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Summary 

Site name: Totterdown Lane, Horcott, nr Fairford, Gloucestershire 

Grid reference: SU 152 990 

Site activity: Excavation 

Date and duration of project: September 2000-March 2001 

Project manager: Steve Ford 

Site supervisor: Joanna Pine 

Site code: TLH00/57 

Area of site: c. 4.97ha 

Summary of results: The excavation uncovered an extremely dense archaeological landscape. The earliest 
remains are of Iron Age date and include ten? roundhouses, enclosures and associated field systems. Roman 
occupation was represented by a trackway which had been redefined on numerous occasions, field ditches 
radiating from this, isolated enclosures, pits and postholes, the remains of two corn-driers, seven inhumation 
burials and several cremation burials. Provisional dating appears to suggest the Roman occupation spanned the 
1st to late 3rd centuries AD. The large assemblage of finds recovered includes metalwork, a glass bead of Iron 
Age date, leather items including a shoe, wooden objects and large quantities of pottery and animal bone. 

Monuments identified: Iron Age roundhouses and boundary ditches; Roman field boundary ditches, 
enclosures, corn driers, and inhumation and cremation burials. 

Location and reference of archive: The archive is currently held by Thames Valley Archaeological 
Services Ltd but it is anticipated that it will be deposited with Corinium Museum in due course. 

This report may be copied for bona fide research or planning purposes without the explicit permission of the 
copyright holder 

Report edited/checked by: Steve Fordv" 16.05.02 
Lisa-Maree Hardyv" 17.05.02 
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Totterdown Lane, Horcott, Gloucestershire 
Post-Excavation Assessment 

by Jo Pine and Steve Preston 

with contributions by Paul Cannon, Steve Ford, Rowena Gale, Emma Harrison, Lynne Keys, Jacqui 
McKinley, Nicola Powell, Mark Robinson, Jane Timby, Angela Wardle, Bill White and David Williams 

Report 00/57 

Introduction 

This document outlines the potential for further analysis arising from the excavation of c. 5 ha of land at 
Totterdown Lane, Horcott, Gloucestershire. Research aims which might be addressed by the analysis 
are identified. The aim is to target post-excavation resources where the information gain will be 
greatest, in line with current local, regional and national research priorities. A programme for the 
analysis is proposed. 

Planning permission (planning ref. CT I 090/V) had been granted by Gloucestershire County Council for 
the extraction of gravel, subject to a condition relating to archaeology requiring the provision of an 
archaeological survey prior to the commencement of work. 

The site comprises a roughly rectangular plot of land located towards the south-west of the village of 
Horcott, (SU 152 990) (Fig. 1), and covers approximately 5ha. The site lies at 80m above Ordnance 
Datum at the foot of Horcott Hill (really only a very slight rise), just north of Kempsford Airfield. 
Geological maps (BGS 1979) indicate that the underlying geology is First Terrace gravels, which was 
confirmed by the excavations. 

The archaeological potential was confirmed by a field evaluation (Matthews 1996) which showed that a 
series of cropmarks known from aerial photographs corresponded to enclosure ditches and trackways of 
Roman date and a ring ditch representing a levelled burial mound possibly of prehistoric date. There 
were also indications of possible Roman occupation deposits. 

As a result of likely damage to or destruction of these archaeological deposits during extraction a 
formal program of archaeological excavation was requested for the full site, following a specification 
approved by Mr Charles Parry, Senior Archaeological Officer for Gloucestershire County Council, the 
archaeological adviser to the Borough Council, in accordance with the Department of the 
Environment's Planning Policy Guidance Archaeology and Planning (PPG16, 1990) and the Council's 
policies on archaeology, in order to satisfy the archaeological condition placed on the planning 
permission. 

1.6 The works were commissioned by Mr Simon Atkinson, Consultant Archaeologist, of Entec UK Ltd, 
160-2 Abbey Foregate, Shrewsbury, Shropshire SY2 6BZ, on behalfofHanson Aggregates, Linch Hill, 
Stanton Harcourt, Witney, Oxfordshire OX8 lBJ. 

