrations: Fig 97 No 11, Fig 98 No 16, Fig 99 No 40, 41 

Date: Middle to late Iron Age 

 

R7 – Everted rim with a rounded shoulder. Clearly turned outwards from the mouth 

but without the distinctive line which forms a bead rim. Some variations may have a 

clear change of angle at the neck, others a more gradual, hollow change. 

Variations: R7.1, R7.2, R7.4, R7.6 

Contexts: 49, 50, 52, 67, 89, 150 

Fabrics: C2, V1, L1, Q1, VQG2 

Illustrations: Fig 97 No 6, 13, Fig 98 No 17, Fig 99 No 36, 38 

Date: 1st century BC to 1st century AD 

 

R8 – Wheel thrown wide-mouthed bowl form with tall hollow neck and everted rim, 

occasional with slight bead. The shoulders are wide and sinuous, some with wide 

cordons defined by tooled grooves above and below. Shallow foot-ring base. 

Variations: BC, BD 

Contexts: 48, 69, 89, 99 

Fabrics:  SAV?, GW1, SV1? 

Illustrations: Fig 98 No 25, 26, 28,Fig 99 No 35, 

Date: c. AD 0–50 



 

 

R9 – Wheel-thrown/turned bowl with an everted rim and low, sharp-angled 

carination. Decorated with fine applied cordons around the body of the vessel. 

Contexts: 99 

Fabrics: SV1 

Illustrations: Fig 98 No 29 

Date: c. AD 0–50 

 

B1 – Simple base with straight sides at an approximately 60º angle.  

Contexts: 48, 50, 115, 150 

Fabrics: C1, C2, C3, V1 

Illustrations: Fig 98 No 15, Fig 99 No 32 

Date: Middle Iron Age to 1st century AD 

 

B2 – Simple base with slightly concave sides at an approximately 60º angle. 

Contexts: 50, 150 

Fabrics: C1. V1 

Illustrations: Fig 98 No 20 

Date: Middle Iron Age to 1st century AD 

 



 

Table 25: Area A identifiable forms by context. 

 
Pottery groups  R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8 R9 B1 B2 

Group 1                        

Context 139         2   2         

Context 164                       

Context 170         1             

Group 2                        

Context 135         1             

Context 136                       

Group 3                        

Context 49         3   2         

Context 50     1 1 1 5 3     8 1 

Context 150   2 1   1 6 2     5 1 

Group 4                        

Context 88   1 2 1               

Context 99   1 1 4 2     4 2     

Group 5                        

Context 89             1 2       

Context 69                       

Groups 6                        

Context 48     1         2   1   

Context 67             1         

Context 91                       
Other 
pits/postholes                       

Context 107                       

Context 113                       

Context 115                   1   

Context 149                       

Roman ditches                       

Context 61                       

Context 65     1                 

Context 86     1                 

Other ditches                       

Context 9                       

Context 52           2 2         

Context 59                       

Context 101                       

General                        

Context 2 subsoil           1           

Context 84 ?                       

Context 134 
colluvium                       

 

 



 

Area A 

 

Catalogue of ceramic groups 

 

Group 1 features sealed beneath metalled floor surface or related to earliest post-

built structure. 

Date: 1st century BC 

The earliest stratified groups on the site, these postholes and pits may relate to an 

earlier post-built rectangular structure or activities within the later building but prior 

to construction of the metalled surface. Little can be said about the single vesicular 

sherd from posthole (163).  The three diagnostic rim sherds found together in posthole 

138 provide a clear association between three differing form and sizes while the 

association between a sherd of probable south-western decorated ware and a small jar 

with a short upright rim probably suggest date in the 1st century BC. 

 

The range of fabrics is limited compared to the floor layer directly above, but more 

restricted than the range present in upper floors. However, the significance of this 

may be negligible considering the small size of the group 1 assemblage. 

 

Fig 97 No 4; Area A; 138; 139; VQG2; R6.2 

Medium sized ovoid jar with rounded shoulder with narrowed neck and flattened 

upright rim. Joins No.14.  

Parallels: Magor Pill (Webster 1996, nos.8-10); Twyn-y-Gaer (Spencer 1979, no.331) 

Date: 3rd century BC to 1st century BC. 

 

Fig97 No.5; Area A; 138; 139; VQG1; R2.5 

Medium-sized ovoid jar with inward sloping neck with slightly pinched rim and slack 

shoulder. 

Parallels: Magor Pill (Webster 1989, no.11 &13); Usk (Greene, 1993, fig.28.12) 

Date: 1st century BC 

 

Fig 97 No.6; Area A; 138; 139; L1; R7.2 

Small/medium sized jar with everted rounded rim. Horizontal burnish below the rim. 

Parallels: Sudbrook (Spencer 1979, nos.8-9); Llanmelin (Spencer 1979, no.231); 

Caldicot (Spencer 1979, no.11); Thornwell Farm (Woodward 1996, nos. 35 & 37). 

Date: 1st century BC to mid-1st century AD. 

 

Group 2 Lower floor surface metalling 

Date: 1st century BC 

This is a small group of 14 sherds weighing only 15g and giving a mean sherd weight 

of just 1.07g. This, and the abraded nature of the sherds, would be consistent with 

exposure/trampling on a floor surface. The sherds were concentrated in the 

south/western corner of the building in squares B2, C2 and D2, perhaps indicative of 

cleaning or sweeping of the floor surface. 

Only calcite and vesicular fabrics are present and the small rounded rim and short 

upright rim may tentatively point to a date in the 1st century BC for the construction 

and use of these lower floor surfaces. 

 

Fig 97 No 7; Area A; 136; V1; R5.2 



 

Parallels: Magor Pill (Webster 1989, no.6); St Athan (Webster, Gwilt & Horák, 2006, 

no.5); Thornwell Farm (Woodward 1996, no.30, 33 & 36); Caldicot (Spencer 1988, 

no.42);  

Date: 1st century BC to mid-1st century AD. 

 

Group 3  Upper floor layers 

Date: 1st century BC to mid first century AD. 

From the earlier of these floor surfaces 49=150 259 sherds weighing 652.7g were 

recovered giving a mean sherd weight of 2.5g. The 165 sherds weighing 324.8g 

sherds from the upper layer (50) are slightly small with a mean sherd weight of 2.0g. 

 

It is possible that surfaces (49)=(150) were related to the use of the Phase I structure 

as in some places the floor surface appear to slump into the ditch. It is therefore, 

possible that the upper parts of the floor surface 50 are related to the later Phase II 

structure. This may be supported but the presence, albeit in small quantities, of Severn 

Valley Ware and South Wales Native Ware sherds within the context. 

 

The assemblage from these upper layers contrasts considerably with that from the 

relatively „clean‟ metalled surface below. Here, little effort appears to have been made 

to maintain a clean floor and numerous sherds are spread across the entire interior of 

the structure. Despite the small mean sherd weight of 2.3g, 21 rim sherds from these 

layers were large enough to be assigned to specific forms. A much wider variety of 

forms are present but there is no recognisable compositional difference between 

49=150 and 50. In addition to the short upright and everted rims found in groups 1 

and 2, inward sloping neck, proto-bead, bead and slightly everted forms can be added 

(see table XX.3). While calcite and vesicular fabrics again predominate, within these 

groups the number of variations increases. 

 

Fig 97 No .8; Area A; 150; V1; R2.1 

Medium sized ovoid jar with inward sloping neck and rounded rim. Light horizontal 

burnishing below rim. 

Parallels:  Magor Pill (Webster 1989, no.12); Llanmelin (Spencer 1979, no.230); Usk 

(Greene 1993, fig. 29.4); Frocester (Timby 2000, no.13) 

Date: 1st century BC – mid-1st century AD. 

 

Fig 97 No .9; Area A; 150; V1; R3.1 

Slightly everted, rounded, proto-bead rim. Smoothed external surface. 

Parallels: Thornwell Farm (Woodward 1996, no.37); Sudbrook (Spencer 1979, nos. 6-

9; Nash Williams XXXX),  

Date: 1st century BC to mid-1st century AD. 

 

Fig 97 No 10; Area A; 150; V1; R5.2 

Small/medium sized jar with short upright rim, slightly flattened rim and an inward 

sloping neck. Horizontal burnish on and below rim. 

Parallels: Magor Pill (Webster 1989, no.6); St Athan (Webster, Gwilt & Horák, 2006, 

no.5); Thornwell Farm (Woodward 1996, no.30, 33 & 36); Caldicot (Spencer 1988, 

no.42);  

Date: 1st century BC to mid-1st century AD. 

 

Fig 97 No 11; Area A; 150; V1; R6.1 



 

Small jar with slightly everted rim, tapering slightly to a rounded top. Smoothed 

external surface. Quite abraded and burnt. 

Parallels: Sudbrook (Spencer 1979, no.9); Thornwell Farm (Woodward 1996no.35);  

Date: 1st century BC to mid 1st century AD. 

 

Fig 97 No 12; Area A; 150; L1; R2.5 

Medium sized ovoid jar with inward sloping neck with slightly pinched rim and slack 

shoulder. 

Parallels:  Magor Pill (Webster 1989, no.11 &13); Usk (Greene, 1993, fig.28.12) 

Date: 1st century BC 

 

Fig 97 No 13; Area A; 49; VQG1; R7.1 

Small sinuous jar/bowl with everted rounded rim and high rounded shoulder. 

Horizontal burnish on external surface. Possibly Iron Age globular bowl form. 

Parallels: Chew Valley Lake?? ; Whitton (Webster 1981, fig.52.128) 

Date: 1st century AD. 

 

Fig 97 No 14; Area A; 49; VQG1; R5.1 

Medium sized ovoid jar with rounded shoulder with narrowed neck and flattened 

upright rim. Joins No.4.  

Parallels: Magor Pill (Webster 1996, nos.8-10); Twyn-y-Gaer (Spencer 1983, 

no.331); Whitton (Webster 1981, fig.54.185) 

Date: 3rd century BC to 1st century BC. 

 

Fig 98 No 15; Area A; (50); C3; B1 

Base of a small/medium sized jar with straight sides. 

Parallels: St Athan (Webster, Gwilt & Horák, 2006, no.11-13) 

Date: Middle Iron Age to 1st century AD 

 

Fig 98 No 16; Area A; 50; V1; R6.5 

Small, ovoid jar with slightly inward sloping neck and slightly everted, rounded rim. 

Burnished external surface. 

Parallels: Frocester (Timby 2000, no.15), Bagendon (Fell 1961, fig.55.13, fig.68.164) 

Date: 1st century BC up to c.AD 50. Period I, II, III at Bag (0-50AD). 

 

Fig 98 No 17; Area A; 50; V1; R7.1 

Small, slack-shouldered jar with everted, rounded rim. Burnished external surface. 

Parallels: Frocester (Timby 2000, no.19 & 20); Bagendon (Fell 1961, fig.55.7); 

Whitton (Webster 1981, fig.52.134); Sudbrook (Spencer 1979, no.6-8). 

Date: 1st century AD (AD10–80) 

 

Fig 98 No 18; Area A; 50; V2; R3.2 

Small jar with slack shoulder and slightly everted and flattened, proto-bead rim.  

Parallels: Caldicot (Spencer 1988, fig.49.48, 52 &53); Usk (Greene 1993, fig.29.3) 

Date: 1st century AD.  

 

Fig 98 No 19; Area A; (50); Q1; R4.2 

Medium sized slack-shouldered jar with flattened bead rim, expanded internally. 

Smoothed external surface. 



 

Parallels: Sudbrook (Nash-Williams 1933, fig.5 nos 10-11, 16-17), (Spencer 1979, 

nos 32-34) 

Date: 1st century AD? 

 

Fig 98 No 20; Area A; 50; C1; B2 

Base of a small/medium jar with slightly concave sides. 

Parallels: St Athan (Webster, Gwilt & Horák, 2006, no.14) 

Date: Middle Iron Age to 1st century AD 

 

Group 4 - Phase 1 ditches 

Date: AD 20–50 

Pottery from these trenches makes up 29% by weight of the entire Area A 

assemblage. 306 sherds weighing 1100.4g giving a mean sherd weight of 3.6g were 

retrieved. The quantities of pottery deposited varies considerably around the circuit 

with the majority of the large sherds (representing at least 6 individual vessels) placed 

in sondage 1 at the north-west terminal. Table 4 shows the total number of sherds, 

weight and number of large vessel fragments distributed through contexts 99 and 88 

moving in an anti-clockwise direction from the north-west terminal. 

 

Table 26: Area A, phase I – sherd count and weight by sondage 

 

Sondage 
Total no. 
sherds 

Total weight / 
g 

No. 
identifiable 

vessels Weight / g 

(99) SD1 125 460.4 6 (55 sherds) 282.7 

(99) SD3 59 192 2 (31 sherds) 135.8 

(99) SD5 44 163.2 1 (2 sherds) 28.6 

(99) SD4 2 23     

(99) SD2 0 0     

(88) SD2 74 259.5 1 (58 sherds) 196.7 

(88) SD1 1 1.5     

(88) SD3 1 0.8     

 

It seems likely that these vessels entered the ditches as a closing deposit as the phase I 

structure went out of use prior to construction of the phase II.  

 

While wide-mouthed bowl forms are known from 1st-century BC assemblages in 

Northern France, only a few sites in southern Britain, such as Hengistbury Head in 

Dorset, have produced these early wares. These are generally wheel-made/turned 

bowls in hard, sandy, occasionally micaceous fabrics (Cunliffe 1987, p310). 

Characteristic features of these vessels are single or multiple raised cordons, 

corrugations and graphite or haematite coatings on the surface.  

 

Otherwise, despite clear influence from these earlier continental traditions, the wide-

mouthed bowl form only becomes widespread in the coarse-ware industries of Britain 



 

during the Neronian-Flavian period (AD 54–79) (Tyers 1996, p64). Superficially the 

bowls from Newhouse Park have similarities to the earlier vessels in overall form, but 

the wide shoulder bands are formed by grooves rather than raised cordons and there 

are no coatings applied to their surfaces. In terms of both form and fabric, better 

parallels can be found within the range of Early Severn Valley and Savernake wares 

of the 1st century AD.  

 

The thin raised cordons of fig.XX.29 are a recurrent and persistent feature of many 

latest Iron Age, pre-conquest forms found across Southern Britain. Found on pedestal 

urns, storage jars, globular jars, cooking jars, beakers and miniatures, the presence of 

these cordons on vessels with grog-tempered fabrics may be indicative of a slightly 

earlier mid-1st-century BC to early 1st-century AD date (Thompson 1982, 427). 

These pre-conquest forms have a gentle flaring of the bowl above the carination and 

wide-spaced cordons. Compared with other vessels, no. 29 is extremely worn perhaps 

indicating use over many years rather than as a result of prevailing soil conditions on 

the site.  

 

Fig 98 No 22 Area A; 87; 88 SD2; VQG2; R3.2 

High-shouldered jar with flattened proto-bead rim. Similar to no.34. 

Parallels: Thornwell (Woodward 196, nos.33, 34); Frocester Ph II (Timby 2000, 

no.14); Usk (Greene 1993, fig.28.12) 

Date: 1st century BC to mid-1st century AD 

 

Fig 98 No 23; Area A; 87; 88 SD2; C3; R2.1 

Jar with inward sloping neck 

Parallels: Ditches (Moore 2009, fig.36.1), Thornwell Farm (Woodward 1996, 

fig.25.10), Llanmelin (Spencer 1983, nos 229, 230) 

Date range: (?)late 2nd century BC – mid-1st century AD 

 

Fig 98 No 24; Area A; 87; 88 SD1; VQG1; R4.1 

Bead rim jar 

Parallels: Sudbrook (Spencer 1983, nos 32, 33), Llanmelin (Spencer 1983, no.253), 

Whitton (Jarret & Wrathmell Webster 1981 ???), Chew Valley Lake (Spencer 1983, 

no. 318), Sr Athan (Gwilt, Webster & Horák 2006, fig.16.7), Thornwell Farm 

(Woodward 1996, fig.27-32) 

Date range: 1st century BC – 1st century AD 

 

Fig 98 No 25; Area A; 98; 99 SD5; ???; R8, BC1 

Wide-mouthed bowl. No defined cordons but defined change of angle between neck 

and shoulder. 

Parallels:  Kingsholm (Timby 1990, fig.4.52), Duntisbourne Grove (AD50s) (Mudd et 

al. 1999, fig.7.10.113), Bagendon (Clifford 1961, fig.65 nos. 116-117, fig.66 nos 

120a, 120b), Ditches (Moore 2009, fig.36.8, fig.42.127), Usk (Greene XXXX, 

fig.25.4), Frocester (Timby 2000, fig.9.5). 

Date range: Bagendon parallels suggest AD 25–AD 50, pre AD 50 at Kingsholm, AD 

50–60 at Duntisbourne, AD 50–100 at Frocester, Phase 1 at Usk.  

 

Fig 98 No 27; Area A; 98; 99; SD3; SV1;  

Tall narrow-necked jar. Could be any form from a small jar to pedestal urn. 

Parallels: Usk (Greene 1993, fig.22.3 & 23.4) 



 

Date range: Phase I and II at Usk – 1st century AD. 

 

Fig 98 No 28; Area A; 98; 99; SD1; SAV?; R8; BC1 

Wide-mouthed bowl. Nearly identical to no.25 above but in different fabric. 

Parallels:  Kingsholm (Timby 1990, fig.4.52), Duntisbourne Grove (AD50s) (Mudd et 

al. 1999, fig.7.10.113), Bagendon (Clifford 1961,fig.65 nos. 116-117, fig.66 nos 120a, 

120b), Ditches (Moore 2009, fig.36.8, fig.42.127), Usk (Greene 1993, fig.25.4), 

Frocester (Timby 2000, fig.9.5) 

Date range: Bagendon parallels suggest AD 25–AD50, pre-AD 50 at Kingsholm, AD 

50–60 at Duntisbourne, AD 50–100 at Frocester, Phase 1 at Usk. 

 

Fig 98 No 29; Area A; 98; 99 SD1, SD3; SV1, R9 

Low carinated bowl 

Parallels: Frocester (Timby 2000, fig.9.5.119), Bagendon (Clifford 1961, 

fig.65.107A), Ditches (Moore 2009, fig.43.144), Sudbrook (Nash-Williams, NMW 

Acc. No. 34.479/147); Thornhill Farm (Timby 2004, no.19). 

Date range: Origins in continental forms c.1st century BC but slightly later in 

southern Britain. Frocester 1st century AD, Ditches 1st century AD, Sudbrook c. AD 

50–80, Camulodumum 

Lack of evidence for later 1st-century AD activity (i.e. samian, BB1 etc) would 

suggest first half of 1st century AD. 

 

Fig 99 No .30; Area A; 98; 99; SD1, C1, R5.1 

Medium sized jar with high rounded shoulder and short upright rim with an irregular 

internal bead. Horizontally burnished external surface.  

Parallels: Whitton (Spencer 1979?, nos. 316-7); Usk (Greene 1996, fig.62.39-41) 

Date: 1st century BC to 1st century AD. 

 

Fig 99 No 31; Area A; 98; 99; SD1; C2; R2.1 

Medium large ovoid jar with inward sloping, rounded rim. The external surface has 

been coarsely wiped or lightly scratched, reminiscent of the Usk „native wares‟. 

Parallels: Llanmelin (Spencer 1983, no.230); Usk (Greene 1996 (or 1993?), fig.29.4); 

Frocester (Timby 2000, no.13) 

Date range: 1st century BC to 1st century AD. 

 

Fig 99 No 32: Area A; 98; 99; SD1; V1; B1 

Straight sided, sharp angled base. 

Parallels: St Athan (Gwilt, Webster & Horák 2006, fig.16.13) 

Date range: Middle Iron Age to 1st century AD 

 

Fig 99 No 33: Area A; 98; 99; SD1; V1; R5.3 

Small/medium sized, slack-shouldered jar with short, upright rim, slightly flattened on 

top. Undercut bead on internal surface. 

Parallels: Twyn-y-Gaer (Spencer 1983, nos.331-333); Magor Pill (Webster 1989, 

no.3, 10 and 13). 

Date range: 1st century BC – early 1st century AD. 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Group 5 - Phase I/II ditches 

 

During excavation of the ditches on the south side of the structure a clear distinction 

between Phase I and Phase II fills was not discernible in either plan or section. This 

may be due to Phase I being completely obliterated by the digging of Phase II but as 

this is not certain these vessels are not assigned to either ceramic group. This part of 

the assemblage is made up of 63 sherds weighing 240g. 

 

Fig 98 No .26; Area A; 66; 89; SD7; GW1; R8; BD2 

Wide-mouthed bowl with well-defined wide shoulder cordon. Similar form to XX.35. 

Parallels: Cirencester (Rigby 1982, no.s 15, 378); Bagendon (Fell 1961, fig.59.9, 

fig.66.122B); Ditches (Moore 2009, nos. 12 and110) 

Date range: Cirencester pre- AD 85; Bagendon c. 20–25AD. 

 

Fig 99 No 37; Area A; 66; 89; SD7; V1; R7.1 

Jar with rounded everted rim. 

Parallels: Frocester (Timby 2000, no.19 & 20); Bagendon (Fell 1961, fig.55.7); 

Whitton (Webster 1981, fig.52.134); Sudbrook (Spencer 1979, no.6-8). 

Date: 1st century AD  

 

Group 6 - Phase II ditches 

Date: 1st century AD 

These features clearly cut through the Phase I trenches, creating a similarly sized and 

shaped structure. While this rebuilding implies a degree of continuity, the depositional 

practice during the filling of these later trenches is altered slightly. The position of the 

main ditch terminal is moved from the north-east corner to the north-west and as a 

result the focus of deposition also shifts to this corner. In this instance a near-

complete large storage jar (Fig.XX 34) and wide-mouthed bowl (Fig.XX  35) are 

deposited in the terminal. Sherd numbers and weights ordered in an anti-clockwise 

direction by sondage are shown in Table 5. It is clear that the quantity of pottery 

entering these ditches is considerable less than during phase I with 167 sherds 

weighing 481.4g giving a mean sherd weight of 2.9g. This may be a result of less 

pottery debris in the vicinity with those small sherds that do enter deriving from what 

is now a well-used central floor surface rather than the contemporary discard of new 

vessels.  

 

Early Severn Valley ware is represented only by the wide-mouthed bowl no.35. While 

the fabric is similar, the surface treatment of this vessel is very different to those from 

phase I, being highly burnished and fired in a reducing atmosphere to produce a 

glossy black finish. The large storage vessel no.34 is also fairly complete and 

demonstrates the continuing use of the VQG1 locally produced fabric through the 1st 

century AD.  

 

Table 27: Area A, phase II – sherd count and weight by sondage. 

 

Sondage 
Total no. 
sherds 

Total weight / 
g 

No. 
identifiable 

vessels Weight / g 

(91) SD5       



 

(91) SD4       

(91) SD3 3 9.3     

(91) SD2 1 3.2     

(91) SD1       

(48) SD1 83 320.7 2 315.8 

(48) SD3 3 6.1     

(48) SD2 1 4.7     

(48) SD5 8 8.2     

(48) SD4 25 60.7     

(67) SD2 42 65.8     

(67) SD4 1 2.7     

(67) SD3         

 

 

Fig 97 No 3; Area A; 47; 48; L1 

Body sherd decorated with two pairs of horizontal tooled lines bordering an obliquely 

tooled line. South western decorated ware. 

Parallels: Glastonbury Lake Village (Bulleid & Gray 1917, nos. P257, P304, P309) 

Date: 2nd to 1st centuries BC   

 

Fig 99 No 34; Area A; 47; 48; VQG1; R3.2 

Medium/large sized ovoid jar with irregularly formed, short, heavy rim. It is slightly 

everted and flattened in places and undercut forming a proto-bead rim in other areas. 

The method of construction is clearly visible. Initially an incurving slightly flattened 

rim was formed with another thin clay coil added and shaped to form the finished rim. 

The shoulder is high and rounded.  

Parallels: Thornwell (Woodward 1996, nos.33, 34); Frocester Ph II (Timby 2000, 

no.14); Usk (Greene 1993, fig.28.12) 

Date: 1st century BC – mid-1st century AD 

 

Fig 99 No 35; Area A; 47; 48; SV1?; R8; BD2 

Wide mouthed bowl with well-defined shoulder cordon, similar in form to XX.26 but 

with less pronounced shoulder. 

Parallels: Sudbrook (Spencer 1979, no.129); Bagendon (Fell 1961, fig.52.26, 

fig.66.122B) 

Date: 1st half of 1st century AD 

 

Fig 99 No 36; Area A; 66; 67; V1; R7.1 

Tall everted rim. Burnished external surface. 

Parallels: Mynydd Bychan (Savory 1955, no.5); Whitton (Spencer 1979, no.324-6) 

Date: 1st century BC – 1st century AD. 



 

 

Other contexts 

 

 

Fig 98 No 21; Area A; 51; 52; C3; R6.2 

Small jar with flattened, slightly everted rim. Probably smoothed surface but very 

pitted and abraded. 

Parallels: Caldicot (Spencer 1979, no.300) 

Date: 1st century BC –1st century AD 

 

Fig 99 No 38; Area A; 51; 52; Q1; R7.6 

Small jar with rounded shoulder and everted rim with defined change of angle. 

Smoothed external surface. Native fabric. 

Parallels: Sudbrook (Nash-Williams 1933, fig.5 nos 10-11, 16-17) 

Date: 1st century AD 

 

Fig 99 No 39; 85; 86; V1; R3.2 

Medium-sized jar with stubby, flattened proto-bead rim. Burnished external surface. 

Parallels: Thornwell (Woodward 1996, nos.33, 34); Frocester Ph II (Timby 2000, 

no.14); Usk (Greene 1993, fig.28.12) 

Date: 1st century BC – mid-st century AD 

 

Fig 99 No 40; 02; C1; R6.5 

Small bowl or jar, thin walled, with slightly everted tapering rim and rounded 

shoulder. 

Parallels: Sudbrook (Spencer 1983, no. 140); St Athan (Webster, Gwilt & Horák, 

2006, fig 16, no. 3-4). 

Date: 1st century BC to 1st century AD. 

 

Fig 99 No 41; 64; 65; VQG1; R6.1 

Thick-walled jar with slightly everted rounded rim. Smoothed external surface. 

Parallels: Thornwell Farm (Woodward 1996, no.37); Sudbrook (Spencer 1979, nos. 6-

9; Nash Williams XXXX),  

Date: 1st century BC to mid-1st century AD. 

 



 

 

 

Area B 

 

A small group of pottery was recovered from the subsoil and fills of linear ditches on 

Site B. Sherds from the topsoil appear to date from the early Bronze Age to Iron Age 

while the 6 sherds from the linear ditches are all likely to be of middle Bronze Age 

date. The range of fabrics is illustrated in Table 8. 

 

Table 28: All pottery from Area B 

 

Site B Pottery  - all contexts 
No. 
diagnostic 
sherds 

Total 
no. 

Weight/g 

Context 02 Subsoil  2 5 62.9 

Context 175 Linear ditch [174]   4 5.8 

Context 184 Linear ditch [182]   1 8.3 

Context 191 Linear ditch [189] 1 1 20.1 

Total 1 11 97.1 

 

 

 

Fig 97 No 1; Area B; 02; QG1 

Body sherd from a large urn with slightly angular applied cordon. Oxidised orange 

external surface with black internal surface and core. 

Date: Early to middle Bronze Age (c.1900–1100BC) 

 

Fig 97 No 2; Area B; 191; G2 

Slightly incurving rim with applied internal bevel, possibly lid-seated, from a large 

barrel-shaped vessel. Decorated with deeply incised horizontal grooves below the rim. 

Parallels: Brean Down (Woodward 1996, no.25 & 27); Trevisker (ApSimon & 

Greenfield 1972, fig.19.67); Trethellan Farm (Nowakowski 1991, figs. 48.44 & 

50.64) 

Date: Middle Bronze Age (c.1600–1100BC) 

 

 

Cordoned urns are current through much of the early Bronze Age but cordons are also 

characteristic of the later Deverel Rimbury influenced vessels from Wales. The 

absence of further diagnostic traits and the disturbed sub-soil context makes any more 

detailed attribution difficult. The fabric might indicate a later vessel but this is far 

from definitive. 

 

The numbers of middle Bronze Age settlements, burials and field systems identified 

in south-east Wales has increased considerably over the past 20 years. It is 

unsurprising that the regions on either side of the Severn Estuary, focal points for both 

short and long-distance travel and exchange, should be producing an innovative range 

of ceramics at this time. In this area Trevisker-influenced forms and designs from the 

far south-west are combined with traits more characteristic of the Deverel-Rimbury 

traditions. Sherd no.2 fits well within this group both in form and fabric. 

 

 



 

Area C 

 

This is a small component of the overall assemblage with 55 sherds weighing 86.3g. 

The fabrics identified are presented in Table 9. 

 

Table 29: All pottery from Area C. 

 

Site C Pottery - all contexts 
No. 
diagnostic  
sherds 

Total 
no. 

Weight/g 

Context 02 Subsoil   1 5.1 

Context 32 Pit [31]   48 70.1 

Context 42 Linear feature [41]   2 2.7 

Context 56 Trackway [55] 1 4 8.4 

Total 1 55 86.3 

 

 

Fig 99 No 42; Area C; 55; 56; C1; R4.1 

Small jar with rounded bead rim and burnished black external surface. 

Parallels: Sudbrook (Spencer 1983, nos 32, 33), Llanmelin (Spencer 1983, no.253), 

Whitton (Jarrett & Wrathmell – Webster 1981???), Chew Valley Lake (Spencer 1983, 

no. 318), Sr Athan (Gwilt, Webster and Horák 2006, fig.16.7), Thornwell Farm 

(Woodward 1996, fig.27-32) 

Date range: 1st century BC – 1st century AD 

 

With the exception of the above vessel, these sherds are generally too small, abraded 

and undiagnostic to provide a great deal of information. It does, however, seem likely 

that the 42 body sherds from pit 31 are from a single vessel and, on the basis of fabric, 

is most likely to be of late Iron Age date. 

 

 

 



 

Site B C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 V1 V2 L1 VQG1 Q1 Q2 G1 G2 Cr1 QG1 QG2 SV1 SV2 SV3 GW1 ?? GW 
Context 
02 1                   2       2               

  3.6g                   7.2g       52.1g               
Context 
175                          4                 

                           5.8g                 
Context 
184                           1                 

                            8.3g                 
Context 

191                        1                   

                          20.1                   

 

Table 30: Area B, sherd count and weight by fabric 

 

Table 31: Area C, sherd count and weight by fabric 

 
Site C C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 V1 V2 L1 VQG1 Q1 Q2 G1 G2 Cr1 QG1 QG2 SV1 SV2 SV3 GW1 ?? GW 
Context 
02 1                                           

  5.1g                                           
Context 
32                48                           

                 70.1g                           
Context 

42                   2                         

                    2.7g                         
Context 
56 3                                 1         

  6.8g                                 1.6g         

 

 

. 



 

Pottery from the Oldway (1995) and infrastructure (1997) sites 

 

 

A total of 44 sherds weighing 128.7g was recovered from twelve contexts during the 

evaluation prior to large-scale excavations. Aside from two rim sherds and a single calcite-

tempered body sherd this is an unremarkable assemblage of small abraded body sherds in a 

range of early to middle Bronze Age fabrics. 

 

Complete examination and quantification was hindered by the small size of the sherds and 

their unwashed condition. However, some examination of the assemblage had been 

undertaken previously and clean breaks were present on the majority of the sherds. For this 

reason the fabric identifications should be accurate but variables such as surface finish, 

abrasion, wear, burning and decoration are not entirely certain. 

 

Quantification was carried out following the guidelines for the study of prehistoric pottery 

published by the Prehistoric Ceramics Research Group (1995). The full range of variables 

recorded is presented in Appendix I. 

 

Table 32: Total numbers and weights of sherds by context 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Evaluation contexts 
No. 
diagnositic 
sherds 

Total 
no. 
sherds 

Weight/g 

Oldway context 15 1 1 2.5 

      

EM95 context 20(E)  1 1.6 

      

NHI97 context 5  7 12.4 

NHI97 context 6  6 57.6 

NHI97 context 9  3 3 

NHI97 context 10  2 7.7 

NHI97 context 12 1 1 4.2 

NHI97 context 13  6 8.7 

NHI97 context 14  8 15.2 

NHI97 context 16  1 2.5 

NHI97 context 25  2 3.6 

NHI97 context 27  6 9.7 

      

Total 2 44 128.7 



 

 

 

 

Fabrics 

 

The fabric series devised for sites A, B and C has been used here and extended where 

necessary. 

 

Fabric Q1: as 2007 fabric 

 

Fabric Q3: quite soft fabric with slightly sandy matrix with fine rounded quartz <1mm. 

Moderate sub-angular quartz/quartzite inclusions up to 3mm 

Slightly sandy texture, hackly fracture. 

Date: Early/Middle Bronze Age 

 

Fabric G2: as 2007 fabric 

 

Fabric C2: as 2007 fabric 

 

Fabric QG1: as 2007 fabric 

 

Fabric QG3: quite soft fine fabric containing common sub-rounded quartzite inclusions 

<1mm and sparse rounded clay pellets or grog 1-3mm. 

Slightly sandy texture, hackly fracture. 

Date: Early/Middle Bronze Age 

 

Fabric DG1: quite soft fine fabric containing sparse sub-rounded dolerite inclusions <1mm 

and moderate quantities of sub-rounded grog 1-3mm across.  

Slightly soapy texture, hackly fracture. 

Date: Early/Middle Bronze Age 

 

Table 33: Number of sherds by context and fabric group 

 

Evaluation contexts 
Fabrics 

Q2 QG3 DG1 QG1 G2 C2 Q1 

                

Oldway context 15 1        

           

EM95 context 20(E)       1   

           

NHI97 context 5    1  6    

NHI97 context 6     5 1    

NHI97 context 9 1 1   1    

NHI97 context 10 2        

NHI97 context 12     1     

NHI97 context 13 6        

NHI97 context 14      8    

NHI97 context 16        1 

NHI97 context 25 1    1    

NHI97 context 27             6 

 



 

 

Discussion 

 

Forms 

 

The two diagnostic sherds are worth further comment. 

 

Oldway; 15; Q2 

This base sherd is too small to determine the exact diameter. At first glance this appears to be 

a slightly everted rim sherd, but the small amount of surviving internal surface suggests an 

angle more akin to the base of a vessel.  

 

The clay has been pressed downwards around this base forming a slightly expanded foot and 

leaving irregular finger impressions above. The profile slopes inwards above the base before 

flaring out again. A similar effect has been noted on early Iron Age jars from Llanmaes, Vale 

of Glamorgan (Deacon, unpublished) and at other sites of similar date such as Rhumney 

Great Wharf, Gwent (Allen 1996, fig.3.6-8) and Brean Down (Woodward 1990, fig.94.90-

91).  

 

NHI97; 12; QG1; SF32; R2.5 

Small to medium sized vessel with incurving neck and pinched rim forming an internal bevel, 

probably from a simple ovoid jar. This sherd is reduced to a black colour throughout and 

there is no evidence of specific surface treatment or decoration surviving.  

The pinched rim and internal bevel can be paralleled amongst the late Bronze Age 

assemblage at Brean Down (Woodward 1990, fig.93.72.77) and South Cadbury (Woodward 

2000, fig.158.1-8). 

 

 

While there are few diagnostic sherds within this small assemblage it seems likely that the 

majority of the sherds are of early to middle Bronze Age date. The fabrics are typical of this 

period although as discussed above the sherd from Oldway and context 12 find closest 

parallel with vessels from the late Bronze Age post-Deverel Rimbury tradition.  

 

Other outliers amongst the group are the sherd in fabric C2 from context 20(E) which is 

characteristic of the middle to late Iron Age in South Wales and those from contexts 16 and 

27 in the slightly harder Q1 fabric which has greater similarities with ceramics spanning the 

end of the Iron Age and beginning of the Roman period during the 1st century AD. That these 

sherds do not appear alongside other fabrics within these contexts could suggest later Iron 

Age or 1
st
 century AD for these features. 

 

Otherwise, sherds SF71 from context 6 are from a large thick-walled vessel made in a 

common early Bronze Age fabric. No decoration is visible on the surface so these could be 

from the lower part of a large urn. If this vessel was originally from a burial urn then the 

burnt surfaces might suggest that it was disturbed in antiquity and removed from its original 

burial context. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Provisional discussion 

 

Limited numbers of small- to medium-sized jars manufactured from locally available clay 

sources in a restricted range of forms characterise the earlier assemblage. The numbers of 

sherds is small, either as a result of careful maintenance and scouring of floor surfaces with 

discard taking place elsewhere, or more likely, that the numbers of vessels in use at any one 

time was low. The fabrics used all had smooth and „soapy‟ texture to their surfaces and were 

tempered with locally available white calcitic rock. 

 

Towards the end of the 1st century BC social changes or pressures provided the impetus to 

mark this place in the landscape with rectangular ditches and the (temporary or permanent) 

structures that may have accompanied this. The formalisation of this rectangular space, 

accompanied by the laying of permanent hard floor surfaces coincides with an altered role for 

ceramics within the practices taking place here. 

 

A wider range of vessel forms were brought here by the community, although these were still 

variations on the small to medium sized jar theme with little dramatic innovation. The 

proportions of different tempers added to the clays also diversifies considerably at this point 

with sandy textured ceramics (C5, V2, Q1) entering the frame for the first time and possibly 

the occasional exotic wheel-made/finished vessel being used on the site. This may be a result 

of ceramics being manufactured from a wider range of clays, possibly supplied by potters 

working in different areas to those supplying the Group 1 vessels. Alternatively, desire by the 

same local potters to replicate the new, harder, well-fired ceramics manufactured further to 

the east could drive such a change, or simply that this community was expanding its reach 

and demonstrating their ability to bring „better and more‟ to this place and in doing so 

differentiating themselves from what/who they had been before. 

 

Significantly, they not only brought pots with a wider range of textures, rim details and 

structural properties to the site but also seem to have brought them in larger quantities. This 

might be indicative of increasing levels of communality within the activities taking place 

here, perhaps in relation to eating, drinking and feasting.  

In addition, social conventions seem to no longer dictate that floor surfaces must be free of 

debris and broken pottery is strewn across the floor. Such demonstrative wastefulness also 

contrasts with the earlier phases and with other materially sparse sites in the area dating to 

this time further supporting a feasting hypothesis. 

Such developments are well-attested in the later Iron Age elsewhere in Britain and there is 

little reason to suppose that communities in South Wales would not be influenced by the 

widespread social changes related to wealth, consumption and the consolidation of power. 

 

The deposition of the finer tablewares is of some importance, particularly its position within 

the ditches near the terminal and I intend to discuss the significance of these in greater detail 

and draw parallel with activities on other sites of this date (e.g. Sudbrook, Bagendon etc.) 

The presence of these forms gives greater impetus to the notion of feasting and display 

surrounding consumption as well as demonstrating the ways in which the wider issues of the 

Late Iron Age world are being drawn into this particular place in the landscape and played 

out in microcosm. 

 

 



 

5.7 The Romano-British Pottery by C. J. Evans 

 

Introduction 

Excavations at Newhouse Park produced a total of 439 sherds, weighing c 2.9kg. The 

majority of the pottery presented was Roman, mainly associated with the rectangular building 

in Area D (Table JE1), dating from the 2nd to late 3rd or early 4th century. A few prehistoric 

and medieval sherds were also included. The assemblage was very fragmentary, with an 

overall average sherd weight of 7g. 

 

Table 34: Summary of the assemblage by area 

 

Area Qty. % 

Qty. 

Wt. (g) % 

Wt. 

Rim 

% 

% Rim 

EVE 

Average Wt 

(g) 

A 64 14.6% 273.5 9.4% 67 17.4% 4 

D 360 82.0% 2555 88.2% 318 82.6% 7 

E 7 1.6% 19 0.7% 0 0.0% 3 

F 6 1.4% 41 1.4% 0 0.0% 7 

US 2 0.5% 10 0.3%  0.0% 5 

Total 439  2898.5  385  7 

 

 

Methodology 

 

The pottery was recorded with reference to the fabric and form series devised for Thornwell 

Farm, Chepstow (Evans 1996, appendix IV) and the post-fortress coarsewares from Usk 

(Webster 1993). Where possible fabrics were cross-referenced with the National Roman 

Fabric series (Tomber and Dore 1998). Sherds were examined by eye and x20 binocular 

microscope. The assemblage was quantified by sherd count, weight and rim EVE (estimated 

vessel equivalent). Precise form types and broad vessel classes (e.g. bowl, cook pot) were 

recorded, together with any evidence for decoration, manufacture, repair, use or reuse. Data 

analysis was undertaken using Microsoft Access 2000 and Excel 2000. This digital data is 

included in the archive. 

 



 

Table 35: List of pottery fabrics represented 

 

Common Name Fabric NRFRC 

code 

References 

Prehistoric vesicular  11a  Webster 1993 fabric group A 

South-West mortarium? ?M11  Evans 1996, 102 

Oxidised Severn Valley 

ware 

O01 SVW OX 

2 

Evans 1996, 102, orange-brown 

rounded grog and organic temper 

Oxidised Severn Valley 

ware 

O02 SVW OX 

3 

Evans 1996, 102, common white 

grog? and occasional organic 

temper 

Oxidised Severn Valley 

ware 

O23 SVW OX 

4 

Evans 1996, 102, fine variant 

Oxidised ware O04  Evans 1996, 102 

Sandy oxidised ware O10  Evans 1996, 102 

Caerleon ware O22 CAR OX Webster 1993, 255-64; Evans 

1996, 102; Tomber and Dore 

1998, 205, pl 171a-b 

South Wales grey ware R01 SWA RE  Webster 1993, 232-55; Evans 

1996, 102; Tomber and Dore 

1998, 209, pl 174 

South Wales grey ware R01a SWA RE  Webster 1993, 232-55; Evans 

1996, 102;Tomber and Dore 1998, 

209, pl 174 

South Wales grey ware R02 SWA RE  Webster 1993 232-55; Evans 

1996, 102; Tomber and Dore 

1998, 209, pl 174 

Reduced, hard grey ware R04  Evans 1996, 102 

Micaceous grey ware R11  Evans 1996, 102, sandy with dark 

surfaces 

Micaceous grey ware R12  Evans 1996, 102 

Micaceous grey ware R13  Evans 1996, 102, fine sand, grey 

throughout 

Micaceous grey ware R14  Evans 1996, 102, sandy, grey 

throughout 

Handmade organic 

tempered ware 

R23  Evans 1996, 103 

Reduced grog tempered 

ware 

R32  Evans 1996, 103 

Micaceous grey ware, 

coarse sandy 

R41  Evans 1996, 103 

Coarse sand tempered ware R42  Evans 1996, 103 

Coarse sand tempered ware, 

handmade 

R43  Evans 1996, 103 

SE Dorset BB1 B01 B01 Tomber and Dore 1998, 127, pl 

100 

Rhenish ware, Central 

Gaulish 

F02 CNG BS Tomber and Dore 1998, 50, pl 36 

South Gaulish Samian S01 LGF SA? ?La Graufesenque, Tomber and 



 

Dore 1998, 28, pl 17 

Central Gaulish samian S21 LEZ SA 

1? 