1.7 The fieldwork was supervised by Jo Pine with the assistance of Sian Antony, Karen Bolchover, Simon 
Cass Claire Challis, Margret Christie, Sarah Coles, Tamsin Edmed, Emma-Jane Evans, James Faulks, 
Jason Fenwick-Smith, Lisa-Maree Hardy, Steve Harnmond, Juilian Newman, Richard Oram, Andy 
Taylor, Paul Lambert and Tom Urch. The excavations took place between September 2000 and March 
2001. 

1.8 The archive is currently held by Thames Valley Archaeological Services Ltd but it is anticipated that it 
will be deposited with Corinium Museum in due course. The site code is TLH00/57. 

1.9 A further excavation was undertaken by Thames Valley Archaeological Services on a field 300m to the 
east of TLH00/57 but within the same gravel complex. This excavation TLHO 1140 will be reported on 
in a later document but from preliminary examination is possibly part of the same organized Roman 
landscape. 
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2 Archaeological background 
2.1.1 Prior to the evaluation, no detailed archaeological background information was available for the 

immediate environs of the site. Gloucestershire Sites and Monuments Record (SMR) contained no 
entries within the bounds of the site itself, but there were entries relating to crop marks visible on aerial 
photographs (SMR numbers 3058, 2146 and 2417) (Matthews 1996). Cartographic research revealed no 
points of archaeological interest other than a single division drawn through the site on a NE-SW 
alignment on the 1815 enclosure map, probably not a physical feature (Matthews 1996). 

2.1.2 The Iron Age in Gloucestershire generally is represented by more abundant evidence than earlier 
periods, but is by no means so well known as, for example, Wessex. Large-scale excavations have been 
scarce. Forthcoming publication of excavations at Claydon Pike should represent a significant advance. 
Dating, especially for the Middle Iron Age, remains poor, with few carbon dates, and MIA pottery types 
appear to continue well into the first century AD, while distinctive late Iron Age (wheel-turned) wares 
are scarce (Savile, 1984). Environmental evidence has also been scant until recently (cf., Darvill, 1987, 
145). 

2.1.3 Roman Gloucestershire has been more extensively and intensively studied. The evidence from the 
Lechlade/Fairford area, it can be suggested, compares more closely with the rest of the upper Thames 
Valley (especially Oxfordshire) than with the rest of Gloucestershire (e.g., McWhirr, 1981). Moreover, 
the broader Fairford/Lechlade area has seen extensive excavations published recently, documenting 
sites and landscapes remarkably similar to the present site, for example at Roughground Farm 
(Lechlade; Alien et al. 1993), Claydon Pike (OA forthcoming). Further extensions of the land systems 
revealed in these excavations can be traced through aerial photography over large tracts of the Thames 
Valley gravels (Miles, 1984; Fulford, 1992). This densely packed, highly organized, sub-divided 
landscape, with a site roughly every 500m to lkm in every direction along the first gravel terrace, 
reflects a powerful contrast with the villa-dominated but largely open terrain of the Cotswolds. 

3 The evaluation 
3.1 An evaluation was carried out by the Oxford Archaeological Unit over the entire area of the site during 

August 1996 (Matthews 1996). 

3.2 The evaluation comprised 20 trenches, each 1.5m wide and 20m long, apart from one which was 33m 
long (Fig. 2), amounting to 619 .5sq m or roughly a 1.5% sample of the field in which the quarry was to 
be located. All trenches revealed sandy gravels over clay beds, the archaeology being sealed by a layer 
of 'dirty gravel'. The trenches were mainly deliberately targetted at the cropmarks shown on aerial 
photographs, and thus most trenches revealed some archaeology, the majority consisting of ditch 
segments as expected. It was evident that the majority of the site had been subjected to prolonged 
ploughing, which gave rise to the 'dirty gravel' layer, and some features survived to no more than O.lm 
depth. 

3.3 The evaluation report commented on the difficulty of feature recognition after a long dry sunny spell, 
which left feature fills bleached and difficult to distinguish. Within each trench, it appears that only a 
sample area was hand-excavated. Additional technical difficulties were noted in accurately plotting the 
cropmarks from oblique aerial photographs. Nevertheless, it was clear that the trenches had revealed 
more dense concentrations of archaeology than would have been predicted from the photographs alone. 
From a methodological point of view, it is interesting to note that the density of features revealed in the 
open area excavation far exceeded that recognized in the restricted evaluation trenches. This may 
largely be attributed to the difficulty of distinguishing whether a feature is natural or of archaeological 
interest when its edges are not visible. 

3.4 It was concluded from the evaluation results that the features revealed were trackways and field 
boundary ditches of the 1st to 3rd centuries AD. Preservation was moderate, so that surfaces of the 
trackways, for example, had not survived, and artefacts such as pottery sherds were generally small and 
abraded. Nonetheless, a chronological progression between different ditch systems was identified. It 
was thought that the evidence pointed to a location close to or on the edge of a low-status settlement 
probably occupied for most of the Roman period most of the material relating to the middle centuries of 
Roman rule (2nd-3rd centuries AD). 

3.5 One circular gully feature was identified as a ring ditch (normally presumed to be earlier than the 
Roman period) although a single Roman sherd was retrieved from it. 
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4 Original project objectives 
4. I The general objectives of the project were to: 

• Excavate and record all archaeological deposits and features within the areas threatened by the 
development 

• Produce relative and absolute dating and phasing for deposits and features recorded 
• Establish the character of these deposits in an attempt to define functional areas on the site such as 

idustrial, domestic, etc 
• Produce information on the economy and local environment and compare and contrast this with the 

results of other excavations in the region. 

4.2 Specific research objectives for the excavation and post-excavation project aimed to answer the 
following questions: 

• When was the site first occupied? 
• When was the site abandoned? 
• What is the nature, status and date of the ring ditch? 
• Are there any contemporary occupation deposits in the vicinity? 
• Is the monument a focus for any secondary cemeteries of Middle Bronze Age or Saxon date? 
• What is the chronology and organization of the trackway and field systems? 
• Is there any evidence for occupation deposits contemporary with the trackway and field systems, and 

if so what is the nature and function of this settlement? 

5 Purpose of this report 
5 .I The current report summarizes the results of the excavation, the archaeological features recorded and the 

finds recovered, and provides considered assessments of the potential these possess to answer research 
questions about the site, and how they fit into local, regional and national context. The archaeological 
remains are first quantified and described, to establish their quality, character and significance. These are 
then assessed relative to the original project objectives. The potential to address these objectives is 
discussed, and any new potential objectives arising from the nature of the results of the excavation are 
also highlighted. 

6 Excavation methodology 
6.1 The excavation was a single contiguous area of approx. 5ha. The complete area stripped is shown in 

Figure 3. 
6.2 Topsoil and overburden were removed by a 360° mechanical excavator fitted with a toothless bucket to 

expose the uppermost surface of archaeological deposits. This work was canied out under continuous 
direct archaeological supervision. All spoil heaps were monitored for finds. A metal detector was used to 
enhance recovery of small metal items. 

6.3 Over 3000 archaeological deposits were revealed fi·om over 2500 separate features, or slots through 
features, primarily ditches and gullies (260), pits (680) and postholes (over 400) with only a small number 
of other features, such as seven inhumation and four cremation burials (with disarticulated human bone 
and redeposited pyre debris in a number of other features), and two corn driers. All archaeological 
deposits were cleaned and excavated by hand. All discrete features were half sectioned as a minimum, 
with some, including all of the burials being fully excavated. A minimum of 10% of linear features were 
excavated in slots, mostly of l-3m length. All termini and intersections were examined. Where dating 
evidence was scarce or lacking, linear features were sampled to higher percentages, in an attempt to 
provide more secure dating. As a result, several of the linear features were sampled to almost 20%. The 
securely identified cremations were excavated in 0.02m spits and all excavated material retained. An 
urned cremation was removed whole fi·om site and the contents excavated in laboratory conditions. 