?Lezoux, Tomber and Dore 1998, 

31, pl 20 

East Gaulish samian S30   

Medieval, Malvernian 

glazed ware 

Group 

3 

 Ratkai 1996, 79 

Medieval, local cooking pot Group 

8 

 Ratkai 1996, 79 

Medieval, glazed white 

ware (?import) 

Group 

9 

 Ratkai 1996, 79 

Medieval, miscellaneous 

glazed wares 

Group 

10 

 Ratkai 1996, 79 

 

The prehistoric or ‘native’ pottery 

 

Thirteen sherds of prehistoric pottery were identified, all in a vesicular fabric similar to 

fabrics noted at Thornwell Farm, Chepstow (Woodward 1996, 36, fabric 11) and at Usk 

(Webster 1993, 230-2). Eleven sherds came from Area A. Five were from the fill of a 

shallow, sub-oval pit (94, fill 95). These included a very fragmentary rim from a proto-bead-

rim jar, dating broadly to the mid- to late Iron Age (Woodward 1996, 44). The other six came 

from a linear ditch (62, fill 63). These included a fragmentary everted rim, possibly dating to 

the 1st century AD (Woodward 1996, 44, fig. 27.41). Two further sherds came from Area E 

subsoil (finds number 119). All sherds were very fragmentary, with an average sherd weight 

of only 3g. The sherds were passed to Jodie Deacon for further study. 

 

The Roman pottery 

 

Fabrics 

 

Table 36: Summary of the assemblage by fabric (% of total Roman assemblage) 

 

Common Name Fabric Qty. % 

Qty. 

Wt. 

(g) 

% Wt. Av. 

Sherd 

Wt. 

Rim 

% 

% 

Rim 

EVE 

Prehistoric 

vesicular 

(Webster fabric 

group A) 

11a 13  33  3 6  

Total Prehistoric  13  33  3 6  

Oxidised 

(Unidentified) 

O00 1 0.2% 0.5 0.0% 1  0.0% 

Oxidised Severn 

Valley ware 

O01 27 6.5% 231 8.3% 9 21 5.5% 

Oxidised Severn 

Valley ware 

O02 19 4.6% 280 10.0% 15 63 16.6% 

Oxidised Severn 

Valley ware, fine 

O23 7 1.7% 23 0.8% 3 0 0.0% 

Oxidised ware O04 1 0.2% 38 1.4% 38 0 0.0% 

Sandy oxidised O10 1 0.2% 0.5 0.0% 1 0 0.0% 



 

ware 

Caerleon ware O22 3 0.7% 8 0.3% 3 0 0.0% 

Reduced 

(Unidentified) 

R00 1 0.2% 0.5 0.0% 1  0.0% 

South Wales grey 

ware 

R01 54 13.0% 293 10.5% 5 19 5.0% 

South Wales grey 

ware 

R01a 7 1.7% 44 1.6% 6 11 2.9% 

South Wales grey 

ware 

R02 95 22.9% 486 17.4% 5 63 16.6% 

Reduced, hard 

grey ware 

R04 20 4.8% 99 3.6% 5 3 0.8% 

Micaceous grey 

ware 

R11 35 8.5% 287.5 10.3% 8 50 13.2% 

Micaceous grey 

ware 

R12 1 0.2% 2 0.1% 2 0 0.0% 

Micaceous grey 

ware 

R13 3 0.7% 56 2.0% 19 26 6.9% 

Micaceous grey 

ware 

R14 1 0.2% 9 0.3% 9 0 0.0% 

Handmade 

organic tempered 

ware 

R23 1 0.2% 3 0.1% 3 0 0.0% 

Reduced grog-

tempered ware 

R32 1 0.2% 9 0.3% 9 0 0.0% 

Handmade 

coarsely tempered 

ware 

R41 1 0.2% 50 1.8% 50 0 0.0% 

Coarse sand-

tempered ware 

R42 2 0.5% 5 0.2% 3 3 0.8% 

Handmade  sandy 

reduced 

R43 2 0.5% 3 0.1% 2  0.0% 

Dorset BB1 B01 122 29.5% 820.5 29.4% 7 111 29.3% 

Rhenish ware, 

Central Gaulish 

F02 1 0.2% 1 0.0% 1 0 0.0% 

South Gaulish 

Samian 

S01 5 1.2% 7 0.3% 1 2 0.5% 

Central Gaulish 

samian 

S21 1 0.2% 25 0.9% 25 7 1.8% 

East Gaulish 

samian 

S30 1 0.2% 4 0.1% 4 0 0.0% 

?South West 

mortarium 

M11? 1 0.2% 3 0.1% 3  0.0% 

Total Roman   414  2788.5 100.0% 7 379  

Medieval, 

Malvernian 

glazed ware 

Group 

3 

3  5  2   

Medieval, local 

cooking pot 

Group 

8 

6  40  7   



 

Medieval, glazed 

white ware 

(import?) 

Group 

9 

1  28  28   

Medieval, 

miscellaneous 

glazed wares 

Group 

10 

2  4  2   

Total Medieval  12  77  6   

TOTAL  439  2898.5  7 385  

 

 

 

 

 

Fig 101: Roman pottery fabric groups (% by weight) 
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Sandy grey wares (Fabrics R01, R02) made up just under half of the assemblage (Fig. 1). 

Most common were South Wales grey wares, as defined by Webster (1993). As at Thornwell 

Farm, the majority of these are likely to be products of the Caldicot kiln (Evans 1996, 51; 

Barnett et al 1990). Two fabric variants were noted, distinguished mainly by firing, amongst 

which fabric R02 was most common. Forms included a handled jar, a wide-mouthed jar and a 

BB1 jar copy (Fig. 1, 1-3; Table JE4).  

 

Micaceous sandy grey wares were the second main reduced ware group. These have a source 

on the southern side of the Severn (Evans 1996, 52; Timby, pers. comm.) and date from the 

2nd century onwards. Fabric R11 was the most common of these; other variants (R12, R13 

and R14) were each represented by one or two sherds. Some forms were similar to types 



 

produced in South Wales grey wares: a handled jar (Fig. 2.4), and a fragmentary rim from a 

wide-mouthed jar (not illustrated; cf. Evans 1996, fig. 33.60). The former was produced from 

the mid-2nd century onwards, though most evidence supports a late 3rd- to 4th-century date 

(Webster 1993, 235-7). The other forms were BB1 copies (Fig. JE2 5-7). The more 

diagnostic of these dated to the 2nd century. The other grey ware fabrics (R23, R32, R41 and 

R42) were represented by individual sherds, the only form being a very fragmentary rim from 

a BB1 copy jar, in fabric R42 (not illustrated). 

 

The main traded ware reaching the site was Black-burnished ware (BB1) from south-east 

Dorset (Table 3), in a quantity comparable with that recovered from Thornwell Farm (Evans 

1996, 46) and consistent with the broad pattern for the coast of South Wales (Allen and 

Fulford 1996, 246, fig. 1). Jars were the most common form type, alongside a range of typical 

dish and bowl/dish types (Table 4). Forms ranged in date from the mid- to late 2nd (Fig. 

JE2.8, 10), through the 3rd century (Fig. JE2.9, 11), to the late 3rd to 4th century. Evidence 

for the latter came from a very fragmentary rim (not illustrated) from a bead and flange bowl 

or dish (WA type 25; Seager Smith and Davies 1993, fig. 123).  

 

Severn Valley ware made up 19% of the assemblage by weight, 13% by count. This is 

consistent with the evidence from Thornwell Farm (Evans 1996, 49), showing a much higher 

proportion than at Usk and Caerleon, but a lower proportion than sites on the other side of the 

River Severn (ibid). Forms consisted of jars, tankards and a flagon (Fig. 2.12-4). Other 

oxidised wares, including Caerleon ware, were represented by only a handful of sherds.  

 

Very small quantities of imported ware were recovered, including a single body sherd in 

Rhenish ware, probably from Central Gaul (Fabric F02). Samian was was poorly represented 

(by only 1%), but covered a fairly wide date range. The South Gaulish ware, probably from 

La Graufesenque, dated to the 1st century AD. Central Gaulish ware was represented by a Dr 

31 bowl, probably from Lezoux and dating to c 120-200 AD, and a single sherd of East 

Gaulish samian dated broadly to the late 2nd to mid-3rd century.  

 

Table 37: Summary of forms by fabric,% rim surviving (South Wales grey wares and 

micaceous grey wares shaded) 
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Illustrated pottery forms (Fig 100)  

 

South Wales grey wares (Fabrics R01, R01a, R02) 

 

1 CJ1.1 Handled jar with a simple out curved rim, Webster type 1.1 (1993, 235, fig. 

107). The narrow handle has a single groove. The type is dated by Webster to the 1st 

to 2nd century. Diameter 12cm (58%). Fabric R02. Area A, linear ditch 60, fill 61. 

 

2 WMJ2.1 Wide-mouthed jar with internal groove, a type produced at Caldicot (Evans 

1996, fig 33.63; Barnett et al 1990, fig. 9.100). Probably dating to the late 3rd to early 

4th century (Barnett, op. cit. 129). Diameter 22cm (6%). Fabric R01. Area D, 

rectilinear slot 383, fill 385. 

 

3 J1.2 Gently out-curving rim from a BB1 copy jar, WA type 1 (Seager Smith and 

Davies 1993, fig. 122). A 2nd-century type. Diameter 11cm (11%). Fabric R01a. Area 

D, square-shaped pit 331, fill 313. 

 

 

Micaceous grey wares (Fabrics R11, R13) 

 

4 CJ2.1 Handled jar with a double bead rim, Webster type 2 (1993, 235, fig. 107; Evans 

1996, fig. 33). The form is particularly associated with late 3rd to early 4th century 

production, for example from the South Wales grey ware kilns, but is found in earlier 

contexts. Diameter 11cm (22%). Fabric R13. Area D, rectilinear ditch for wall 300, 

fill 308, finds number 308. 

 

5 J1.2 Gently out-curving rim from a BB1 copy jar, WA type 1 (Seager Smith and 

Davies 1993, fig. 122). A 2nd-century type. Diameter 20cm (22%). Fabric R13. Area 

D, B pottery above eastern wall 307. 

 

 

6 D2.1 Flanged dish copying BB1 form WA type 22 (Seager Smith and Davies 1993, 

fig. 123), an early to mid-2nd-century type (Gillam 1976, fig. 4.56). Diameter 22cm 

(6%). Fabric R11. Area D, irregular oval feature 345, fill 346. 

 

7 D1.1 Plain rimmed dish copying BB1 form WA type 20 (Seager Smith and Davies 

1993, fig. 123). A long-lived Roman type, but the angle of the wall suggests a late 

2nd- to 3rd-century date (Gillam 1976, fig. 577). Diameter 20cm (4%). Fabric R11. 

Area D, rectilinear slot 383, fill 386. 

 

 

Black Burnished ware (Fabric B01) 

 

8 J1.3 Cook pot with near upright rim, WA type 1 (Seager Smith and Davies 1993, fig. 

122). A broadly 2nd-century type (Gillam 1976, fig. 1.4). Area D, rectilinear ditch 

299, fill 322, finds number 301. 

 

9 J1.5 Cook pot with splayed rim, WA type 3 (Seager Smith and Davies 1993, fig. 122). 

A mid- to late 3rd-century type (Gillam 1976, fig. 2.9).  Decorated with obtuse cross-



 

hatch, pattern burnish. Diameter 21cm (6%). Area D, deposit 325, finds numbers 296, 

297 and B area of pottery above eastern wall 307. 

 

10 B/D2.1 Fragmentary, flat rim from a bowl or dish, WA type 22 (Seager Smith and 

Davies 1993, fig. 123). Decorated with intersecting arcs, WA type D19 (op. cit. fig. 

132). A mid- to late 2nd-century form (Gillam 1976, fig. 3.39, fig. 4.64, 65). Diameter 

20cm (5%). Area D subsoil 2. 

 

11 D1.1 Simple rim dish, WA type 20 (Seager Smith and Davies 1993, fig. 123). 

Decorated with intersecting arcs, WA type D19 (op. cit. fig. 132).  The form is a long-

lived type, but the angle of the walls suggests at least a late 3rd-century date (Gillam 

1976, fig. 5.80). Diameter 21cm (4%). Area D, finds number 68. 

 

Severn Valley ware (Fabric O02) 

 

12 F3.1 Handled Severn Valley ware flagon. This is similar to vessels produced at 

Newland Hopfields in Malvern, and dates broadly to the 2nd or 3rd century (Evans et 

al 2000, 28, fig. 19). Diameter 11cm (10%). Fabric O02. Area D, 328, fill 329. 

 

13 CJ1.1 Constricted neck jar with an undercut hooked rim, a type dated by Webster to 

the 2nd to 3rd century (Webster 1976, fig. 1 A6). Diameter 17cm (35%). Fabric O02. 

Area D, rectilinear slot 383, fill 385. 

 

14 TA1.2 Plain rimmed tankard with slightly everted walls, a type dated by Webster to 

the 2nd to 3rd century (Webster 1993, fig 134, 17.2; Webster 1976, no. 42). Diameter 

16cm (8%). Fabric O02. Area D, B area of pottery above eastern wall 307. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Vessel class and vessel function 

 

Fig102: Summary of assemblage by vessel class (% Rim EVE) 
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As can be seen from Figure 3 the assemblage comprised a range of utilitarian forms. Jars 

were most common, particularly cook pots and constricted necked storage jars. The latter, 

along with the dishes and bowl/dishes, were either in Dorset BB1 or were grey ware BB1 

copies. The only flagon was an open mouthed type that, arguably, would be better suited for 

storing commodities such as milk rather than wine (Evans et al 2000, 27), and tankards were 

the only drinking vessels. Table wares comprised samian, including a Dr 31 bowl, and a 

Rhenish ware body sherd. No amphorae was recovered, and only one fragmentary sherd of 

mortaria. These were also poorly represented at Thornwell Farm (Evans 1996, 46, 48), which 

produced only three fragments of Dressel 20 amphorae in an assemblage of 10,585 sherds. 

 

Date 

 

The pottery evidence indicates activity on the site from the 2nd to late 3rd/early 4th century. 

The best dating evidence came from the BB1 and grey ware BB1 copies. At a basic level this 

provided a tpq date for many contexts of c AD 120, the date at which BB1 is more widely 

traded. But a range of more closely datable forms and decoration types dated to the 2nd, the 

3rd, and the late 3rd to 4th century. The other coarsewares support this date. The presence of 

South Gaulish samian suggests 1st- or early 2nd-century activity. Some coarseware forms 

dated broadly to the 1st to 2nd century (Fig 100 No 1). There is little evidence for activity on 

site by the mid-4th century; the latest diagnostic forms date to the late 3rd to early 4th century 

(Fig 100 No 2, 4, 9, 11). No Oxfordshire ware, typical of later Roman assemblages, was 

recovered. The date range is similar to the dates for Thornwell Farm and fits a wider regional 

pattern (Evans 1996, 64). 

 

Discussion  

 

The predominantly utilitarian forms, the paucity of fine wares and mortaria, and the absence 

of amphorae make this a very typical rural assemblage for this area. The site did, however, 

have access to wider trade networks with BB1 from Dorset, Severn Valley ware and small 



 

quantities of imported ware being available. The evidence from Thornwell Farm suggested 

that the local South Wales sandy wares declined in the late 3rd to early 4th century, while the 

micaceous grey wares increased (Evans 1996, 51-2). The Newhouse Park assemblage 

provides insufficient stratified evidence to test this. If the model can be applied here, 

however, the proportion of local grey wares suggests an emphasis on earlier, rather than later, 

Roman activity. 

 

Comparison of Area A and Area D assemblages 

 

The assemblages from the two main areas of the site were compared to assess differences in 

the date or character of these two areas. It was difficult to make direct comparison. The 

assemblage from Area D was much larger, and a significant proportion of sherds (41 sherds) 

from Area A came from a single vessel in fabric R02 (Fig 100 No 1 above). This area also 

produced most of the sherds of prehistoric fabric 11a. Most of the pottery from Area A dated 

to the early Roman period, broadly 1st to 2nd century, though feature 62 (fill 63) produced 

some late 3rd- to 4th-century BB1. Most activity in Area D dated to the 2nd century; though 

late 3rd- to 4th-century material came from context 325 and features 300, 303 and 320 (fills 

321 and 388). The dating evidence for Areas E and F was very poor. The Area E assemblage 

included two sherds of prehistoric fabric 11a, and sherds of broadly 2nd to 4th century 

Roman pottery. The pottery from Area F could only be broadly dated as Roman. 

 

 

 

The medieval pottery 

 

Small quantities of medieval pottery were identified. Rectangular slot 383, fill 385 produced 

a rim from a cooking pot in a quartz-tempered fabric, probably locally made (cf. Ratkai 1996, 

Group 8) and dating broadly to the 12th to 14th century. The Area F topsoil, 02, produced a 

base with splashes of bright green glaze internally. This was in a fine, micaceous white ware 

with occasional rounded red ?grog inclusions, similar to a Roman fabric noted at Thornwell 

Farm (Evans 1996, W01). Possibly an import (V Bryant, pers. comm.). 

 

 



 

5.8 The conservation of iron and copper-alloy objects by P. Parkes 

 

Objects from excavations excavation at Chepstow Newhouse Park were X-rayed and below 

are comments on information provided by the x-rays. 

 

Table 38 Interpretation of objects after x-ray 

 
 

Iron objects 

 

Four iron objects were selected for conservation. The objects all had a dense layer of dirt and 

corrosuion. This was removed mechanically using an airbrasive machine with aluminium 

oxyde powder to reveal an even, black magnetite surface representing the original shape of 

the surface (Plates 92 and 93).  

 

02-78 (Fig 103, Plates 92 and 93) 

 

The object was completely cleaned to reveal the bladed end of an axe, the upper part having 

broken off prior to burial 

 

 



 

 

02-80 (Plate 94) 

 

The object was claenaed at each end to reveal a small wedge. The wedge ghas a squre cross 

section, tapering to an edge at one end and a slightly rounded head. 

 

02-309 (Fig 103, Plate 95) 

 

The object was claened at each end to reveal a wedge. The wedge has a rectangular cross 

section, and tapers before being broken at the end, probably prior to burial. The head is 

slightly rounded. 

 

320/321 (Fig 103) 

 

The object was completely cleaned to reveal a socketed tool. Dirt was left in the socket as it 

appears that there may be some surviving wood mixed in with the dirt. The socketed end has 

a small hole on one side, where a pin would have fixed the wooden handle in place. The 

socket tapers to a flat, curved blade. 

 

Copper-alloy objects 

 

Ten copper-alloy objects were redeived for conservation. All of the objects were covered 

wity a light layer of corrosion products and dirt. All objects were cleaned mechanically using 

a scalpel and glass bristle brush to remove corrosion. After cleaning they were degreased 

using industrial methylated spirits. Object numbers 01, 03, 09, 10 were given 3 coats of 10% 

incralac in toluene applied by brush.  

 



 

 

5.9 Animal bones by A. Powell and Dr J. Mulville 

 

Method 

 

Excavation, sampling and recovery 

 

The animal bone assemblage from Newhouse Park was retrieved primarily by hand 

collection; a small amount of bone was recovered from samples but this was largely 

unidentifiable fragments.  The bone was unevenly distributed over the four areas excavated: 

most of the material (75%) was recovered from Iron Age contexts, primarily floor deposits 

from a large rectangular structure, from Area A and the remainder, save for one 

unidentifiable fragment from Area B, from Roman features in Area D; no bone was 

recovered from Area C.  Hence this analysis concentrates on Areas A and D. 

 

Identification, Recording and Quantification 

 

Sheep and goat bones have been distinguished where possible using the criteria of Boessneck 

(1969) and Payne (1985).  Fragments that could not be identified to species level were 

classified as 'cattle-size' or 'sheep-size'. 

The assemblage was recorded using a zoning method following Serjeantson (1996), 

fragments being recorded when over 50% of a zone was present.  Ribs were recorded when 

the head was present and vertebrae (except axis and atlas) when over 50% of the centrum was 

present.  This produced a basic fragment count, or number of identifiable specimens (NISP), 

for all taxa present (Table 39).  Since differential fragmentation and survival may affect the 

relative proportions of species and anatomical elements present in an assemblage, the 

minimum number of elements (MNE) was calculated in addition to the NISP.  This was 

based on the sum of the most frequent zone for each element, taking symmetry into account, 

and was calculated for the main domestic animals only.  Minimum numbers of individuals 

(MNI) were then derived from the most common element in the MNE counts for these 

species, also taking side into account. 