6.4 A full written, drawn and photographic record of the excavation was made. A catalogue of phased 
features and contexts is to be found in Appendix I. 

6.5 A range of context types across the site was sampled for environmental evidence. Samples were taken 
from 166 sealed and datable contexts, only a very small number of which yielded material; however, 
three of those produced significant quantities of charred plant remains (see 1 0.16). 

7 Quantification of archive 

7 .1. I The large number of archaeological featues recorded has naturally led to the creation of a substantial 
written and drawn archive, and a significant quantity of recovered material. The fully indexed and cross-
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referenced written, drawn and photographic record of the excavation amounts to 19 lever-arch files 
(containing context records, Harris matrix diagrams, indexes, sample records, etc.), 99 draughting film 
sheets (plans and sections) and 6 box files of photographs (colour transparencies, colour prints, 
monochrome contact prints and accompanying negatives). 

7 .1.2 Supplementary documentation (finds catalogues, specialist assessment reports) occupies a further lever 
arch file. This will increase during post-excavation analysis. 

7.1.3 Project conespondence and research notes amount to a single box file. 

7.1.4 The complete collection of finds amounts to an estimated 25 boxes. After consultation with the museum, 
it is likely that not all the brick and tile will need to be retained, however, so that this can be regarded as a 
maximum figure. 

7 .1.5 Digital data including the full texts of all reports, spreadsheets cataloguing all the finds, feature/ context/ 
group con·elations, and a matrix diagram, and digital versions of the illustrations, with supp01iing 
metadata, are contained on a single CD, one copy of which can be deposited with the archive if requested 
by the receiving museum, and two copies of which will be retained in separate stores by TV AS. 

8 Results 

8.1 The excavation uncovered an extremely dense landscape of archaeological features. The earliest remains 
appear to be of Iron Age date and include a number of roundhouses, enclosures and associated field 
systems. 

8.2 Roman occupation was represented by a large T-shaped trackway which had been redefined on numerous 
occasions, field ditches radiating from this, isolated enclosures, pits and postholes, the remains of two 
corn-driers, seven inhumation burials and a number of cremations. Provisional dating appears to suggest 
the Roman occupation spanned the 1st to late 3rd centuries AD. The large assemblage of finds recovered 
includes metalwork, a glass bead of Iron Age date, leather items including a shoe, wooden objects and 
large quantities of pottery and animal bone. 

8.3 Around 2500 features were excavated and recorded, consisting mainly of ditch and gully segments (over 
1200 slots across 260 ditches and gullies), along with pits (over 600) post holes (over 400), inhumation 
(7) and cremation burials (?) and only a very few other feature types. All contexts were recorded on pro
forma record sheets, photographed, and drawn in plan and section. 

8.4 Separately excavated segments of a given ditch or gully were assigned a group number for ease of 
reference, and these features will be referred to in this repo1i by their group numbers unless a specific 
segment is significant in itself. Appendix I lists the components of each group. For convenience, all the 
numbers in the range 1-99 and 7000-7162 are group numbers. 

9 Phase by phase summary 
9.0.1 The pottery, while often only present in small quantities in individual features, nonetheless indicates 

consistent dating for the majority of the site, ranging from the middle Iron Age to the 3rd century AD in 
the main, and most deposits appear to date to the 2nd-3rd centuries. However, the small assemblage size 
in individual features often makes closer resolution on ceramic grounds alone impossible. Phasing has 
therefore been applied primarily from stratigraphy within this reasonably tight dating range. There is a 
degree of artificiality about some of the phasing, and room for revision after further work, but seven 
phases have been provisionally posited. 

9.0.2 The phase nanative below treats only the major elements of site development and not all features 
excavated are mentioned in the text. A full list of all recorded features and deposits, and the phases 
assigned, is to be found in Appendix l. 

9.1 Phase 1 (earlier prehistoric) 
9.2.1 This phase of occupation is represented solely by struck flint recovered as residual finds in later features, 

with the exception of a single flake from undated pit 4049, which might, therefore, be prehistoric. None 
of the struck flint was chronologically distinctive and the assemblage cannot be assigned a date closer 
than Mesolithic to Bronze Age. 
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9.2 Phase 2 (Middle Iron Age) 
9.3.1 This period of activity appears to be concentrated in the south-eastern part of the site and comprises a 

number of roundhouse buildings, an enclosure and ditches possibly comprising elements of a larger field 
system. The spatial distribution of these elements suggests further remains lie undiscovered in the field to 
the east of the site. There appears to be evidence of some sub-phasing of activity in the far south-eastern 
corner of the site with roundhouses being replaced and an enclosure being constructed. 

9.3.2 The buildings are: 
Roundhouse 1: This comprises a thin penannular gully (1221, 1225, 1231, 1232, 1238, 1244, 1303) with 
an internal diameter of 9m. A range of 15 postholes were excavated within this building and although 
only one (1235) contained middle Iron Age pottery, it is probable they are contemporary. Their random 
arrangement and spacing makes it unlikely they were the remains of structural timbers. 

Roundhouse 2: This comprises a thin penannular gully (1207, 1208, and 1209) with an internal diameter 
of9m. Large postholes 1210 and 1214 may be associated with the entrance way. 

Roundhouse 3: This comprised a thin semi-circular gully (1130, 1134, 1139, 1141 and 1306) which was 
truncated by ditch 48 on its southern side. It had an internal diameter of l3m. Seventeen postholes were 
excavated and although only one (1135) contained middle Iron Age pottery, it is probable they are 
contemporary. Their random anangement and spacing make it unlikely they were the remains of 
structural timbers. 

Roundhouse 4: This comprised a thin penannular gully (1101, 1105, 1106, 1107, 1108, 1109 and 1110). 
An internal ring of postholes was recorded (1102, 1104, 1120, 1127 and 1128) which were possibly 
structural. The internal diameter within the postholes was 7.5m. A number of smaller postholes may 
represent internal furniture. 

9.3.3 In the far south-east of the site were a number of intercutting round house plans showing rebuilding and 
remodelling of the settlement. 

Roundhouse 6: This consisted of a semi-circular gully (1004, 1006, 1008, 1009, 1017,1018, 1019, 1025 
and 1 026) which is probably penannular but its complete plan was not observed in the excavation area as 
it continued under the eastern baulk of the excavation. Its internal diameter was 13m. This was replaced 
by roundhouse 5. 

Roundhouse 5 was composed of a thin penannular gully (938, 942, 1004, 1005, 1007, 1016, 1022, 5110). 
It had an internal diameter of I Om. 

Roundhouse 5 was then truncated by what appears to be the western element of an enclosure which 
comprised a large curving ditch 55 and a smaller ditch segment 43. It is also possible that ditch 13 to the 
south was part of this enclosure. This system probably enclosed one of roundhouses 7 or 8. From it was 
recovered, along with pottery and bone, was a glass bead 

Roundhouse 7: This comprised a thin semi-circular gully (1010, 1014, 1029, 1030, 1034 and 1038) which 
is probably penannular but its complete plan was not observed in the excavation area as it continued 
under the eastern baulk of the excavation. It had an internal diameter of 9m. 

Roundhouse 8: This was truncated by roundhouse 7. It consisted of a semi-circular gully (I 024, 1 027, 
1040, and I 028). The rest of the ground plan was under the eastern baulk of the evaluation. 

Roundhouse 9: This comprised a penannular gully (I 044, I 045, I 046, I 047, 3939, 5104, 5105, 5109, and 
5110). It had an internal diameter of 13m. Its relationship with middle Iron Age gully (7083) is unclear 
but it was truncated by a later Roman gully 29. A tiny amount (20g) of cremated human bone was 
recovered from the roundhouse gully. 

Roundhouse 10: This comprised a short stretch of gully (1337, 1338 and 1339) and a posthole (1340). 
The rest of the ground plan is lost, possibly because it was truncated by gully 7083 and ditches (55 and 
43) although the relationships are far from clear. 

A large circular enclosure 7 was recorded. Internal features were only two small undated postholes. Later 
Roman features truncated it. 