 

 



 

 

Table 39: Distribution of animal bone from Newhouse Park (NISP) 

     Taxon Area Total 

  A B D   

     Equid 15 
  

15 

Cattle 160 
 

37 197 

Sheep 7 
 

37 44 

Sheep/goat 86 
 

78 164 

Pig 30 
 

5 35 

Dog 1 
  

1 

Rodent 1 
  

1 

Sheep-sized mammal 1 
 

9 10 

Cattle-sized mammal 7 
 

10 17 

Domestic fowl 
  

1 1 

cf. Domestic fowl 1 
  

1 

Medium sized songbird 
  

1 1 

Unidentified 2808 1 667 3477 

     Total 3117 1 845 3964 

Identified 309 0 178 487 

% Identified 9.9 0.0 21.1 12.3 

 

Ageing & Sexing 

 

Wear stages were recorded for dP4s, P4s and lower permanent molars of the domestic species 

using Grant (1982) and grouped into age stages following the methods of O‟Connor (1988) 

and Payne (1973).  The fusion stage of post-cranial bones was recorded and related age 

ranges taken from Getty (1975).   

Sexes were separated using morphological characteristics of the pelvis in sheep and cattle 

(Grigson 1982) and of the canines in pigs (Schmid 1972). Although it is possible to detect the 

sexual composition of a population through metrical analysis, the number of measurements 

produced for individual bones and species was small in this assemblage and precluded any 

conclusions.  

Measurements 

Measurements were taken on cattle, sheep/goat, pig and horse bones following von den 

Driesch (1976) and Davis (1992).  Those taken on horse teeth followed Levine (1982).  

Measurements were compared with the measurements listed in ABMAP 

(http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalogue/specColl/abmap/index.cfm). 

 

Gnawing, butchery and burning 

 

For all identified bones (including „sheep-size‟ or „cattle-size‟) evidence of gnawing damage 

or butchery marks was recorded.  Butchery marks were described as chopped, (knife) cut or 

sawn and their position noted.  Burnt bone was recorded as charred or calcined.  

 

Results 

 

A total of 3964 fragments were analysed, of which only 12.3% could be identified overall 

(Table 39). However, the proportion of identifiable bone varied between the areas: only 9.9% 



 

of the larger, Area A, assemblage could be identified, whilst 21.1% of the smaller assemblage 

from Area D was identifiable.  The assemblage as a whole contained a restricted range of 

species and in both Area A and D was predominated overwhelmingly by the main domestic 

mammals, cattle, sheep/goat and pig.   

Area A 

 

The assemblage is unevenly distributed across context type: most of the bone comes from 

floor (76%) and ditch (18%) deposits and the low identifiability of the large sub-assemblage 

from the floor contexts has contributed to the low overall proportion of identifiable bone from 

this Area.  This sub-assemblage was, as a whole, in worse condition than that from Area D, 

and again this is at least partly attributable to the effect of the large floor deposit sample: 

bone from the ditch deposits, whilst not in good condition, was in a better state.  As Table 40 

shows, there was also a much higher proportion of carnivore gnawed bone in this assemblage 

compared to that from Area D where it was almost absent, suggesting longer exposure of the 

Area A material pre-burial, and this damage will have affected the condition and 

identifiability of the bone.  However, there is little difference in frequency of gnawing 

damage between the floor and ditch deposits, 14.1% and 13.8% respectively of identified 

material; hence the poorer condition and identifiability of the former will have other 

contributory factors such as trampling or post-burial greater proximity to the surface and the 

effects of root etching.  Despite this, most of the identifiable bone (62%) from this area was 

recovered from the floor deposits, especially from context 150.  

Table 40 also shows that there was very little burnt bone in the assemblage and few bones 

bearing butchery marks, those observed being mainly knife cuts. 

 
Table 40: Taphonomic characteristics of the assemblage, excluding unidentified 
material 

        
Area 

Carnivore 
gnawed 

Butchered Burnt 
Total 

chopped cut sawn charred calcined 

        A 15.1 0.9 3.2 0.3 0.0 1.3 317 

D 1.1 1.7 3.9 0.0 0.6 0.6 178 

        495 495 495 495 495 495 495 495 

 

 

Main Domestic Mammals 

 

The main domestic mammals accounted for 94% of the identifiable animal bone from Area 

A, of which cattle bones were the most frequent using both NISP and MNE methods of 

quantification, sheep/goat bones comprising roughly a third and pig bones the remainder.  No 

goat bones were identified from the sheep/goat material.  Sheep and pig were more 

significant when MNIs were calculated, sheep even outnumbering cattle (MNI = 9 and MNI 

= 8, respectively). 

The body part representation of the three main domesticates is shown in Table 41 and for 

both cattle and sheep the distribution suggests complete carcasses were present with the 

notable absences, such as phalanges, tarsals and atlas, being attributable to recovery bias 

against smaller elements or the destruction of more fragile elements.  The main discernible 

pattern is the predominance of mandibles, radii, distal tibiae and metapodials, a distribution 



 

mostly the result of preservation bias in favour of the more robust skeletal elements rather 

than the result of human activity.  The pig material is dominated by mandibles, almost half 

the total MNE; however, due to the small size of the pig sample and the especially robust 

nature of pig mandibles in comparison with the post-cranial skeleton, it cannot be concluded 

that this pattern is deliberate rather than, as with cattle and sheep, a result of preservational 

bias. 

As complete carcasses were present rather than selected joints, most of the meat diet would 

have been provided by cattle, despite the greater number of sheep represented. 

All but one of the observed butchery marks occurred on cattle bones, the single specimen 

being a sheep metatarsal with a knife cut along the dorsal edge of the proximal articular 

surface which could represent either skinning or disarticulation.  The cattle bones show 

evidence for both disarticulation and filleting; of particular note are an axis vertebra with 

paramedial chops along the inner surface of the centrum, suggesting splitting of the carcass 

into sides after the head was removed, and the single instance of a sawmark – a sawn-through 

piece of distal humerus.  

 
Table 41: Minimum number of elements (MNE) of the main domestic mammals, Area A 

       Element Cattle Sheep/goat Pig Equid 
  

       Horn core 1 1 
    Occipital condyle 1 

     Zygomatic 2 
     Mandible 9 10 6 1 

  Atlas 
      Axis 2 1 

    Scapula 6 
 

1 
   Humerus p 3 1 

    Humerus d 6 1 1 
   Radius p 12 6 1 1 

  Radius d 5 6 
 

2 
  Ulna 5 1 1 1 
  Pelvis 6 1 

    Sacrum 
   

1 
  Femur p 4 1 1 

   Femur d 4 3 
 

2 
  Tibia p 3 4 1 

   Tibia d 11 11 1 
   Astragalus 3 

     Calcaneum 3 
     Metacarpal p 8 4 

    Metacarpal d 7 2 
    Metatarsal p 12 2 
 

1 
  Metatarsal d 8 

  
1 

  Phalanx I 3 1 
    Phalanx II 

      Phalanx III         
  

       Total 124 56 13 10 
  MNI 8 9 3 2 
   



 

 

The ageing data for cattle show a preponderance of mature or elderly animals.  The ageable 

toothrows include a single neonate (Table 42) and a younger adult in its third-year; the 

remainder have the third molar in full or advanced wear and are from mature or elderly 

animals.  The epiphyseal fusion data (Table 43) are consistent with this although no neonatal 

bones have survived.  The neonate is likely to have been normal newborn mortality and the 

younger adult was a good age to slaughter for meat but the prevalence of older individuals 

suggests animals were generally not slaughtered until the end of their working or breeding 

lives.  The single sexable pelvis was female. 

There is a larger body of sheep/goat ageing data: two mandibles came from immature 

animals, first winter deaths, or culls, the remainder had the third molar in wear.  As Figure 

104 shows, no elderly animals were present and the age range (2-6 years) suggests meat and 

wool production were important.  The epiphyseal fusion data whilst scanty is largely in 

agreement with the toothwear with the addition of a single neonatal femur.  The single sexed 

pelvis was male. 

 
 

 
 

          

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

           

            

There is less ageing evidence for pigs: the toothwear evidence suggests the preferred age for 

slaughter was in the second or beginning of the third year as the adult mandibles show the 

third molar in very early wear.  Only two bones retained fusion information, a proximal 

radius and a distal tibia, both fused.  There are seven sexable canines in the pig sample, all 

are male. 



 

 

Table 42: Toothwear age groups 
      

         Species Area Neonate Juvenile Immature Subadult Adult Elderly Total 

         
Cattle 

Area 
A 1 

   
5 1 7 

 

Area 
D 

   
3 

  
3 

         
Sheep/goat 

Area 
A 

  
2 

 
19 

 
21 

 

Area 
D 

   
3 5 

 
8 

         
Pig 

Area 
A   1   2 2   5 

 

 
Table 43: Cattle and sheep/goat epiphyseal fusion from Area A 

     Cattle Element Fused Unfused % Unfused 

     

 
Scapula 2 

  

 
Pelvis 5 

  Sub-total <1 year 7 0 0 

 
Radius, p 11 

  

 
Humerus, d 6 

  

 
Phalanx I 2 

  Sub-total < 2 years 19 0 0 

 
Tibia, d 11 

  

 
Metapodial, d 6 1 

 Sub-total < 3 years 17 1 6 

 
Femur, p 3 

  

 
Radius, d 1 1 

 Sub-total < 4 years 4 1 20 

     Sheep/goat Element Fused Unfused % Unfused 

     

 
Humerus, d 1 

  

 
Radius, p 1 

  Sub-total <1 year 2 0 0 

 
Tibia, d 2 

  

 
Metapodial, d 2 

  Sub-total < 2 years 4 0 0 

 
Femur,  p 

 
1 

 

 
Humerus, p 1 

  

 
Radius, d 1 1 

 

 
Femur, d 1 2 

 

 
Tibia, p 

   Sub-total < 3
1
/2 years 3 4 57 

 

 



 

 

Other Animals 

 

Equid bones are the most frequently occurring of the other species represented, expressed as 

a percentage of cattle, sheep/goat, pig and horse, the proportion present is 5%, comparable 

with contemporary southern English assemblages.  The body part distribution is given in 

Table 41 and shows that cranial and post-cranial elements are present.  Few of these bones 

retained fusion data, those which did are all fused.  Two teeth provided additional ageing 

information: a very worn deciduous mandibular molar must have come from an animal 

younger than 3 ½ years, the age at which replacement by adult premolars would have 

occurred; and a worn M3, the crown height of which gave an age estimate of 13 ¾ - 20 years.  

No evidence for butchery was observed on any equid bones. 

Dog was represented by a single specimen, a left innominate.  An isolated upper incisor from 

a small rodent was also present. 

The single identified bird specimen from Area A was the shaft of a right femur from floor 

context 150; it is probably domestic fowl but is too abraded to be certain. 

Area D 

 

The assemblage from Area D was also unevenly distributed, with 74.7% of the material 

recovered from just three features (Table 44).  This imbalance is even more marked when 

only identifiable material is considered, with 82.3% of the assemblage produced by these 

same features.  Two of these, pits 316 and 331, contain partial skeletons or associated bone 

groups and are part of a group of four pit/postholes from the central room of the rectangular 

Area D building, with one being located in each corner.  Of the other two pits, 318 contained 

no bone and 314 contained a small amount of unidentifiable burnt bone. 

 
Table 44: Distribution of animal bone from Area D (NISP) 

  

      
Taxon Ditch 383 

Pit 
316 Pit 331 Other Total 

      Cattle 
  

29 8 37 

Sheep 13 4 18 2 24 

Sheep/goat 23 15 30 10 55 

Pig 
   

5 5 

Dog 
    

0 

Rodent 
    

0 

Sheep-sized mammal 1 
 

6 2 8 

Cattle-sized mammal 
  

8 2 10 

Domestic fowl 
   

1 1 

Medium sized songbird 1 
   

0 

Unidentified 77 107 299 184 590 

      Total 115 126 390 214 730 

Identified 38 19 91 30 140 

% Identified 33.0 15.1 23.3 14.0 19.2 

 

As previously noted, the frequency of gnawmarks in the Area D assemblage is much less than 

from Area A (Table 40). Only two specimens from this assemblage bore evidence of  



 

 

gnawing.  This suggests more prompt burial of the bone assemblage in this phase.  In 

contrast, the low incidence of butchery marks and burning resembles that from Area A. 

Pit 316 

 

Pit 316 contained a small assemblage of bone of which the identifiable fraction was all sheep: 

the remains represent a single individual, and consist primarily of cranial (isolated teeth, 

premaxilla and hyoid) and distal limb bone elements (Table 45), but include a right scapula, 

and a left radius and ulna which probably articulate although slight damage to the proximal 

articular surface of the radius makes it difficult to the certain.  The isolated teeth comprise 

adjoining left P4 to M3, all in full wear and hence from an animal four to six years in age; an 

isolated right M3 is also in full wear and may be from the same individual.  All bones 

retaining state of fusion evidence were fused, including the proximal ulna, consistent with the 

dental evidence for adult animals.  Knife marks were noted on the distal shaft of a 

metacarpal, laterally, probably from skinning.  Some burning is present: slight charring on the 

distal articulation of the radius and calcining of a calcaneal fragment, as well as both charring 

and calcining on a small fraction of the unidentified material. 

 
Table 45: Minimum number of elements (MNE) of cattle and sheep/goat, Area D 

     Element Pit 331 Pit 316 Ditch 383 

  Cattle Sheep/goat Sheep/goat Sheep/goat 

     Horn core 
    Occipital condyle 2 

   Zygomatic 
 

1 
 

3 

Mandible 2 1 
 

4 

Atlas 
    Axis 
 

1 
  Scapula 1 2 1 1 

Humerus p 1 2 
  Humerus d 1 2 
  Radius p 1 2 1 2 

Radius d 1 2 1 2 

Ulna 1 3 1 
 Pelvis 

   
2 

Sacrum 
    Femur p 
 

1 
  Femur d 

 
1 

 
2 

Tibia p 
 

1 
 

1 

Tibia d 
 

1 1 3 

Astragalus 1 1 
  Calcaneum 1 

 
1 3 

Metacarpal p 2 3 
 

2 

Metacarpal d 2 2 2 1 

Metatarsal p 2 2 
 

5 

Metatarsal d 2 2 1 5 

Phalanx I 2 7 1 
 Phalanx II 1 3 

  Phalanx III 1     1 

     Total 24 40 10 37 

MNI 1 3 1 4 



 

Pit 331 

 

This feature produced most of the material from Area D, a deposit of cattle and sheep/goat 

bones.  The cattle material is a partial skeleton of a sub-adult animal comprising skull, 

fragmentary and missing the frontals and parietals, mandibles, hyoids, right forelimb, fore 

and hind extremities and ribs (Table 45).  The mandibles have the M2 in wear and the M3 just 

erupting, suggesting an age between 18 and 30 months.  The epiphyseal fusion information is 

in agreement, with proximal first phalanges fused and all later fusing epiphyses, where 

present, unfused.  Several butchery marks are present: deep cutmarks on the right occipital 

condyle indicate decapitation and knife marks on the lingual surface of the diastema of the 

left mandible and on one of the hyoids suggest removal of the tongue; chopmarks on the 

articulating astragalus and calcaneum will have resulted from removal of the feet.  Hence at 

least some processing of the carcass was carried out before the deposition of this animal.   

Some examples of skeletal abnormalities were present: the mandibles showed variation in 

tooth morphology with both deciduous P4s lacking the mesial bovine pillar and the 

hypoconulid on the left M3 being separate from the mesial body of the tooth for almost the 

entire height of the crown.  The latter condition was also seen in two specimens from the 

Bear Street, Cowbridge, assemblage (Jones and Sadler 1996).  It is worth noting that in this 

Chepstow specimen, the mandible was broken through at the distal end of the toothrow with 

the hypoconulid retained in the crypt in the distal fragment and the mesial part of the M3 

remaining with the toothrow and giving the appearance of entirely lacking the hypoconulid, 

which was the actual case for the corresponding M3 from the right mandible.  Post-cranially, 

the right magnum displayed a small deep pit on the distal surface, not quite opposite to this, 

on the articulating surface of the metacarpal, was a larger, oval, shallow pit.  These may be 

part of the same osteochondrosis lesion. 

Sheep/goat remains outnumber those of cattle from this feature and an MNI of three 

individuals is represented.  All parts of the carcass are represented but there is an emphasis on 

upper right forelimb elements and metapodials.  No butchery marks were observed on any of 

the bones, however, as the surface condition of the bones was often quite poor such evidence 

may have been lost.  There are no ageable mandibular toothrows, only an isolated deciduous 

P4 in full wear (Grant stage g) which must have come from an animal less than two years old, 

perhaps at the beginning of its second year.  Maxillary toothrows are more informative: they 

indicate at least one animal with the M
2
 in early wear, possibly the same individual as the 

dP4, and one animal with the M
3
 in advanced wear, indicating a mature animal.  The evidence 

from epiphyseal fusion is consistent with the dental ages.  Two instances of skeletal 

abnormalities were noted: in a group of three articulating carpals, the intermediate and ulnar 

carpals were fused together, apparently a congenital condition rather than an arthrosis; the 

second example is a right humerus with bony growths midshaft laterally and near the 

proximal end medially.  

Ditch 383 

 

A section though this ditch recovered a deposit of sheep/goat bones, representing at least four 

individuals.  All areas of the carcass are represented and, in contrast to the body part 

distribution of the sheep/goat from pit 331, the pattern resembles that of the sheep/goat from 

Area A, that is, what would normally be expected from an assemblage affected by non-

anthropogenic post-depositional preservation bias, with perhaps an emphasis on mandibles 

and metatarsals (Table 45).  Evidence of butchery was noted on three specimens: knife cuts 

on two calcanea and near the proximal end of a metacarpal, all suggesting removal of the feet 

from the carcass.  Ageable mandibles yielded age estimates of 6-12 months for two 



 

specimens, one of 4-6 years and one of 6-8 years; an isolated left M3 was in full wear and 

could have come from the 4-6 year old.  The fusion evidence is relatively scanty and only 

eleven bones retained fusion information: these were consistent with the dental data in 

showing the presence of skeletally mature animals as well as an animal slaughtered between 

5 to 20 months old.  Only one instance of pathology was noted in this group: the mandible 

from the oldest individual showed uneven wear in the occlusal plane and interdental attrition 

between P3-M2, not unusually for older animals. 

This feature also produced a single bird specimen, a tibiotarsus from a redwing/thrush sized 

songbird. This is probably non-anthropogenic in origin. 

Other Features 

 

The remainder of the excavated features in Area D did not produced more than a few 

identifiable bones each.  Sheep/goat was again the most common species represented, 

followed closely by cattle, however, pig and a single specimen of domestic fowl also 

occurred (Table 44).  Although the sheep/goat sample is small and hence the body part 

distribution may be biased, hind limb elements are more frequent than fore limb elements.  

There is little evidence for ageing, however, epiphyseal fusion information indicates the 

presence of juvenile and skeletally mature animals.  Half of the cattle fragments come from 

the same deposit (343) and may be part of a single mandible, ageable on toothwear to 18-30 

months.  The few pig remains include a neonatal radius, suggesting the breeding of pig at or 

close by the site, and the only sexing evidence from Area D, a female canine.   

Size 

 

The assemblage provided a small suite of measurements, primarily on cattle and sheep/goat, 

these are listed in Table 46.  Area A provided most measurements for cattle: tibia distal 

breadths fall within the lower end of the size range of the late Roman animals from Caerwent 

(Noddle 1983) as well as Late Iron Age animals from southern England; proximal metatarsal 

breadth likewise suggests predominantly small animals, with the single Area D measurement 

falling within the range of the Area A Iron Age animals. 



 

 

 
Table 46: Measurements 

         

           
Species Element Area Length 

Crown 
Height Breadth 

     Equid M3 A 29.4 24.1 13.3 
     

           

   
Bp BFp 

      

 
Radius A 72.9 67.4 

      

           
Cattle M3 

 
Length Breadth 

Bovine pillar 
height 

     

  
A 33.6 13.7 17.1 

     

  
A 33.1 12.2 

      

  
D 

  
20.7 

     

  
D 32.7 12.3 19.1 

     

           

 
Scapula 

 
GLP BG LG SLC 

    

  
A 

 
57.1 

 
46.8 

    

  
D 

   
46.6 

    

  
D 57 45.8 49.6 41.2 

    

           

 
Humerus 

 
Bd BT HT HTC 

    

  
A 72.6 

       

  
D 77.2 67.8 42.6 30.5 

    

           

 
Ulna 

 
SDO DPA 

      

  
D 72.2 66.7 

      

           

 
Tibia 

 
Bd Dd 

      

  
A 53.6 38.6 

      

  
A 51.9 40 

      

  
A 

 
39 

      



 

  
A 54.6 43.4 

      

           

 
Metacarpal 

 
Dp Bp 

      

  
A 30.7 49.9 

      

           

 
Metatarsal 

 
Bp Dp SD 

     

  
A 40.9 40.2 23.6 

     

  
A 39.8 37.2 

      

  
A 42 41.9 

      

  
A 47.3 45.9 

      

  
D 44.3 40.6 

      

           

 
Astragalus 

 
GLl GLm Bd 

     

  
A 63 58.3 39.2 

     

           

 
1st Phalanx 

 
GL Bp SD 

     

  
A 56.3 25.6 21.7 

     

  
D 50.3 26.4 22.8 

     

           

           Sheep/goat Scapla 
 

SLC 
       

  
D 16.5 

       

           

 
Humerus 

 
SD Bd BT HT HTC 

   

  
A 

 
26.3 23.3 15.1 11.7 

   

  
D 13.1 

 
24.3 16.6 12.3 Sheep 

  

  
D 12.8 27.3 25.4 16.3 12.6 Sheep 

  

           

 
Radius 

 
Bp BFp BFd 

     

  
D 26.6 24.1 

   
Sheep 

  

  
D 28.1 25.4 

   
Sheep 

  

  
D 26.9 24.5 22.6 

  
Sheep 

  

           

 
Tibia 

 
Bd Dd 

      

  
A 22.1 17.9 

      



 

  
D 23.8 18.5 

      

           

 
Metacarpal 

 
Dp Bp Ddm Bd a 1 

  

  
A 

  
14.4 21 

    

  
D 15.6 21.2 

    
Sheep 

 

  
D 

  
13.9 21.4 10 9 Sheep 

 

           

 
Metatarsal 

 
Dp Bp 

      

  
D 16.2 22.4 

      

  
A 

 
17.2 Sheep 

     

           Pig Mandibular teeth 
 

M1 L M1 WA M2 L M2 WA M2 WP M3 L M3 WA M3 WP 

  
A 

 
10.2 

      

  
A 

  
21 12.8 12.7 

 
14.5 14.4 

  
A 

       
14.2 

  
A 

     
32.6 13.8 13.3 

           Dog Pelvis 
 

LA LAR 
      

  
A 20.9 19 

       



 

 

The size of sheep/goat from this assemblage can be investigated using log ratios to compare 

animals from Chepstow with a modern Shetland sheep standard (Davis 1996).  Figure 105 

shows that for each available measurement the archaeological sheep are smaller (in most 

cases it is probably the same individual).  This is comparable with the data on Roman sheep 

from Owslebury discussed by Davis (1996), where the width measurements were all 

narrower than the standard, whilst the length measurements were longer, indicating a 

relatively gracile animal.  In the Chepstow assemblage there are no available length 

measurements and so it cannot be ascertained whether the latter also holds true here, 

however, small slender animals are characteristic of other assemblages from south Wales, 

such as Caerwent and Caerleon (Hamilton-Dyer 1993).  Although Figure 2 suggests that for 

most elements the Area A animals were smaller than those from Area D, the small sample 

size precludes a definite interpretation of size increase in the Roman period. 