9.3.4 A small number ofpits also date to this period (703, 839, 900, 1018, 1023, 1111, 1140, 1211, 1302, 1333, 
2340,2342, 3542, 3646,4532,4618, 3719 and 5111). Ditches 6, 12, 13 and 14 also appear to date to this 
period and probably represent elements of a field system. A thin gully 9/17 also could be of this date as, 
although no pottety was recovered from it, spatially and stratigraphically it appears to fit in this phase. 
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9.3.5 A small number of features contain pottery, which has been given a broad early-middle Iron Age date. 
These are located in the far n01ih-western pmi of the site. These are pits 121, 122 and 214 and ditch 1. It 
is highly likely that these in fact date to the middle Iron Age. 

9.4 Phase 3 (late Iron Age or early Roman) 
9 .4.1 Features of this period, which probably covers the 1st century AD, are concentrated in the northern pmi of 

the site. Although much of this activity can be sub-phased stratigraphically there are some features that 
could only be given a broad phase 3 date. These are pits 143, 144, 1618, 1619, 1624, 1625, 1701, 2005, 
2242,2243, 2410,2542,2544,2629-2631,2647, 2728 and 2809, gullies 73, 74, 7104, 7116, 7117 and 
7146 and ditches 58 and 7080. 

9.4.2 Phase 3i This is represented by what appears to be an episode of constructing large circular enclosures 
(58, 63, 77 and 7097). Again it appears there are little in the way of internal features and these are more 
than likely stock enclosures. At the north of the site a series of semi-circular gullies (7077 and 7079) were 
also excavated truncating ditch 7078 and also probably represent animal enclosures. Gullies 57, 7096, 
7102, 7103, 7099 possibly date to this period. 

9.4.3 Phase 3ii Two parallel ditches 76 and 81 appear to have been excavated next. The ditches entered the site 
from the west then curved to the south; 81 continued south whilst 76 was possibly truncated by the 2nd 
C+ trackway. However it is possible that this ditch (76) actually continued in an easterly direction. An 
edge of a ditch/gully (60) was observed which continued in an easterly direction but had been badly 
truncated by trackway ditch 53 and this contained late Iron Age pottery. Ditches 60,76 and 81 may in fact 
be a precursor to the larger and more substantial 2nd century trackway. It may also be that gully 7098 
may also be part of this system. Although undated in ran in the same E-W alignment as the later 
trackways 

Ditch 7076 appears to be contemporary with these ditches and forms a small rectangular enclosure, which 
may have been redefined on more than one occasion. Two pits (2630 and 2631) and gully 61 may be 
contemporary with this enclosure. 

9.4.4 Phase 3iii Stratigraphically gully 87 can be placed in this phase along with (possibly) pits 2703, 2705 and 
2708. A large curving enclosure 7000 was excavated at the n01ih-west corner of the site. One fi-agment of 
pottery only dated as 'Roman' was recovered, even though a substantial sample of the enclosure was 
excavated. It has no stratigraphic relationships; however, it is located in a part of a site where very few 
2nd century features were excavated and a number of other late Iron Age/early Roman features were. 
There is no problem in this enclosure being assigned a phase 3 date. 

The same can be said of ditches 2 and 4 which were also located in the north-west corner. No dating evidence 
was acquired fi-om these ditches but ditch 4 was cut by a phase 3 pit (2410). Thus it is either of phase 3 date 
or earlier. 

At the north-eastern part of the site gullies 56 and 57 may be of late Iron Age/early Roman date and form a 
small enclosure. Close by was discovered an undated skeleton 1673. The grave cut 1426 is 1.25m x 0.65m 
and the body was assumed to be lying in a crouched position because of the size of the cut. The skeleton was 
aligned east-west with the head facing south so the body is assumed to have been lying on its right side. The 
right arm was probably flexed. Preservation is extremely poor. It is possible that as this was a crouched burial 
and that it was Iron Age. It can be argued that due to its close proximity to late Iron Age features that it is of 
this date. However the same can be said of its location near to middle Iron Age features. 

9.5 Phase 4 Roman (2nd-3rdcenturies) 
9.5.1 This phase can be split into two main sub-phases: features in phase can be placed fi1mly in the 2nd century 

while those of 4b can only be assigned a broader 2nd-3rd cent:UJy date. With a refinement of the pottery data 
some of the features assigned to phase 4b may in fact be reassigned to 4a or even into Phase 5. However this 
will not affect the overall picture of site development, which is primarily based on stratigraphic data. The 
majority of the activity on site appears to happen in this phase and a complete change occurred from what 
went before with the parcelling up of the landscape into fields and paddocks radiating from a large T -shaped 
trackway. 

9.5.2 Phase 4a: A number of features contain exclusively 2nd century pottery. These in the main were isolated 
pits and a few linear features were also recorded. The pits were 829, 1813, 1843, 1934, 2034, 2035, 
2046?, 2047, 3040?, 3129,3137,3615,3818,4012,4028, 4030? 4127, 4102?, 4204,4244,4310,4311, 
4312,4324,4545,4547,4383,4838 and 4941. The linears (ditches and gullies) were 44, 69, 75?, 7021, 
7049,7052,7065, 7094,7095,7158,7159, 7060? and 7061? 
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A number of the human burials recovered also contained exclusively 2nd century pottery. This is of 
interest as it may indirectly enable a refinement of the phasing of the first permutation of the T-shaped 
trackway. It is a common occurrence that burials are located close to field boundaries and along the sides 
of major routeways. If this is also the case at Horcott, the implication is that the first trackway must have 
been in existence in the 2nd century for the burials to have been deposited alongside it. If this dating can 
be clarified to the 2nd century rather than 2nd-3rd this shifts the majority of features currently assigned to 
phase 4b into an exclusively 2nd century phase. It may be difficult to prove the above, but, it is already 
noted that some features assigned to phase 4b (2nd to 3rd) are highly likely to be of 2nd rather than 3rd 
century date. The above revision will not alter the relative sequence of site development as this will still 
be based on stratigraphic data. 

9.5.3.1 Graves 4205, 4208 and 4224 were located to the east of the trackway but close to its edge. 

Cut 4205/ Skeleton 5263: This grave cut is 1 .94m x 0.47m. The body is lying supine with the head facing 
west and the body oriented south-north. The right ann was probably extended although most of it is missing; 
the left is flexed with the hand placed across the pelvis. The legs are extended and it is probable that the feet 
were tied together as they lie very close together. Vertebrae and ribs are present in a moderate condition. This 
is truncated by pit 4204 which contains 2nd-centmy potte1y. 

Cut 4208/ Skeleton 5165: Grave cut is 2.14m x 0.75m. The body is lying supine, oriented SW-NE, with the 
head facing north-west. The arms are extended with the left hand lying on the pelvis although the right is 
absent. The legs are extended with the knees close together. Overall it was in moderate to poor preservation 
within some torso fragments present. A fossilized sea urchin Jay to the north-west of the skull. The grave cut 
contained 2nd-century pottery 

Cut 4224/ Skeleton 5184: Grave cut is 1.84m x 0.46m. Oriented SW-NE, the body lay supine with the head 
upright. All the limbs were extended but no extremities were present. The body was in poor preservation, 
with no torso except some fragmentary ribs. This contained pottery which could only be dated to the Roman 
period but was located close to skeletons 4208 and 4205 

9.5.3.2 Two grave cuts were excavated on the western side of the trackway again close to its edge. They were 4346 
and4318. 

Cut 43181 Skeleton 5290: Grave cut is 1.3m x 0.43m. The grave cut was irregular and probably truncated by 
ploughing. The body was supine, oriented east-west, no skull survived. Both arms were flexed with no hands 
present, the lower limbs were damaged but likely to be straight, no feet were present. The limb bones were 
only fragmentmy and in a fi·iable condition with no skull or torso. Pottery only dated to the broad Roman 
period was recovered but it was located close to grave 4346 which contained six sherds of exclusively 2nd 
century pottery. 