 



 

Figure 105: Animals from Chepstow compared with a modern Shetland sheep standard (after Davis 1996) 

 

 

 
 

           

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

             

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
 

           

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            

            



 

 

 
 

            

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Summary 

 

Iron Age animal bone assemblages of any reasonable size are rare in South Wales and so the 

assemblage from Newhouse, Chepstow represents a significant addition to our knowledge.  

The assemblage from Area A appears characteristic of local production and consumption of 

livestock, with residue from complete carcasses present.  Cattle would have provided the bulk 

of the dietary meat intake but sheep/goat were also important. The lesser importance of pig is 

characteristic of contemporary rural sites in Britain and contrasts with later urban 

assemblages such as that from Caerleon (Hamilton-Dyer 1993).  The age profiles suggest that 

meat, traction and wool were the important considerations in the animal husbandry, although 

the absence of very young animals, which would have suggested an importance to dairying, 

could be due to preservational factors.   

The butchery pattern in the Area A, with its emphasis on knife cuts and disarticulation at 

joints, is comparable with than seen in Iron Age assemblages from elsewhere in southern 

Britain.  

The Roman assemblage from Area D is different in nature to the Iron Age phase.  Although 

sheep/goat and cattle, respectively, are still the most frequent species, the material is 

dominated by deposits of partial skeletons and articulating bone groups from three features.  

Those groups from pit 316 and 331 appear to show some selection in body part 

representation, whereas the group from ditch 385 appears to be a deposit of complete 

skeletons affected by preservational bias.  Deposits of skeletons and partial skeletons were 

also present in the assemblage from Nash (Meddens 2001), although in that case only cattle 

were represented.  Since these groups, especially the pit groups, are likely to represent special 

deposits, they cannot be assumed to necessarily reflect the husbandry practice at the site, 

either in terms of species frequency or age at slaughter.   

The small size of the livestock from this site and the absence of evidence for stock 

improvement in the Roman period seem to be characteristic of south welsh assemblages such 

as those from Caerleon and Caerwent (Noddle 1983). 

 



 

 

 

6. Chronology and function at Newhouse Park 

 

 

The abundance of excavated features and artefacts has demonstrated the archaeological 

potential and importance of this area of the Severn estuary. A wide range of archaeological 

evidence dating from the Mesolithic to the medieval period has been excavated, recorded and 

analysed. This provides the datal for a chronological and cultural assessment of the 

Newhouse Park site. 

 

6.1 Mesolithic (c 10 000 – c 4500 BC) 

 

The earliest phase of occupation was characterized by a small assemblage of struck lithics 

dated from the late Mesolithic (see Dr A. Pannett 5.4 and I. Dennis and Dr. A. Pannett 5.5 

above), mainly recovered from Areas B and C. No features were associated with this period 

and the artefacts were mostly found as residuals in later features. Nevertheless the 

identification of microliths, microburins, blades and bladelets and truncated blades suggests 

that the hunting and processing of game was carried out. The landscape of Newhouse Park at 

this time was probably a still-wooded upland overlooking the Severn Estuary and the Gwent 

Levels where the first clearance pre-dating the introduction of agriculture occurred in the late 

Mesolithic (Rippon 1996, 21). As the absence of features dating from this period might show 

that the occupation of the site was temporary or seasonal, as is often the case in the 

Mesolithic (Bell et all 2000, 2003, 27), it might also suggest the presence of a more 

permanent site nearby. On the eastern side of Area F a substantial stream ran south in the 

channel recorded in Site 10 (see M. W. Ponsford 2.3.1.1 above) providing another attractive 

focus for Mesolithic communities by providing abundant fresh water and fish. 

 

6.2 Neolithic (c 4500 – c 2300 BC) 

 

Evidence for the Neolithic occupation of the site was more abundant but was still limited to a 

small assemblage of struck lithics rarely associated with cut features in Area C. The main 

focus of occupation seems to have been located in Area B and to the south of Area C, where a 

small cluster of sub-rectangular features was associated with struck lithics of early Neolithic 

date. Further lithic artefacts were recovered from the other areas indicating that human 

activity extended to the whole of the site during the period. The functions of the excavated 

features  in Area C are not clearly understood but it is thought that some of the smaller ones 

must be postholes and that some of the larger cuts may have been filled with domestic 

rubbish after being possibly dug out for clay or stone extraction. The overall composition of 

the struck lithic assemblage is not dissimilar to the Mesolithic one, while tool-making, 

hunting and processing activities are probably represented. That there might have been an 

emphasis on hide processing is illustrated by the high number of late Neolithic scrapers. A 

number of possible tree holes recorded in Area B, but not securely dated, might be evidence 

for the clearance of the site prior to its cultivation. The C14 dating of the wood sample from 

the channel in Plot 10 indicates that the lowland in the Mathern area appears to have been 

overwhelmed by floodwater from the Neolithic period (see M. W. Ponsford 2.3.1.1 above) 

but the small river may have continued to flow to the east of Area F (Fig 106) and certainly 

across the upland and then over the newly alluviated flood-plain. The presence of oak 

branches and some alder in the stream suggests clearance occurring or continuing at this time. 

The flints and other lithic assemblages associated with the few securely dated features again 



 

suggest a temporary or short-term seasonal or occasional repeated occupation of the site for 

collection and processing of food, with perhaps some extraction from pits and woodland 

clearance to prepare the ground for cultivation. While these activities were taking place on 

the dry land close to the Severn edge, the exploitation of the estuary‟s natural and animal 

resources was probably carried out by settled communities nearby. 

 

6.3 Bronze Age (c 2300 –c 700 BC) 

 

This period produced only a small assemblage of struck lithics but also several sherds of 

early to middle Bronze Age pottery associated with a field boundary ditch running from the 

south-east corner of Area B towards the north-east across Area A. The ditch was probably the 

continuation of that excavated in 1997 on the Infrastructure site (see M. W. Ponsford 2.3.2.2 

above). The broken barbed and tanged arrowheads from Area B and the Infrastructure site 

attest to the continuity of hunting activities in the area but by this time perhaps in a more 

organised and managed landscape defined by enclosure or field boundaries. The absence of 

domestic structures for this period indicates that no permanent settlement existed at 

Newhouse Park itself and that the area may only have been exploited for its natural resources, 

agriculture and wildlife. The barrows at Thornwell might imply long-term settlement close by 

form the Neolithic onwards. 

 

6.4 Iron Age (c 700 BC– 43 AD) 

 

The occupation of Newhouse Park during this period commenced probably from the start of 

its second half and lasted until the end of the first 1st century BC or possibly the Roman 

conquest. The late Iron Age occupation is concentrated in Area A and occupied around 800 

square metres with a focal point around a series of rectangular features. This was the first 

time at Newhouse Park that a probable permanent (if not continuous) occupation of the site 

was indicated. Although the area occupied was relatively small, successive phases of 

occupation indicate that constraints on the landscape and the immediate surroundings dictated 

and limited the spatial occupation. The Roman road or trackway respected and avoided the 

Iron Age building found but it might have been the latest phase of a much older track leading 

to the river. The position of the track could then have acted as a natural boundary at the time 

of the construction of the rectangular structures. The absence of Iron Age features to the west 

seems to confirm this hypothesis and could indicate that the space around the rectangular 

features was managed by the indigenous population. The wealth of domestic artefacts, animal 

bones and archaeobotanical remains recovered from the floors and the ditches of the 

rectangular structures allowed a quite precise definition of the activities carried out in and 

around the rectangular building and of the evolution of the landscape. The plant remains are 

mainly wheat grains with weed seeds usually associated with disturbed ground typical of 

arable agriculture (see C.J. Griffiths 5.1 above). The animal bones provide an assemblage 

comparable to other Iron Age sites with cattle and sheep forming the majority of the animals 

identified, indicating pastoral activities (see A. Powell and Dr J. Mulville 5.9 above) where 

meat production, traction and wool processing were the main activities of animal husbandry. 

Iron smelting or smithing residues were found on the upper floor of the building, while a 

fragment of a beehive hand mill found in the fill of a ditch confirm the processing in situ of 

part of a crop which may or may not have been grown nearby. The small size of the densely 

occupied part of Area A could indicate that a single family unit lived there and was farming 

the area in the vicinity of the building (Fig 107). 

 

 



 

 

6.5 Roman (43 – c 410 AD) 

 

During the Roman period the focus of occupation moved towards the west where a large 

rectangular stone building was uncovered. The only feature of Roman date in the areas 

previously occupied by the Mesolithic to Iron Age features was the north–south metalled 

road that bordered the Iron Age rectangular enclosure and building. It is argued above that the 

road was an Iron Age or perhaps older creation and that it linked the dryland to the wetland 

and the edge of the Severn possibly to a small waterside landing platform or pontoon. The 

careful metalling of its surface in the second half of the 1st century BC or first half of the 2nd 

century AD and the maintenance of its flanking gullies until the late 3rd- to 4th-century BC 

might confirm its relative importance during the whole period. The excavations in Area D 

limited our knowledge of the full extent of the Roman occupation of the western part of 

Newhouse Park, providing only a small window into the Roman period. Despite these 

limitations, however, the artefacts, bones and plant remains allowed interpretation of some of 

the activities that took place around the stone building. Overall they were similar to those of 

the Iron Age (Fig 108). Evidence of agricultural and pastoral activities were confirmed by the 

plant remains (see C.J. Griffiths 5.1 above) and the bone assemblage (see A. Powell and Dr J. 

Mulville 5.9 above). The corn dryer with its carbonised wheat and barley grains and its 

fragment of rotary quernstone emphasised the continuation of arable farming. The pottery 

assemblage is dominated by utilitarian forms; the rare fine wares and mortaria, and the 

absence of amphorae makes this a very typical rural assemblage for this area. A number of 

imported wares (BB1 from Dorset, Severn Valley ware and small quantities of other imported 

ware) reached the site and confirmed its integration into wider trade networks (see C.J. Evans 

5.7 above). The similarities with the Iron Age are striking and provide strong evidence for the 

evolution and continuation of the agricultural and pastoral exploitation of the dryland by the 

now Romanised indigenous population: life on the edge of the Severn was still dominated by 

agricultural production but a stone building had replaced the timber structures, the beehive 

mill has been updated by the development of the rotary quern and the vesicular fabric of the 

local pottery by South Wales grey ware. The landscape and the field systems might have been 

re-organised to reflect the new political and economical order but this might perhaps only be 

understood within a much broader regional study. 

 

6.6 Early medieval and medieval (c 410 – c 1485 AD) 

 

Evidence for early medieval or medieval activities on the site was scarce and limited to a few 

sherds of pottery and a single silver coin. A sherd broadly dated to the 12th to 14th century 

(see C.J. Evans 5.7 above) found in the robbed foundation trench of the Roman building 

indicated that part of the building was being dismantled during this period, perhaps to recycle 

its stone in Mathern or Chepstow or because the rubble hindered plough cultivation of the 

field. A silver penny of Robert II (1371–90) was recovered from area F. The occupation of 

the area during the Middle Ages would have centred on the village of Mathern and its fields 

probably stretched to the edge of the dryland and beyond. It is thought that the relative 

thickness of the mottled clays in the upper layer of the section of Trench E, Site 10, would 

support the thesis that there was no sea bank until the 18th century (see M. W. Ponsford 

2.3.1.1 above). 

 

 

 

 



 

 

6.7 Post-medieval (c 1485 – c 1900 AD) 

 

The only direct evidence of activities were the discoveries of a post-medieval gunflint in area 

F (see Dr. A. Pannett, 5.4 above) and, in the immediate vicinity of the stream, of a couple of 

coins identified as a halfpenny of George III, possibly dated 1772, and one possible 

halfpenny of Victoria, probably issued between 1838 and 1860. A silver shilling dated 1880 

was also recovered from the northern edge of Area C and one penny dated 1870 from Area E. 

A parish stone marked C.P (Chepstow parish) was recovered from the clay on the eastern 

edge of the stream in Area F. This is probably the one marked on OS maps (see 1 above). The 

large square enclosure detected during the geophysical survey across areas A and B was 

tentatively attributed to this period survey due to its stratigraphical position (see Dr. T. Young 

3.2 above). The site is totally occupied by fields and M. W. Ponsford remarks in its historical 

background (see 2.1 above) that „They are remarkable unchanged over 250 years.‟ 

 

6.8 Modern (since 1900 AD) 

 

The cartographic records confirm that the fields have remain unchanged until the start of the 

development of Newhouse Park in the late 1970s or early 1980s. Sporadic evidence comes in 

the form of a penny dated 1915 from the south of Area E. 

 

 

7 Discussion 

 

At this stage of the post-excavation work, the need for further in-depth research into several 

topics and the need for further C14 dating has become apparent. 

 

 Despite the lack of associated features with the Mesolithic struck lithics, the flint 

assemblage will need to be closely studied in comparison with other similar 

assemblage excavated from wetland sites on both side of the Severn Levels (Bell et al 

2000 and 2007).  

 

 The Bronze Age artefacts (lithic and ceramic) need to be studied in conjunction with 

the assemblage from the 1997 Infrastructure site located to the south of Area B. It 

could be the focus of the Bronze Age occupation closer to the edge of the wetland. 

 

 The architecture of the rectangular Iron Age building needs to be researched and 

compared with other still rare rectangular building from both sides of the Severn 

Levels and further afield. The possible interaction between the wetland and the 

dryland should be considered (Sylvester 2004). 

 

 The discrepancy between the C14 dates from the upper floor of the Iron Age building 

and the date of the pottery assemblage needs investigation and consensus. The 

assemblage needs to be compared with similar assemblages from the south of 

England. New C14 dates will be commissioned from bones associated with the Iron 

Age pottery from the ditches of the rectangular building. 

 

 The samples from the Iron Age floor need to be re-examined for the magnetic 

detection of hammer scale. The results then require mapping on the floor plan 

 



 

 The absence of fish bones in the animal remains recovered from the Iron Age features 

needs to be investigated including a re-assessment of the sieved material to determine 

whether there is deliberate avoidance of fish consumption (Dobney and Ervynck 

2007). 

 

 The architecture of the Roman building needs to be researched further. 

 

 The architecture of the corn dryer need to be compared more widely. 

 

 The iron and copper-alloy objects need full identification and dating (National 

Museum of Wales, Cardiff) 

 

 

8 Conclusions 

 

At the end of this post-excavation report, satisfactory conclusions remain incomplete. Some 

aspects have, however, been resolved – the features and artefacts from the Newhouse Park 

excavations have already yielded considerable new information about the occupation of the 

dryland area of the Severn Levels. The abundance of structures and material has 

demonstrated the archaeological potential and importance of this area of the Severn Estuary 

even though the absence of sealed stratigraphy and preservation of organics render it 

potentially less promising than a wetland site.  

 

Evidence of occupation during the Mesolithic period is scarce but a small number of 

characteristic artefacts suggest the presence of an intermittent occupation or the presence of a 

site nearby. The numerous flint flakes and tools and a little pottery associated with some cut 

features provide the best evidence for the Neolithic occupation in Area C. The early Bronze 

Age and middle Bronze Age periods have both produced finds but evidence in the ground is 

again quite discrete and limited to a probable boundary ditch. The middle to late Iron Age, 

with its multi-phase rectangular domestic structure and associated multi-layered floor 

provides the main focus of occupation for Area A. It offers a gradual transition and possible 

continuity from the later prehistoric to the early Roman period. The rectangular building and 

associated corn dryer of Area D mark the last period of occupation of the site which now 

probably moved to Mathern. Via the road in areas A and C, this part of the Severn Estuary 

was linked to the rest of the Roman province of Britannia.. 

 

This mass of original new material and the results of previous evaluations and excavations in 

the close vicinity of the site has provided the opportunity to consider the evolution of the 

occupation of a discrete and well-defined area of both wet and dry land by the River Severn 

over nearly 12,000 years. 

 

The exceptional quantity of finds, artefactual and organic remains, and their wide-ranging 

date is, in some cases, enough to regard their study of regional and/or national importance. 

Archaeological excavations have produced large assemblages of specific types of finds (eg 

pottery, copper-alloy objects or organic remains) or features, frequently more of one and less 

of the other. Here, due to exceptionally good preservation in places, large assemblages of 

finds are associated with numerous features covering a wide date range. Every effort was 

made during the excavations to retrieve in the best conditions possible the maximum of 

information from the ground before returning it to the tender mercies of the mechanical 

excavator‟s bucket teeth.  
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Appendix 1 

 

A survey of the manors of Mathern and Barron’s Green (Thomas Lewis’s roll of 1711) 

 

The bounds of the manor are described as running from Polemeyrigg Bridge southward to 

Church Lane to a bridge crossing Polemeyrick brook; to a gout near St Peorpill, thence to a 

water course dividing Alinson Meade and Munk Mead; and so to the church path from 

Moynes Court and boundary on the lordship of the bishop of Llandaff on the south-east part 

and along the highway to the dwelling house of Edward Gibbs; then along the lane to the 

marshes to a certain land of John Williams (24 acres) to Gore Marsh to the two Biggs 

marshes, to a parcel called Lygh furlong and the fishing weare of William Curtess; thence 

north to Lyms leaze along a lane to Beane hill to a new lane between Mather’s Field and 

Hardwick’s Fields; thence to Glaziers Close, Ellorn Acre to land of John Williams, to 

Longend west to Maulty pond, to Bishop’s Lane; then to the Lipyetts towards Chepstow; 

thence to 19 acres,  to Richard Innon, to Gisty Close, to the Woodlands to Bigs Lane, 

Husbands Field, Cae yr Baggotts, across the lane towards St Peer to Hayes Gate to the 

Bramwells and to Polemeyrick bridge.  

 

 
  



 

 

Appendix 2 

 

 

Field Survey - Mathern Parish 

 

Field Tithe map no. T M Name 

(1839 

  Use Name in 1760 

1 330  Innage Pasture Inage 

2 332 The Six Acres Arable The Six Acres 

3 323 The Eight 

Acres 

Arable The Layns 

4 324 Marrowbone 

Patch 

Arable The Lower 

Wood 

5 326 The Twelve 

Acres 

Meadow Biggs Meadow 

6 329 Part of Innage Meadow Inage 

7 328 The Three 

Acres 

Arable  

8 327 The Eleven 

Acres 

Pasture Tredegar Land 

9 408 Part of Old 

Common 

Meadow Old Road 

10 411/412 Part of 

Common 

Meadow Old Road 

11 409/410 Tredegar 

Lands 

Meadow  

12 407 Tredegar Land Meadow Thomas 

Stokes, now 

Mr Rosser 

13/15 406 Tredegar Land Meadow  

14 427  Meadow  

16 428 Williams Land Meadow  

17 429 The Nine 

Acres 

Meadow The Seven 

Acres 

18 424 The Three 

Acres 

Meadow The Two 

Acres 

19 423  Meadow  

20 422 Wharf Meadow  

21 426 Gores Marsh Meadow Gore Marsh 

22 417 The Long Ten 

Acre 

Meadow  

23/24 415/416 The Nine 

Acres 

Meadow Biggs Marshes 

25 418 The Seven 

Acres 

Meadow The Eight 

Acres 

26 419 Fish House Meadow The Nine 

Acres 



27 421 Wharf Meadow The Wharf 

28 403 The Two 

Acres 

Pasture  

29 404 Williams Mead Pasture  

30 437 Llandaff Land Pasture  

31 436 The Seven 

Acre 

Pasture  

32 438 Llandaff Land Pasture  

33 430 The Fourteen 

Acres 

Pasture  

34 431 The Wharf Pasture  

35    The Old 

Orchard 

36 400 Leppyards Pasture Lippeatts 

37    The Eight 

Acres 

38    The Six Acres 

 

Field Survey – Chepstow Parish 

 

Field Tithe map no. T M Name 

(1839) 

  Use 

39 189 (Apportionment 

missing) 

 

40 191  Meadow 

41 196  Meadow 

42 193  Meadow 

43 295 (Apportionment 

missing) 

 

44 235  Meadow 

45 207 Part of 

Worgans 

Meadow 

46 231  Arable 

47 232 (Apportionment 

missing) 

 

48 230 The Six Acres Meadow 

49 236  Meadow 

50 234  Meadow 

51 233 (Apportionment 

missing) 

 

52 237 The Wharf Pasture 

 



Appendix 3 

 

1 List of Prehistoric sites (Glamorgan-Gwent Archaeological Trust SMR) 

 
N° Ref No NAME Easting Northing PERIOD TYPE SUMMARY STATU

S 
Copyright 

1 04440g               THORNWELL 
ROUND 
BARROW                                                                               

354000 191700 Bronze Age                          ROUND 
BARROW                                                               

A low sub-circular mound situated in a 
modern housing estate within an 
urban green. The mound has a well-
defined perimeter and gently sloping 
sides; no kerbstones or ditch were 
visible. This site is located close to 
and is associated with the chambered 
t 

SAM                            GGAT   

2 01167g               SITE NAME NOT 
KNOWN                                                                                  

352000 193000 Bronze Age                          SOCKETED 
AXEHEAD                                                           

Socketed axe, neck has a short raised 
collar or moulding, axe is of 'South 
Wales' type, with 3 roughly parallel 
ribs on earch face.  Dated to c700-
400BC. Length 80mm, width across 
cutting edge 48mm.  May be Newport 
M acc no 56.68.                         

0                              GGAT   

3 01197g               SITE NAME NOT 
KNOWN                                                                                  

350200 193500 Bronze Age                          BARBED AND 
TANGED 
ARROWHEAD                                                

Bronze Age barbed and tanged flint 
arrowhead.                                                                                                                                                                                                                  

0                              GGAT   

4 04923g               CHEPSTOW 
CASTLE                                                                                      

353300 194100 Bronze Age                          PALSTAVE                                                                   Unlooped palstave, with single central 
rib on each face, and a crack across 
the blade.  Length 153mm, edge width 
64mm.  Found at Chepstow Castle.                                                                                                              

0                              GGAT   

5 04432g               THORNWELL 
FARM                                                                                       

353950 191670 Bronze Age                          CHAMBERED 
TOMB                                                             

The present visit identified a large oval 
mound, with a level top, situated within 
a modern housing estate in the centre 
of an urban green. The mound stands 
quite high, is aligned NNE-SSW and 
takes advantage of a lynchet in its 
sitting; the presence of a 

SAM                            GGAT   

6 04441g               THORNWELL                                                                                            354000 191980 Bronze Age                          ENCLOSURE                                                                  Settlement in use late Neolithic/early 
Bronze Age through to the Roman 

0                              GGAT   



period.                                                                                                                                                                                 

 
N° Ref No NAME Easting Northing PERIOD TYPE SUMMARY STATU

S 
Copyright 

7 05610g               BAYFIELD                                                                                             352220 193780 Bronze Age                          FLINT 
SCATTER                                                              

A flint chunk found during project 
fieldwork in an arable field. Could be 
either Neolithic or Bronze Age in date.                                                                                                                                              

0                              GGAT   

8 05341g               THORNWELL 
LAND 
ASSESSMENT                                                                            

354030 191630 Bronze Age                          ROUND 
BARROW?                                                              

The suggested cairn at this location no 
longer exists due to the construction of 
an modern urban road.Dimensions not 
known.                                                                                                                                    

0                              GGAT   

9 05342g               THORNWELL 
LAND 
ASSESSMENT                                                                            

353990 191540 Bronze Age                          ROUND 
BARROW?                                                              

The suggested cairn at this location no 
longer exists due to the construction of 
a modern football pitch.Dimensions 
not known.                                                                                                                                 

0                              GGAT   

10 05343g               THORNWELL 
LAND 
ASSESSMENT                                                                            

354000 191470 Bronze Age                          ROUND 
BARROW?                                                              

The suggested cairn at this location  
no longer exists due to the 
construction of a modern football 
pitch.Dimensions not known.                                                                                                                                

0                              GGAT   

11 05607g               BAYFIELD                                                                                             352050 193740 Bronze Age                          FLINT 
SCATTER                                                              

A well-patinated flint flake found 
during project 'fieldwork in an arable 
field. Could be of either Neolithic or 
Bronze Age date.                                                                                                                              

0                              GGAT   

12 05608g               BAYFIELD                                                                                             351970 193610 Bronze Age                          FLINT 
SCATTER                                                              

A flint flake fragment found during 
project fieldwork in an arable field.  
Cortex remaining on its convex side, 
bulb remains, traces of lateral 
utilisation/retouch.  Of Bronze Age 
date.                                                                      

0                              GGAT   

13 05609g               BAYFIELD                                                                                             352130 193730 Bronze Age                          LITHIC 
IMPLEMENT                                                           

A patinated flint flake found during 
project fieldwork in an arable field.  
Bulb and striking platform intact, 
retouch on dorsal extending to distal 
end and both sides.  Scraper of 
Bronze Age date.                                                          

0                              GGAT   

 



N° Ref No NAME Easting Northing PERIOD TYPE SUMMARY STATU
S 

Copyright 

14 275976               ST PETER'S CAVE                                                                                      353900 192700 Prehistoric                         CAVE                                                                       Not Given                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      SAM                            RCAHMW 

15 04028g               BEACHLEY , 
CHEPSTOW                                                                                  

355100 191200 Prehistoric                         FINDSPOT                                                                   Flints, spearhead, axe-heads and two 
bones dug up by G Slingsby.  In 
England, sent to Gloucester SMR.  
Finds at Newport Museum.                                                                                                                                

0                              GGAT   

16 05374g               THORNWELL 
FARM                                                                                       

353900 191600 Prehistoric                         FLINT 
SCATTER                                                              

Flints found during evaluation 
excavation in 1992.                                                                                                                                                                                                             

0                              GGAT   

17 06317g               SITE NAME NOT 
KNOWN                                                                                  

351300 194700 Prehistoric                         LITHIC 
IMPLEMENT                                                           

NMW record  2 scrapers  found by  Dr 
Davis                                                                                                                                                                                                                     

 GGAT   

 

  



2 List of Iron Age sites (Glamorgan-Gwent Archaeological Trust SMR) 
 

N° Ref No NAME Easting Northing PERIOD TYPE SUMMARY STATU
S 

Copyright 

1 00772g               PIERCEFIELD 
CAMP                                                                                     

353630 195960 Iron Age                            HILLFORT                                                                   0                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              SAM                            GGAT   

2 00773g               PIERCE WOOD 
CAMPS                                                                                    

353250 195720 Iron Age                            HILLFORT                                                                   0                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              SAM                            GGAT   

3 01177g               SITE NAME NOT 
KNOWN                                                                                  

353350 194060 Iron Age                            FINDSPOT                                                                   0                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              0                              GGAT   

4 01161g               BISHOP 
BARNET'S 
WOOD CAMP                                                                            

351960 194190 Iron Age                            ENCLOSURE                                                                  Small hillslope enclosure on a N-
facing slope in dense woodland.  Does 
not appear to be defensive; described 
variously as circular and roughly 
rectangular; internal measurements 
30.0x35.0m.  Inner bank averages 
9.0-10.0m width and 0.4m high 
externally; d 

SAM                            GGAT   

5 01169g               SITE NAME NOT 
KNOWN                                                                                  

353500 193000 Iron Age                            FINDSPOT                                                                   0                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              0                              GGAT   

6 01193g               THE BULWARKS                                                                                         353790 192730 Iron Age                            HILLFORT                                                                   0                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              SAM                            GGAT   

7 05673g               SITE NAME NOT 
KNOWN                                                                                  

353000 191130 Iron Age                            EARTHWORK                                                                  Ponsford assessment Newhouse farm 
Chepstow 1997 - Four trenches and 
an extended square were excavated 
to evaluate the area of a road and 
roundabout at Newhouse Park; 
Chepstow.  In Trench D it was 
established that the alluvial clays 
came that far north an 

0                              GGAT   

 



 

3 List of Roman sites (Glamorgan-Gwent Archaeological Trust SMR and other sources) 

 
N° Ref No NAME Easting Northing PERIOD TYPE SUMMARY STATU

S 
Copyright 

1 07980g               THORNWELL 
FARM                                                                                       

353900 191600 Roman                               FINDSPOT                                                                   BUFAU assessment, Thornwell Farm 
1992 - a series of 8 trenches around 
but not in the scheduled areas 
produced abraded Roman finds, but 
no distinct archaeological features.                                                                                    

 GGAT   

2 01016.4w             STRIGUIL 
BRIDGE                                                                                      

353150 194770 Roman                               BRIDGE                                                                     The site of roman bridge                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       0                              GGAT   

3 01168g               PWLLMEYRIC                                                                                           352000 193000 Roman                               COIN HOARD                                                                 Collection of bady corroded 
Constantinian small copper corns 
provisionally identified and dated AD 
306-37, 'found under the Manor House 
about 1895.                                                                                                            

0                              GGAT   

4 01182g               CHEPSTOW                                                                                             353560 194250 Roman                               COIN HOARD                                                                 Roman coins                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    0                              GGAT   

5 01190g               GEORGE HOTEL                                                                                         353280 193770 Roman                               COIN HOARD                                                                 Folles of Constantine I (AD 306-37) 
and Crispus (AD 317-26)                                                                                                                                                                                                    

0                              GGAT   

6 01191g               STATION 
ALLOTMENTS, 
CHEPSTOW                                                                         

353520 193440 Roman                               COIN                                                                       Single Roman coin                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              0                              GGAT   

7 02464g               CATTLE 
MARKET, ST 
MARYS PRIORY                                                                       

353600 193900 Roman                               INHUMATION                                                                 Underneath the barn (2463g), 3 
Roman cremations were discovered, 2 
with associated pottery and one 
presumably in a wooden box or 
casket.  1 of the cremations was 
surrounded by the remains of what 
appears to be a wooden shrine.                             

0                              GGAT   

8 03739g               GREEN STREET                                                                                         353510 193560 Roman                               FINDSPOT                                                                   A pit or ditch containing Roman 
material was disturbed at the back of 
Green Street just outside the town 
wall.                                                                                                                                                 

0                              GGAT   

 



N° Ref No NAME Easting Northing PERIOD TYPE SUMMARY STATU
S 

Copyright 

9 05618g               NEWHOUSE 
FARM, 
MATHERN                                                                               

353000 191200 Roman                               SHERD                                                                      Romano-British potsherd found during 
evaluation excavation in 1995.                                                                                                                                                                                            

0                              GGAT   

10 06145g               21 BRIDGE ST, 
CHEPSTOW                                                                               

353600 194200 Roman                               SETTLEMENT                                                                 Roman occupation evidence and finds 
including a Flavian mortarium from N 
Gaul, stamped LITUGEN IUGIFIL.                                                                                                                                                        

 GGAT   

11 06214g               SITE NAME NOT 
KNOWN                                                                                  

352030 195000 Roman                               ROAD                                                                       Track described by Bradney as 
Romna road (connecting to 6213g)                                                                                                                                                                                                 

 GGAT   

12 07048g               BEECHWOOD 
ROUNDABOUT, 
CHEPSTOW                                                                       

352310 192960 Roman                               ROAD                                                                       Length of agger showing both on air 
photographs as earthwork/parchmark, 
and on ground as low spreading bank, 
part of the Chepstow-Caerleon road.                                                                                                               

 GGAT   

13 07049g               PWLLMEYRIC-
CRICK ROMAN 
ROAD                                                                          

351400 192110 Roman                               ROAD                                                                       Possible course of Chepstow-
Caerwent Roman road between 
Pwllmeyric and Crick, partly shown as 
a cropmark and the remainder inferred 
from field boundary patterns.                                                                                              

 GGAT   

 

     14   Welsh Street 3533  1939 Roman  SHERD Pottery sherds found during watching brief 

 (Carke & Bray 2004, 156) 

 

     15  14 St Mary Street 35350  19397 Roman  SHERD Single sherd found during watching brief 

 (Carke & Bray 1999, 100) 

 

     16   Church Road 35355  19409 Roman  SHERD Pottery sherds found during an evaluation 

 (Metcalf Dickinson 1982, 40 

 

     17   Hocker Hill House   Roman  COIN  Single coin of Allectus (A.D 293-296)  

 and gold stater of Dobunic 

(Shoesmith 1991, 158, n°4) 

 

 



 

 

Appendix 4 

 
Summary list of contexts 

 
No. Area  Description    Relationship Note 

 

01 All  Topsoil    Above (02) Modern backfill 

02 All  Subsoil    Under (01)   

03 All  Natural    Under (02) 

04 Area B  Cut of sub-oval pit   Under (05) Filled by (05),(06) 

05 Area B  Re-deposited red clay   Under (06) Primary fill of 

[04] 

06 Area B  Dark with charcoal flecks  Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[04] 

07 Area A  Cut of rectilinear ditch  Under (08) Filled by (08) 

08 Area A  Orange-brown clay   Under [10] Fill of [07] 

09 Area A  Dark brown clay   Under (02) Fill of [10] 

10 Area A  Cut of linear ditch, re-cuts [07] Under (09)  Filled by (09) 

11 Area D       Under (02) Fill of [12] 

12 Area D  Cut of ditch (part of building)  Under (11) Filled by (11) 

13 Area C  Cut of circular pit   Under (14) Filled by (14) 

14 Area C  Grey clay     Under (02) Fill of [13] 

15 Area C  Grey clay    Under (02) Fill of [17] 

16 Area C  Red clay    Under (15) Fill of [17] 

17 Area C  Cut of sub-oval double posthole Under (16) Filled by (15),(16) 

18 Area C  Cut of sub-oval pit   Under (20) Filled by (19),(20) 

19 Area C  Grey-black clay   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[18] 

20 Area C  Grey clay    Under (19) Primary fill of 

[18] 

21 Area C  Cut of sub-oval pit   Under (22) Filled by (22) 

22 Area C  Grey-black clay   Under (02) Fill of [21] 

23 Area C  Cut of sub-oval pit   Under (24) Filled by (24) 

24 Area C  Grey-black clay   Under (02) Fill of [23] 

25 Area C  Cut of sub-oval pit   Under (26) Filled by 

(26),(27),(28) 

26 Area C  Grey clay    Under (02) Tertiary fill of 

[25] 

27 Area C  Light grey clay   Under (26) Secondary fill of 

[25] 

28 Area C       Under (27) Primary fill of 

[25] 

29 Area C  Cut of elongated sub-oval pit  Under (30) Filled by (30) 

30 Area C  Grey-brown clay   Under (02) Fill of [29] 

31 Area C  Cut of oval pit    Under (32) Filled by (32) 

32 Area C  Grey-brown/ dark brown silty clay Under (02) Fill of [31] 

33 Area C  Cut of circular pit   Under (35) Filled by (34),(35) 



34 Area C  Dark brown-grey clay loam  Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[33] 

35 Area C  Brown clay loam    Under (34) Primary fill of 

[33] 

36 Area C  Cut of irregularly shaped scoop Under (38) Filled by (37),(38) 

37 Area C  Reddish brown clay   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[36] 

38 Area C  Yellow-brown clay   Under (37) Primary fill of 

[36] 

39 Area C  Cut of sub-oval pit   Under (40) Filled by (40) 

40 Area C  Orangey-grey clay   Under (02) Fill of [39] 

41 Area C  Cut of wide linear feature  Under (42) Filled by (42) 

42 Area C  Yellow-grey and some black clay Under (02) Fill of [41] 
No. Area  Description    Relationship Note 

 

43 Area A  Cut of pit    Under (44) Filled by (44) 

44 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [43] 

45 Area A  Cut of linear feature   Under (46) Filled by (46) 

46 Area A  Pale reddish brown silty clay  Under (02) Fill of [45] 

47 Area A  Cut of ditch    Under (48) Filled by (48) 

48 Area A  Re-deposited red clay   Under (02) Fill of [47] 

49 Area A  Stone layer    Under (50) Floor of 

roundhouse? 

50 Area A  Dark brown sandy layer  Under (02) Floor of 

roundhouse? 

51 Area A  Cut of concave linear ditch  Under (52) Filled by (52) 

52 Area A  Dark red-brown silty clay  Under (02) Fill of [51] 

53 Area A  Cut of linear trackway   Under (70) Filled by 

(54),(70),(71) 

54 Area A  Dark brown silty clay   Under (71) Fill of [53] 

55 Area C  Cut of linear trackway   Under (74) Filled by (56),(74) 

56 Area C  Dark brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [55] 

57 Area C  Compacted stones in dark brown soil Under (02) Stone pile 

58 Area A  Cut of linear ditch   Under (59) Filled by (59) 

59 Area A  Dark reddish-brown gritty silt  Under (02) Fill of [58] 

60 Area A  Cut of linear ditch   Under (61) Filed by (61) 

61 Area A  Red-brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [60] 

62 Area A  Cut of linear ditch   Under (63) Filled by (63) 

63 Area A  Pale reddish brown silty clay  Under (02) Fill of [62] 

64 Area A  Cut of linear ditch in bottom of [62] Under (65) Filled by (65) 

65 Area A  Mid red brown silty clay  Under [62] Fill of [64] 

66 Area A  Cut of sub-rectilinear ditch  Under (67) Filled by 

(67),(89),(101) 

67 Area A  Mid red-brown silty clay  Under [51] Fill of [66] 

68 Area A  Cut of irregularly shaped linear ditch Under (69) Filled by 

(69)/=[47] 

69 Area A  Re-deposited red clay   Under (02) Fill of [68]/=(48) 

70 Area A  Dark brown clay with metalling Under (54) Fill of [53] 

71 Area A  Stones set on dark brown clay Under (02) Fill of [53] 

72 Area A  Cut of concave linear ditch  Under (73) Filed by (73) 



73 Area A  Dark brown silt   Under (02) Fill of [72] 

74 Area C  Dark brown clay with metalling Under (56) Fill of [55]/=(70) 

75 Area C  Cut of linear gully alongside [55] Under (76) Filled by (76) 

76 Area C  Dark brown    Under (02) Fill of [75] 

77 Area C  Cut of oval pit at end of [75]  Under (82) Filled by (82) 

78 Area C  Cut of oval pit    Under (79) Filled by (79) 

79 Area C  Dark brown-grey clay loam  Under (02) Fill of [78] 

80 Area C  Cut of short linear   Under (81) Filled by (81) 

81 Area C  Dark brown-grey clay loam  Under (02) Fill of [80] 

82 Area C  Dark brown soil   Under (02) Fill of [77] 

83 Area C  Cut of wheel rut, SD1, E   

84 Area C  Cut of wheel rut, SD1, W 

85 Area A  Cut of linear ditch   Under (86) Filled by (86) 

86 Area A  Grey-brown clay loam  Under (02) Fill of [85] 
No. Area  Description    Relationship Note 

 

87 Area A  Cut of sub-rectilinear ditch  Under (88) Filled by 

(88)/=[66] 

88 Area A  Red-grey-pink clay   Under (02) Fill of 

[87]/=(100),(101) 

89 Area A  Re-deposited red clay   Under (02) Top fill of [66] 

90 Area A  Cut of linear ditch   Under (91) Filled by (91) 

91 Area A  Re-deposited red clay   Under (02) Fill of [90] 

92 Area A  Cut of shallow linear ditch  Under (93) Filled by (93) 

93 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [92] 

94 Area A  Cut of shallow sub-oval pit  Under (95) Filled by (95) 

95 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [94] 

96 Area A  Cut of oval pit, cut by [60]  Under (97) Filled by (97) 

97 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [96] 

98 Area A  Cut of sub-rectilinear ditch  Under (100) Filled by 

(99),(100)/=[66] 

99 Area A       Under (02) Top fill of [98] 

100 Area A  Red-grey-pink clay   Under (99) Primary fill of 

[98]/=(88) 

101  Area A  Re-deposited red clay with grey sand Under (89) Primary fill of 

[66] 

102 Area A  Cut of circular posthole  Under (103) Filled by (103) 

103 Area A       Under [108] Fill of [102] 

104 Area A  Cut of oval posthole   Under (105) Filled by (105) 

105 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [104] 

106 Area A  Cut of oval posthole   Under (107) Filled by (107) 

107 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [106] 

108 Area A  Cut of circular pit   Under (109) Filled by 

(109),(116) 

109 Area A  Charcoal rich    Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[108] 

110 Area A  Cut of sub-oval post hole  Under (111) Filled by (111) 

111 Area A  Stone packing    Under (02) Fill of [110] 

112 Area A  Cut of sub-oval posthole   Under (113) Filled by (113) 

113 Area A  Stone packing    Under (02) Fill of [112] 



114 Area A  Cut of sub-circular posthole  Under (115) Filled by (115) 

115 Area A  Stone packing    Under (02) Fill of [114] 

116 Area A       Under (109) Primary fill of 

[108] 

117 Area A  Cut of possible linear feature  Under (118) Filled by (118) 

118 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [117] 

119 Area A  Cut of oval posthole   Under (120) Filled by (120) 

120 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [119] 

121 Area A  Cut of circular posthole  Under (122) Filled by (122) 

122 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [121] 

123 Area A  Cut of sub-oval posthole  Under (124) Filled by (124) 

124 Area A  Stone packing    Under (02) Fill of [123] 

125 Area A  Cut of posthole   Under (126) Filled by (126) 

126 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [125] 

127 Area A  Cut of sub-oval posthole  Under (128) Filled by (128) 

128 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [127] 

129 Area A  Cut of circular posthole  Under (130) Filled by (130) 

130 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [129] 
No. Area  Description    Relationship Note 

 

131  Area A  Cut of circular posthole  Under (132) Filled by (132) 

132 Area A       Under (02) Fill of [131] 

133 Area A  Layer of gravel     Romano-British 

trackway 

134 Area A  Brown colluvium   Above (03) 

135 Area A  Light brown silty loam  Under (150)   

136 Area A  Metalling layer   Under (135) Original floor 

level 

137 Area A  Metalling layer     Levelling layer 

138 Area A  Cut of circular posthole  Under (139) Filled by (139) 

139 Area A  Brown silty soil   Under (02) Fill of [138] 

140 Area A  Cut of oval posthole   Under (141) Filled by (141) 

141 Area A  Dark brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [140] 

142 Area A  Cut of oval posthole   Under (143) Filled by (143) 

143 Area A  Dark brown    Under (02) Fill of [142] 

144 Area A  Cut of circular posthole  Under (145) Filled by (145) 

145 Area A  Dark brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [144] 

146 Area A  Cut of circular posthole  Under (147) Filled by (147) 

147 Area A  Brown clay    Under (02) Fill of [146] 

148 Area A  Cut of oval posthole   Under (149) Filled by (149) 

149 Area A  Dark brown soil   Under (02) Fill of [148] 

150 Area A  Stone layer    Under (50) =(49) 

151 Area A  Cut of oval posthole   Under (152) Filled by (152) 

152 Area A  Brown clay    Under (02) Fill of [151] 

153 Area A  Cut of fairly shallow oval posthole Under (154) Filled by (154) 

154 Area A  Dark brown soil   Under (02) Fill of [153] 

155 Area A  Cut of fairly shallow oval posthole Under (156) Filled by (156) 

156 Area A  Dark brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [155] 

157 Area A  Cut of shallow oval posthole  Under (158) Filled by (158) 

158 Area A  Dark brown clay   Under (02) Fill of [157] 



159 Area A  Cut of deep sub-circular feature Under (160) Filled by (160) 

160 Area A  Dark brown silt with stone packing Under (02) Fill of [159] 

161 Area A  Cut of oval posthole   Under (162) Filled by (162) 

162 Area A  Dark brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [161] 

163 Area A  Cut of oval posthole   Under (164) Filled by (164) 

164 Area A  Dark brown clay   Under (02) Fill of [163] 

165 Area A  Cut of oval posthole   Under (166) Filled by (166) 

166 Area A  Dark brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [165] 

167 Area A  Cut of pit    Under (168) Filled by (168) 

168 Area A  Charcoal rich    Under (02) Fill of [167] 

169 Area A  Cut of large sub-oval pit  Under (185) Filled by (170)-

(172),  

                 (185) 

170 Area A  Light reddish-brown clay  Under (135) Top fill of [169] 

171 Area A  Layer of packing stones  Under (170) Tertiary fill of 

[169] 

172 Area A  Reddish brown re-deposited clay Under (171) Secondary fill of 

[169] 

173 Area A  Large stone packing    In (185) Fill of [169] 
No. Area  Description    Relationship Note 

 

174 Area B  Cut of linear ditch   Under (175) Filled by 

(175),(176) 

175 Area B  Red-brown clay    Under (176) Primary fill of 

[174] 

176 Area B  Brown silt    Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[174] 

177 Area B  Cut of ditch =[174]/ cut by [180] Under (179) Filled by 

(178),(179) 

178 Area B  Light brown sandy clay   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[177] 

179 Area B  Re-deposited red sandy soil  Under (178) Primary fill of 

[177] 

180 Area B  Cut of sub-oval posthole, cuts [177] Under (181) Filled by (181) 

181 Area B  Dark brown sandy soil  Under (02) Fill of [180] 

182 Area B  Cut of linear ditch   Under (183) Filled by 

(183),(184) 

183 Area B  Red-brown soil   Under (184) Primary fill of 

[182] 

184 Area B  Grey brown soil   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[182] 

185 Area A  Re-deposited red clay   Under (172) Primary fill of 

[169] 

186 Area B  Cut of circular posthole   Under (187) Filled by 

(187),(188) 

187 Area B  Dark brown-grey silt    Under (02) Fill of [186] 

188 Area B  Red-brown clay   Under (02) Fill of [186] 

189 Area B  Cut of linear ditch   Under (190) Filled by 

(190),(191) 



190 Area B  Dark brown soil   Under (191) Primary fill of 

[189] 

191 Area B  Grey-brown clay   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[189] 

192 Area B  Cut of oval posthole, cuts [189] Under (193) Filled by 

(193),(194) 

193 Area B  Red-brown soil   Under (194) Primary fill of 

[192] 

194 Area B  Grey-brown soil   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[192] 

195 Area B   Cut of circular pit   Under (196) Filled by (196) 

196 Area B  Mid-brown soil   Under (02) Fill of [195] 

197 Area B  Cut of irregularly shaped pit  Under (198) Filled by 

(198),(199) 

198 Area B  Red sandy clay   Under (199) Primary fill [197] 

199 Area B  Black sandy soil   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[197] 

200 Area B  Cut of pit – possible tree throw Under (201) Filled by (201) 

201 Area B  Grey-brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [200] 

202 Area B  Cut of very shallow sub-oval pit Under (203) Filled by (203) 

203 Area B  Re-deposited dark red clay  Under (02) Fill of [202] 

204 Area B         Fill of [180] 

205 Area B  Cut of oval pit    Under (206) Filled by (206) 

206 Area B  Red-brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [205] 

207 Area B  Cut of pit – possible tree throw Under (208) Filled by (208) 

208 Area B  Grey-brown silt   Under (02) Fill of [207] 

209 Area B  Cut of sub-oval pit feature  Under (210) Filled by (210) 

210 Area B  Re-deposited dark red clay  Under (02) Fill of [209] 

211 Area B  Cut of oval pit – possible stake hole Under (212) Filled by (212) 

212 Area B  Grey-brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [211] 

213 Area B  Cut of sub-oval pit   Under (215) Filled by 

(214),(215) 

214 Area B  Dark and light brown sandy clay Under (02) Fill of [213] 

215 Area B  Red clay – very degraded natural Under (214) Fill of [213] 

216 Area B  Cut of pit    Under (217) Filled by (217) 

217 Area B  Mid brown soil   Under (02) Fill of [216] 
No. Area  Description    Relationship Note 

 

218 Area B  Cut of oval posthole   Under (219) Filled by (219) 

219 Area B  Brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [218] 

220 Area B  Cut of circular posthole  Under (221) Filled by (221) 

221 Area B  Red brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [220] 

222 Area B  Cut of circular posthole  Under (223) Filled by (223) 

223 Area B  Grey-brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [222] 

224 Area B  Cut of oval pit/posthole  Under (226) Filled by 

(225),(226) 

225 Area B  Red-brown clay   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[224] 

226 Area B  Dark brown silt   Under (225) Primary fill of 

[224] 



227 Area B  Cut of irregularly shaped pit  Under (228) Filled by (228) 

228 Area B  Red-brown clay   Under (02) Fill of [227] 

229 Area B  Cut of large irregular sub-oval pit Under (230) Filled by 

(230),(231) 

230 Area B  Re-deposited dark red clay  Under (02) Primary fill of 

[229] 

231 Area B  Light brown sandy clay  Under (02) Fill of [229], in 

(230) 

232 Area B  Cut of circular pit   Under (233) Filled by (233) 

233 Area B  Red-brown clay   Under (02) Fill of [232] 

234 Area B  Cut of oval pit    Under (235) Filled by (235) 

235 Area B  Dark red-brown clay   Under (02) Fill of [234] 

236 Area B  Cut of oval pit    Under (237) Filled by (237) 

237 Area B  Dark red-brown clay   Under (02) Fill of [236] 

238 Area B  Cut of circular posthole  Under (239) Filled by (239) 

239 Area B  Red-brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [238] 

240 Area B  Cut of oval posthole    Under (242) Filled by 

(241),(242) 

241 Area B  Sandy brown-black silt  Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[240] 

242 Area B  Dark brown-red sandy soil  Under (241) Primary fill of 

[240] 

243 Area B         Fill of E-W linear 

244 Area B         Buried soil 

245 Area B  Cut of linear feature   Under (247) Filled by 

(246),(247) 

246 Area B  Yellow sandy soil   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[245] 

247 Area B  Red clay    Under (246) Primary fill of 

[245] 

248 Area B  Cut of linear feature   Under (250) Filled by 

(249),(250) 

249 Area B  Yellow-brown sandy soil  Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[248] 

250 Area B  Red-brown clay   Under (249) Primary fill of 

[248] 

251 Area B  Cut of linear slot, cut by [256],[257] Under (253) Filled by (252)-

(255) 

252 Area B  Light brown sandy clay  Under (02) Top fill of [251] 

253 Area B  Dark red-brown clay   Under (253) Primary fill of 

[251] 

254 Area B  Very dark brown clay   In (253) Fill of [257] 

255 Area B  Orange sandy clay   Under (252) Fill of [256] 

256 Area B  Cut of feature-possible small ditch Under (255) Filled by (255) 

257 Area B  Cut of feature-possible ditch  Under (254) Filled by (254) 

258 Area B  Cut of sub-oval pit, cuts [267] Under (259) Filled by (259) 

259 Area B  Dark brown with red patches  Under (260) Fill of [258] 

260 Area B  Light creamy-grey silt   Under (02) Top fill of [267] 

261 Area B  Dark red clay    Under (260) Primary fill of 

[267] 



No. Area  Description    Relationship Note 

 

262 Area B  Orangey-red silty clay   Under (260) Fill of 

[267]/=(264),(266) 

263 Area B  Dark brown/mottled clay loam Under (262) Fill of [267] 

264 Area B  Orangey-red silty clay   Under (260) Fill of 

[267]/=(262),(266) 

265 Area B  Dark brown-black clay loam  Under (264) Fill of 

[267]/turfline 

266 Area B  Orangey-red silty clay   Under (260) Fill of 

[267]/=(262),(264) 

267 Area B  Cut of long linear slot, cut by [258] Under (261) Filled by (260)-

(266)  

268 Area D  Yellow clay    Under (02) Floor or sub-floor 

269 Area B  Cut of oval pit    Under (270) Filled by (270) 

270 Area B  Brown sandy clay   Under (02) Fill of [269] 

271 Area B  Cut of circular pit   Under (272) Filled by (272) 

272 Area B  Brown sandy soil   Under (02) Fill of [271] 

273 Area B  Cut of oval pit    Under (274) Filled by (274) 

274 Area B  Light brown sandy soil  Under (02) Fill of [273] 

275 Area B  Cut of oval pit    Under (276) Filled by (276) 

276 Area B  Brown sandy soil   Under (02) Fill of [275] 

277 Area B  Cut of oval pit    Under (278) Filled by (278) 

278 Area B  Brown sandy soil   Under (02) Fill of [277] 

279 Area B  Cut of oval pit    Under (280) Filled by (280) 

280 Area B  Light brown sandy soil  Under (02) Fill of [279] 

281 Area B  Cut of oval pit    Under (282) Filled by (282) 

282 Area B  Brown sandy soil   Under (02) Fill of [281] 

283 Area B  Cut of circular pit   Under (284) Filled by (284) 

284 Area B  Brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [283] 

285 Area B  Cut of linear feature   Under (286) Filled by (286) 

286 Area B  Yellow-brown silty clay  Under (02) Fill of [285] 

287 Area B  Cut of linear ditch   Under (288) Filled by (288) 

288 Area B  Yellowish-brown silty clay  Under (02) Fill of [287] 

289 Area B  Cut of circular pit   Under (290) Filled by (290) 

290 Area B  Yellowish-brown silty clay  Under (02) Fill of [289] 

291 Area B  Cut of sub-circular pit   Under (292) Filled by 

(292),(293) 

292 Area B  Reddish-brown clay   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[291] 

293 Area B  Mixed clay and natural  Under (292) Primary fill of 

[291] 

294 Area B  Cut of linear, cuts (292) in [291] Under (295) Filled by (295) 

295 Area B       Under (02) Fill of [294] 

296 

297 Area D  Cut of long rectilinear ditch for wall Under (305) Filled by 

(305)/=[378] 

298 Area D  Cut of long rectilinear ditch for wall Under (306) Filled by 

(306)/=[378] 



299 Area D  Cut of long rectilinear ditch for wall Under (307) Filled by 

(307)/=[378] 

300 Area D  Cut of long rectilinear ditch for wall Under (308)  Filled by 

(308)/=[378] 

301 Area D  Cut of long rectilinear ditch for wall Under (309)  Filled by 

(309)/=[378] 

302 Area D  Cut of long rectilinear ditch for wall Under (310)  Filled by 

(310)/=[378] 

303 Area D  Cut of long rectilinear ditch for wall Under (311)  Filled by 

(311)/=[378] 

304 Area D  Cut of long rectilinear ditch for wall Under (312)  Filled by 

(312)/=[378] 

305 Area D  Dark grey-brown   Above [297] Fill of 

[297]/=(379) 
No. Area  Description    Relationship Note 

 

306 Area D  Dark grey-brown   Above [298] Fill of 

[298]/=(379) 

307 Area D  Large stones in brown soil  Above [299] Fill of 

[299]/=(380) 

308 Area D  Dark grey-brown   Above [300] Fill of 

[300]/=(379) 

309 Area D  Large stones in brown soil  Above [301] Fill of 

[301]/=(380) 

310 Area D  Dark grey-brown   Above [302] Fill of 

[302]/=(379) 

311 Area D  Large stones in brown soil  Above [303] Fill of 

[303]/=(380) 

312 Area D  Large stones in brown soil  Above [304] Fill of 

[304]/=(380) 

313 Area D  Grey-brown silty clay   Under (268) Fill of [331] 

314 Area D  Cut of circular pit   Under (376) Filled by 

(315),(376) 

315 Area D  Reddish-grey gritty soil  Under (268) Fill of [314] 

316 Area D  Cut of circular pit   Under (377) Filled by 

(317),(377) 

317 Area D  Dark brown silty soil   Under (268) Fill of [316] 

318 Area D  Cut of oval pit    Under (319) Filled by (319) 

319 Area D  Very grey gritty soil   Under (268) Fill of [218] 

320 Area D  Cut of large oval midden pit  Under (321) Filled by 

(321),(374),           

 (375),(329) 

321 Area D  Red-brown silty clay soil  Under (02) Top fill of [320] 

322 Area D  Dark grey-brown   Above [299] Fill of 

[299]/=(379) 

323 Area D  Large stones in brown soil  Above [302] Fill of 

[302]/=(380) 

324 Area D  Large stones in brown soil  Above [298] Fill of 

[298]/=(380) 



325 Area D  Dark brown with pot and bone Next to [299] Deposit of 

rubbish? 

326 Area D  Cut of circular pit   Under (330) Filled by 

(327),(330) 

327 Area D  Black-grey silt – mainly charcoal Under (268) Secondary fill of 

[326] 

328 Area D  Cut of circular pit, cuts [320]  Under (329) Filled by (329) 

329 Area D  Dark brown silty soil   Under (02) Fill of [328] 

330 Area D  Yellow-grey clay   Under (327) Primary fill of 

[326] 

331 Area D  Cut of sub-square shaped pit  Under (313) Filled by (313) 

332 Area D  Cut of oval pit    Under (334) Filled by 

(333),(334) 

333 Area D  Dark brown silty clay   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[332] 

334 Area D  Dark brown-black soil  Under (02) Primary fill of 

[332] 

335 Area D  Cut of square slot through wall ditch Under (336) Filled by 

(336)/=[378] 

336 Area D  Dark brown with red patches  Above [335] Fill of 

[335]/=(379) 

337 Area D  Cut of square slot through wall ditch Under  (338) Filled by 

(338)/=[378] 

338 Area D  Large stones in dark brown soil Above [337] Fill of 

[337]/=(380) 

339 Area D  Cut of square slot through wall ditch Under (340) Filled by 

(340)/=[378] 

340 Area D  Dark grey-brown soil   Above [339] Fill of 

[339]/=(379) 

341 Area D  Cut of square slot through wall ditch Under (342) Filled by 

(342)/=[378] 

342 Area D  Dark brown silt   Above [341] Fill of 

[341]/=(379) 

343 Area D  Cut of square slot through wall ditch Under (344) Filled by 

(344)/=[378] 

344  Area D  Dark brown silty soil   Above [343] Fill of 

[343]/=(379) 

345 Area D  Cut of irregular oval feature,  Under (346) Filled by 

(346)/=[331]? 

346 Area D  Grey-brown silty clay   Under (268) Fill of 

[345]/=(313)? 

347 Area B  Cut of irregular oval tree throw Under (350) Filled by (348)-

(350) 

348 Area B  Grey silty soil    Under (02) Tertiary fill of 

[347] 
No. Area  Description    Relationship Note 

 

349 Area B  Brown-grey silty clay   Under (348) Secondary fill of 

[347] 



350 Area B  Red clay    Under (349) Primary fill of 

[347] 

351 Area B  Cut of linear feature   Under (373) Filled by 

(352),(373) 

352 Area B  Yellow-grey silt   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[351] 

353 Area B  Cut of irregular oval tree throw Under (354) Filled by 

(354),(355) 

354 Area B  Grey-brown silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [353] 

355 Area B  Red clay    Under (02) Fill of [353] 

356 Area B  Cut of linear feature   Under (357) Filled by (357) 

357 Area B  Grey-brown silt   Under (02) Fill of [356] 

358 Area B  Cut of sub-oval, possible tree throw Under (359) Filled by (359) 

359 Area B  Yellow-grey silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [358] 

360 Area B  Cut of linear feature   Under (361) Filled by (361) 

361 Area B  Grey-brown silty soil   Under (02) Fill of [360] 

362 Area B  Cut of oval pit    Under (363) Filled by (363) 

363 Area B  Grey-brown silt   Under (02) Fill of [362] 

364 Area B  Cut of linear feature   Under (365) Filled by (365) 

365 Area B  Dark brown-grey silty soil  Under (02) Fill of [364] 

366 Area B  Cut of circular pit   Under (368) Filled by 

(367),(368) 

367 Area B  Brown-grey silty soil   Under (02) Secondary fill of 

[366] 

368 Area B  Black charcoaly soil   Under (02) Primary fill of 

[366] 

369 Area B  Cut of large irregular oval tree throw Under (370) Filled by (370) 

370 Area B  Yellow-grey silty clay   Under (02) Fill of [369] 

371 Area B  Cut of oval pit    Under (372) Filled by (372) 

372 Area B  Grey-brown silty soil   Under (02) Fill of [371] 

373 Area B  Red clay    Under (352) Primary fill of 

[351] 

374 Area D  Re-deposited red clay   Under (388) Primary fill of 

[320] 

375 Area D  Black charcoaly soil, from corn dryerUnder (321) Primary fill of 

[320] 

376 Area D  Yellow-red silty   Under (315) Primary fill of 

[314] 

377 Area D  Reddish-grey silty clay  Under (317) Primary fill of 

[316] 

378 Area D  Cut of wall ditches-long rectilinear Under (379), Filled by 

(379),(380)  

              (380) 

379 Area D  Dark grey-brown silty soil  Above [378] Fill of [378] 

380 Area D  Large stones in dark brown soil Above [378] Fill of [378] 

381 Area D  Cut of rectilinear slot through ditch Under (384) Filled by 

(382),(384) 

382 Area D  Dark brown soil   Above (384) Fill of [381] 

383 Area D  Cut of rectilinear slot through ditch Under (386) Filled by 

(385),(386) 



384 Area D  Dark brown soil   Under (382) Fill of [381] 

385 Area D  Black charcoaly soil   Above (385) Fill of [383] 

386 Area D  Brown silty soil   Under (385) Fill of [383] 

387 Area D  Red-brown silty clay   Under (02) Top fill of 

[320]/=(321) 

388 Area D  Brown gritty soil   Under (321) Secondary fill of 

[320] 
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Figure 10: Location of evaluation trench  and boreholes, site 10A/B 
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Figure 11: Typical cross-section of deposits in the trial trench compared with borehole sections, site 10A/B
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Figure 12: Air photograph of Mathern area and interpretation of field systems
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Figure 14:  Borehole sections in fields 21-23
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Figure 16:  Location of trenches at Manufacturer's Village Centre and sites 10 and 10A/B
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Figure 17: Sections through trenches A-C, Manufacturers' Village Centre
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Figure 18:  Location of trenches A-D and square C, infrastructure site
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Figure 23: Survey details



Figure 24: Magnetic gradiometer survey results 



Figure 25: Magnetic gradiometer survey with summary results from excavation



Figure 26: Ground resistivity survey results



Figure 27: Ground resistivity survey results with summary results from excavations



Figure 28: Summary of interpretation 1: features of post-Roman date



Figure 29: Geophysical anomalies of possible archaeological origin
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Figure 30: Areas of geophysical survey ( Young 2007, fig. 1)
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Figure 31: Plan of the areas stripped under archaeological control 
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Figure 32: Plan of the archaeological areas A to F
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 Figure 38: Area A, sections 80 to 83
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 Figure 41: Area A, sections 63, 64 and 86
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 Figure 40: Area A, sections 32, 33, 47, 57, 59, 61, 65 to 72
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 Figure 41: Area A, sections 73 to 76 and 78
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Figure 49: Area A, Plans and section through pit 169 below Iron Age floor 136 

N

N

03

02

03

169

169
169

150
135

170

171

171

172

185

173

173

CAC Archive Area: A

N°: S85, P36a and b

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

0 0.5 m

0 1 m
0 1 m

.11.63 m

Section 85

SectionS100

S85 S85

Stone



   1030 E

10
40

 N

   1030 E

10
30

 N

   1010 E

10
40

 N

   1020 E

10
30

 N

   1020 E   1020 E

10
20

 N
10

20
 N

   1020 E

   1010 E

10
10

 N

   1010 E

10
30

 N
10

00
 N

11.12 m11.12 m

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

0000 E
0000 E

0000 N
0000 N

   1020 E

10
40

 N

   1030 E

10
30

 N

SectionS100

N

S84

138

66

66

68 S59

S47

S67

123

S57

93
92

95

94

63
62

S77
S70

S74

S71

S27

SD1

SD3

S68

S69
129

127

132

108

S62

S72 S63

125

88

48
47

S56
119

117 S51

114

S65

112

S66

110

67

S60

S58

S61

S49

S94

140
S88

142

S95 155S89
153

S91

157

S98
159

99

121
S55

148

S97

S96

S80 146

144

S90

52

51

91

90

S76

S30

S92151

67

69

SD3

SD1

SD2
S58

S34 S31

S50

S32

S35

S35

59

S25

S24

58

SD4

?

S48

60

10

61

09

?

62

63

SD1

SD3

SD2

S26

S81

96

97

S75

48

99

59

86

47

85

87

98

58
S64

S82 S83

S73

S54
S53S52

102

100

104107

161

0 5 m

All levels AOD

307

Possible postholes aligments

Iron Age: Phase I

Excavated features

Small find

Figure 50: Area A,  plan of the postholes and pits and possible aligments

SondageSd01

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

A
cc

es
s R

oa
d

Access Road



Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

CAC Archive Area: A

N°: S30, 31, 34, 35

0 0.5m
All levels AOD

Stone

Figure 51: Area A, sections 30 to 31, 34 and 35

52

52
51

51

52
52

51

6868

69

Section 30 

Section 31 

Section 35 

NS SN

52

51

Section 34 

NS

SE E N SN WW



   1030 E

10
40

 N

   1030 E

10
30

 N

   1010 E

10
40

 N

   1020 E

10
30

 N

   1020 E   1020 E

10
20

 N
10

20
 N

   1020 E

   1010 E

10
10

 N

   1010 E

10
30

 N
10

00
 N

11.12 m11.12 m

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

++

0000 E
0000 E

0000 N
0000 N

   1020 E

10
40

 N

   1030 E

10
30

 N

N

S84

138

66

66

68

123

93
92

95

94

63
62 129

127

132

108

125

88

48
47119

117
114

112

110

67

140
142

155
153

157

159

99

121

148 146

144

52

51

91

90

151

67

69

59

58

?

60

10

61

09

62

63

96

97

48

99

59

86

47

85

87

98

58

102

100

104107

0 5 m

All levels AOD

Iron Age. Phase I

Bronze Age

Iron Age: Phase II

Late Iron Age : Phase III

Late Iron Age: Phase II/III

Late Iron Age: Phase IV ?

Roman

Roman road

Figure 52: Area A, chronological plan 

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

A
cc

es
s R

oa
d

Access Road



  995 E

10
65

 N

  990 E

10
65

 N
  995 E

10
55

 N

  990 E

10
55

 N

.12.69 m

.12.61 m

.12.67 m

.12.71 m .12.61 m

.
12.65 m

.12.65 m

.12.66 m

.12.57 m

.12.70 m .12.62 m

.
12.47m

.12.51 m

.12.51 m

.12.79 m

307

113

Small find

Figure 53:  Area A, plan of the upper level of the Roman road 

N

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

CAC Archive Area: A

N°: P15

Stone

54

54

53

SectionS100

S29

0 1 m
All levels AOD

71



  995 E

10
65

 N

  990 E

10
65

 N

  995 E

10
55

 N

  990 E

10
55

 N

.12.69 m

.12.61 m

.12.67 m

.12.71 m .12.61 m

.
12.65 m

.12.65 m

.12.66 m

.12.57 m

.12.43 m

.12.70 m .12.62 m

.12.65 m

.
12.47m.

12.51m

.12.46m

.
12.50m

.12.46m

.
12.48m

.12.51 m

.12.66 m .12.52 m .12.55 m

.12.47 m

.12.79 m

Figure 54:  Area A, plan of the Roman road, lower level

NChepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

CAC Archive Area: A

N°: P25

Stone

54

70

71
71

53

SectionS100

S29

0 1 m
All levels AOD



E

SNNS

W

.12.57 m

Stone

Section 29

Section 37Section 36

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

Figure 55:  Area A, Roman road, sections 29, 36, 37 0 1 m
All levels AOD

N

N
N

CAC Archive Area: A

N°: S29, 36, 37

54 71

70

7373

53

72 72



  990 E

10
60

 N

  994 E
  994 E

1065 N1065 N

  993 E
  993 E

1065 N1065 N

  994 E
  994 E

1060 N1060 N

   1050 E

10
90

 N

   1030 E

10
80

 N

   1010 E

10
80

 N

   1050 E

10
80

 N

   1010 E

10
60

 N

   990 E

10
60

 N

109
.12.81 m .12.82 m

.
13.81 m

.12.71 m

N

Figure 56: Area A, plan of the features in the northern area 

307 Small find

1997 Test pit

H
edge

SectionS100

S36
S37

72

CAC Archive Area: A

N°: P12

0 10 m
All levels AOD

1/20

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park



  985 E

10
50

 N

  990 E

10
50

 N

  985 E

10
60

 N

  990 E

10
60

 N.
12.45 m

.12.29 m
S21

S20

Section

Figure 57:  Area A: Plan of features in the north west area

S100

N

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

CAC Archive Area: A

N°: P18

0 1 m
All levels AOD

44

43

46

46

45



WE

WE

. 12.45 m

.12.29 m

46

45

44

43

N

N

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

CAC Archive Area: C

N°: S20-21

0 0.5m
All levels AOD

1/10Figure 58:  Area A: Sections 21 and 22 

Section 20

Section 21



   940 E

10
30

 N

   980 E

10
30

 N

   980 E

10
00

 N

   970 E

10
30

 N

S129

273

    950 E

10
00

 N

    980 E    960 E

98
0 

N

    960 E

97
0 

N

    970 E

96
0 

N

    980 E

95
0 

N

    960 E

95
0 

N

    980 E

97
0 

N

    1000 E

97
0 

N

   970 E

10
00

 N

280

98
0 

N

    1000 E

10
00

 N

Acce
ss R

oad

A
ccess Road

S105

189

192

S103
182

251

S140

283

S102

S104

177
180

186

S117

216
S105

174

S139

281

S126

238
S123

S138

232

279

S125
S124

234

236

S135 273

269

S134

271

S137

277

S136

275

S133

S122 S145

S144

239
260

252

230
292

291

229

S120

224
S121

227

S118

220

S119

220

S116

218

S143

288

289

182

03

03

243

Test Pit 1997

244

S128

244

S127
S130

S131

240

S107

195

S109

197

S114

213

S111
205

S108

200

S113 209

S112

207 S110 202

S115 211

307 Small find

SectionS100

Stone
 Figure 59: Area B, plan of the excavated features

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

0 10 m
All levels AOD

Excavated features



   940 E

10
30

 N

   980 E

10
30

 N

   980 E

10
00

 N

   970 E

10
30

 N

273

    950 E

10
00

 N

    980 E    960 E

98
0 

N

    960 E

97
0 

N

    970 E

96
0 

N

    980 E

95
0 

N

    960 E

95
0 

N

    980 E

97
0 

N

    1000 E

97
0 

N

   970 E

10
00

 N

98
0 

N

    1000 E

10
00

 N

Acce
ss R

oad

280

267266
265

270
268

271

269

167

166

282283
284

285

286

287

272

291

292

290

281

274

277

276
273

275

307 Small find

SectionS100

Stone
 Figure 59: Area B, plan of the features and distribution of artefacts

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

0 10 m
All levels AOD

Excavated features

170

55

213

212

212

57
94 92

91

93

217

224

222
220

221

196
218

84
219

262

89

90

99
98

97
96

95
210

210

101

175

244

243 242

246

245 247

32

83

31
21

86

197

210

88
87

85

179259

200

198
199

228

235 234

184

183

20

26

263 226

266

20 21

22

202

227

82

85

94

250

249
225

248
195

30
223

02

103

214
100

215
104

105

54
173

176

177

193

209

10

14

208

255
252

253

279
278

257
37

49

36

80

230

258
229

228

82

265 181

203

186

188

187 189

17

196

38

39

46

256

231

254
19

11

12

48

53
29

28

13

162

163

237
258

106

236
58

56

168 171

TP08

Access Road



Section 131

NWSE

253

252

251
253 253254

257

255

256

391

Section 130

.10.24 m .10.36 m .10.44 m .10.41 m

NESW

263

264
262

261
266

265261
260

267

260 262

.10.28 m

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

CAC Archive Area: A

N°: S130, 131

0 2.5m
All levels AOD

Stone
 Figure 61: Area B, sections  130 and 131



NS

Section 112

208

207

EW

Section 114

214

215

213

SN

Section 116

219

218

EN

Section 117

217

216

 EW

Section 119

223

222

 SN

Section 118

221

220

 NS

Section 120

226

225

224

 SN

Section 121

228

227

 NS

Section 123

233

232

 SN

Section 124

235
234

 SN

Section 125

237
236

 NESW

Section 126

239

238

 WE

Section 132

259

260

261

258

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

CAC Archive Area: A

N°: S112, 114, 116-121, 123-126, 132

0 0.5m

All levels AOD

Stone

 Figure 62: Area B, sections  112, 114, 116 to 121, 123 to 126 and 132



    980 E

10
10

 N

    980 E

10
00

 N

    970 E

10
00

 N

    990 E

10
10

 N

. 10.35 m

.10.17 m

.10.21 m

.10.21 m

.
10.31 m

.10.31 m

.10.60 m

.
10.72 m

.10.87 m

.10.54 m

.10.39 m

.10.26 m

.10.37 m

.
10.56 m

.10.69 m

.10.67 m

.10.75 m

.10.90 m

.10.86 m

.10.79 m

S129

S128

247

247

246

246

246

246

246

246

246 247

247

246

246

247

247

247

277

276

273

275

273

272

267266

265

270

268

271

269

274

Test Pit 1997

N

03

CAC Archive Area: B

N°: P45-46

307 Small find

SectionS100

Stone

gravel

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

0 2m
All levels AODFigure 63: Detail plan of the east-west linear feature 246/247



 EW

Section 122

230
231

229

N

Section 128

246 246 246247

245

 S

 SENW

Section 129

246
247

246
246

246

248

.10.86 m

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

CAC Archive Area: A

N°: S122, 128, 129

0 0.5m
All levels AOD

Stone
 
Figure 64: Area B, sections 128 and 129 through the linear feature 246/247 and section 122



   1010 E

99
0 

N

   1010 E

98
0 

N

.10.24 m

.10.15 m

.10.10 m

.10.02 m

.10.02 m

.9.89 m

.9.90 m

S103

183
184

182

S102

S104

S105

179

188

187

178

181

177

180

186

193

191

190194

189

S101

175
176 174

192

CAC Archive Area: B

N°: P40

307

167

166

Small find

SectionS100

Stone

 Figure 65: Area B, plan of the ditch 174

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

0 1m
All levels AOD

N



 WE

Section 127

241

242
240

EW

Section 101

175

176

174

WE

Section 102

181
178

178

179180

177

WE

Section 103

183

184

182

EW

Section 104

Section 105
Section 106

187

188

186

EW

191194

190
193

192

189

WE

191

190 189

Section 107

EW

196

195

Section 108

SENW

201

200

Section 109

SN

199 198
197

Section 110

SN

203

202

Section 111

WE

206

205

Section 113

NS

210

209

Section 115

SN

212

211

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

CAC Archive Area: A

N°: S101-111, 113, 115,127

0 0.5m
All levels AOD

Stone

 Figure 66: Area B, sections 101 to 111, 113, 115 and  127



.11.20m

.11.09m .
11.26m

Removed water pipe

.11.57m

.11.43m

.11.04m

.
11.43m

.11.99m

.11.98m

.11.43m

.10.91m.10.95m

.10.90m

.10.94m

.11.23 m

.11.19 m

S159

S163

347

351

S161

360

S169

369

S166

362

S167
364

S168

371

S162 366

S165S160

S164

358
356

353

294293

CAC Archive Area: B

N°: P50

307 Small find

SectionS100

Stone

 Figure 67: Area B, plan of the excavated features in the underwire band

Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

0 5 m
All levels AOD

N

980E/ 1050N

 980 E

10
50

 N

 930 E

10
50

 N



Chepstow 2007
Newhouse Park

CAC Archive Area: A

N°: S133-143

0 0.5m
All levels AOD

Stone

 Figure 68: Area B,sections  133 to 143
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 Figure 69: Area B, sections 144, 145, 168 and 169 
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 Figure 73: Area C, sections 05 to 13
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Figure 100: Romano-British pottery
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Figure 106: Newhouse Park during the Neolithic (drawing Anne Leaver)



Figure 107: Newhouse Park during the Iron Age (drawing Anne Leaver)



Figure 108: Newhouse Park during the Roman period (drawing Anne Leaver)



 
 

Plate 1: Aerial view of the site at the mouth of the River Wye from the south 

 

 
 

Plate 2: Junction of alluvium and rock edge: Trench D from the south showing alluvial gravel 

in the foreground covered by grey alluvium against the Mercian Mudstone to the north 



 

 

 
 

 

Plate 3: Geophysical survey of the site prior to development 

 
 

 
 

 

Plate 4: Topsoil removal in progress 



 
 
 

Plate 5: Carousel of dumper trucks during the topsoil removal 

 
 

 
 

 
Plate 6: Cleaning and defining archaeological features after topsoil removal 

 

 
 



 
 

Plate 7: Truck-mounted lighting platform used for photographic recording 

 

 
 

Plate 8: Car-mounted telescopic photographic mast 

 



 

 
 

Plate 9: Colluvium above the central section of metalled surface of the Roman road in Area C 

 

 
 

Plate 10: Area A, prehistoric ditch 58 from the south 



 

 
 
 

Plate 11: Area A, prehistoric ditch 58 from the north 

 

 

 
 

Plate 12: Area A, access road, Prehistoric ditch 58 from the south 
 



 
 

Plate 13: Area A, the Iron Age features from the south 

 

 

 
 

Plate 14: Area A, western section of ditch 47 (centre) from the south 



 

 
 

Plate 15: Area A, southern section of ditch 47 cut by ditch 87 from the east 

 

 
 

Plate 16: Iron Age vessel in ditch 47 northern terminal 



 
 

Figure 17: Area A, south-east corner of ditch 66 (foreground) and ditch 68/47 from the east 

 

 

 
 

Figure 18: The northern ditch 98 of the Phase II rectangular feature from the south 

 



 
 

Plate 19: Area A, the phase II rectangular structure in the enclosure from the east 

 

 

 
 

 

Plate 20: Area A, the stone surface 150 in the Iron Age structure from the east 
 

 

 



 
 

Plate 21: Area A, the lower stone surface 136 below layers 150 and 135 
 

 

 
 

Plate 22: Area A, animal bones (white) on the stone surface 150 



 

 
 

Plate 23: Area A, excavated posthole 108 from the east 

 
 

 
 

Plate 24: Area A, excavated posthole 151 from the east 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 25: Area A, the stone blocking in the posthole 159 from the east 

 
 

 
 

Plate 26: Area A, the stone blocking in the posthole 110 from the east 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 27: Area A, the stone blocking in the posthole 121 from the west 

 
 

 
 

Plate 28: Area A, posthole 138 from the east 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 29: Area A, feature 169 with stone layer 171 from the south west 

 
 

 
 

Plate 30: Area A, stone packing 173 in feature 169 from the west 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 31: Area A, the ditch 51 in the section on the eastern edge of area A 

 
 

 
 

Plate 32: Area A, the Roman road and flanking gullies 69 and 62 from the south 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 33: Area A, the Roman road in the northern part of Area A from the north 

 
 

 
 

Plate 34: Area A, pit 43 from the south 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 35: Area B, general view before the second machining from the east 

 
 

 
 

Plate 36: Area B, section 130 through the linear feature 252/260 from the west 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 37: Area B, detail of section 130 through the linear feature 252/260 from the west 

 
 

 
 

Plate 38: Area B, section 131 through the linear feature 252/260 from the south-west 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

39: Area B, detail of section 131 through the linear feature 252/260 from the south 

 
 

 
 

40: Area B, detail of feature 258 from the north 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Figure 41: Area B, the linear 246/247 and section 128 from the east 

 
 

 
 

Figure 42: Area B, the linear 246/247 and section 129 from the west 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 43: Area B, southern end of ditch 174 from the south 

 
 

 
 

Plate 44: Area B, northern end of ditch 174 from the north 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 45: Area B, stone blocking in feature 186 from the south 

 
 

 
 

Plate 46: Area B, feature 216 from the south 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 47: Area B, feature 218 from the south 

 
 

 
 

Plate 48: Area B, feature 224 from the south 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 49: Area B, feature 289 from the south 

 
 

 
 

Plate 50: Area B, feature 227 from the south-west 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 51, Area B, Three hole 229 from the south 

 
 

 
 

Plate 52: Area B, feature 232 from the south 
 

 



 
 

Plate 53: Area B, feature 283 from the east 
 
 

 
 

Plate 54: Area B, feature 269 from the south-east 
 

 

 
 

 



 

 
 

Plate 55: Area B, feature 275 from the south 

 
 

 
 

Plate 56: Area B, feature 209 from the east 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 57: Area B, feature 213 from the west 

 
 

 
 

Plate 58: Area B, feature 366 from the south 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 59: Area B, section 159 in feature 347 from the south-east 

 
 

 
 

Plate 60: Area B, fill 352 in the centre of feature 351 from the south-west 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 61: Area B, typical grey-brown fill in feature 356 from the south west 

 
 

 
 

Plate 62 Area C, fills 33 and 34 in cut feature 33 from the east 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 63: Area C, section through posthole 17 from the east 

 
 

 
 

Plate 64: Area C, the double cup marks on the base of the posthole 17 from the north-east 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 65: Area C, section through feature 25 from the west 

 
 

 
 

Plate 66: Area C, feature 21 from the south 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 67: Area C, feature 31 and section 13 from the north 

 
 

 
 

Plate 68: Area C, early Neolithic leaf-shaped arrowhead (X5) 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 69: Area C, Feature 36 from the south-west 

 
 

 
 

Plate 70: Area C, sondage 01 in the Roman road from the west 
 

 

 
 



 

 
 

Plate 71: Area C, the metalled surface 74 in sondage 01 

 
 

 
 

Plate 72: Area C, the northern section 38 in the Roman road from the south 
 

 

 
 



 

 

 
 

Plate 73: Area D, general view from the north 
 

 

 
 

Plate 74: Area D, general view from the east 

 
 

 

 

 



 

 

 
 

Plate 75: Area D, general view of the Roman building from the north 

 

 

 
 

Plate 76: Area D, the westerly room and the central corridor from the east 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 
 

Plate 77: Area D, the central and the four postholes from the north 

 

 
 

Plate 78: Area D, posthole 331 and later animal bones deposits from the south 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 

Plate 79: Area D, posthole 331 with possible secondary post to the east from the south 

 

 

 
 

Plate 80: Area D, feature 326 with charcoal from the east 

 

 

 



 

 

 
 

Plate 81: Area D, section 154 in sondage 335 from the west 

 

 

 
 

Plate 82: Area D, remains of eastern wall 307 in sondage 343 from the east 

 



 
 

Plate 83: Area D, partition wall 309 in sondage 339 from the north 

 

 

 
 

Plate 84: Area D, feature 320 and 328 from the east 

 



 
 

Plate 85: Area D, section 173 through feature 320 from the east 

 

 
 

Plate 86: Area D, The corn-dryer 320 after excavations from the east 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 

Plate 87: Area D, detail of the stone base of the corn-dryer 320 from the east 

 

 

 
 

Plate 88: Area D, pit 332 from the south 

 

 

 



 

 
 

Plate 89: Area F, Palaeolithic or Mesolithic hand axe 

 

  



 

 
 

Plate 90 Sandstones from Area A context 150, grid H2 

 
A, B Litharenite with metasedimentary clasts and diagenetic Qz overgrowths; TS H2DSS2. 

B, C Sublitharenite TS H2DSS1. E, F Litharenite with igneous and other clasts; TS H2WSS. 

 

  



 

 

 
 

Plate 91: Limestones from Area A context 150 

 
A, B Oolitic limestone from grid H2, showing bioclasts including Koninckopora (curved in middle of B); TS 

H2SSS. 

C, D Oolitic limestone from grid H5; TS H5CSS. 

 
  



 

 

 
 

Plate 92: Axe 78 before conservation 

 

 
 

Plate 93: Axe 78 after conservation 

 

 

 



 

 
 

Plate 94: The wedge 80 after conservation 

 

 
 

Plate 95: The wedge 309 after conservation 

 

 

 

 