Cut 43461 Skeleton 5373: Grave cut is 1 .55m x 0.56m. Oriented east-west, the body is flexed and tilted on its 
left side with the head facing south. The arms are crossed over the body with the pmiial remains of the left 
hand over the abdomen. Both legs are flexed with the right overlying the left. No feet were present: from the 
position of the legs they would have lain with the left under the right. Overall the skeleton is in a poor friable 
condition with little torso. The grave cut contained six sherds of 2nd century pottery. 

9.5.3.3 Two skeletons were recorded which were not part of either cluster. 

Cut 3917/ Skeleton 4781: Grave cut is 2.02m x 0.48m. The body is lying in a gully terminus (7060) with no 
separate grave cut in the gully. Oriented SE-NW, the body is lying in a supine position with the head facing 
towards the east. The right arm is absent but the hand is lying on the left shoulder so was in a flexed position 
across the chest. The left arm is extended to the side of the body, with no hand. The lower limbs are extended 
with the feet together. There are only fragmentary remains of the torso. Preservation overall is poor. The gully 
contained 2nd century and 2nd century or later pottery, so it is plausible that this can be assigned a 4a date. 

Cut 4044/ Skeleton 4977: Grave cut is 2.13m x 0.6m. The body is lying in a supine position, oriented south
north with the head facing west. The right arm was probably extended although much is missing; the left arm 
is flexed with the hand placed across the pelvis. The lower limbs are extended however the feet lie extremely 
close together so it is probable that they were tied together or restricted by a shroud. Ve1iebrae and ribs are 
present and the skeleton is in moderate preservation. No pottery was recovered . This is located close to the 
edge of the trackway but away from the concentration of skeletons which lie to the south. This contains no 
dating evidence and therefore may be an isolated burial of any Roman date including one of period 4a. 

9.5 .4 Phase 4b A high concentration of activity appears to occur in this phase, which can only be given a broad 
2nd-3rd centmy date. Some of the activity assigned to this phase could belong to phase 4a although some 
may equally be of phase 5 date. There is room for revision after further work on the pottery assemblage, 

7 



which might tighten the dating. Some isolated pits and postholes could only be assigned to a broad 2nd-
3rd century period. These are 2545, 2640-1, small circular enclosure 7157 which enclosing a possible 
four post structure (4447,4448,4449,4500) and gulliy 42 

9.5.4.1 Phase 4bi: Stratigraphically it appears that activity occurred in the nmih-eastern corner of the excavation 
at an early part of this phase. Gullies 7088, 7091 7105 and 7106, can be placed in this phase. Ditches 
7033, 7034, 7053 and gullies 72, 7042-44 also appear to be in this sub-phase. 

9.5.4.2Phase 4bii These were then truncated by a large rectangular enclosure whose eastern edge lay out side the 
excavation area ( 64 and 70). This again is located in the north-east corner of the excavation. Enclosures 
formed by ditches 7024, 7025, 7032 7084 can be placed in this early phase. However for the latter 
enclosures it is also possible they could be as late as phase 4bv. Enclosure 7024 surrounds a corndryer 
(CD2) from which 2nd century or later pottery was recovered. Although there is no stratigraphic 
relationship it is likely they are contemporary. The corndryer was a large T-shaped structure of square 
foundation walls (2.5m square) at the north end and a long central aisle 1.46m long, 1.24m wide. All 
walls were of a similar width (0.26m). This structure was constructed in stages, with the main outline 
(Cut 4740/ Wall 4739) being built first, and an internal wall enclosure (Cut 4800/ Wall 5125) aligned 
with the central aisle, was added later and butts up against the first wall. A further stone surface (5048) 
was later constructed inside this enclosure and central aisle. All walls were random coursed and faced to 
the internal sides and bonded with a reddish-yellow clay. Internal fills showed no sign of burning of grain 
residues. The corn dryer structure cuts an earlier (but otherwise undated) pit ( 4921) at its south-eastern 
end. 

9.5.4.3 Phase 4biii A smaller rectangular enclosure (65) was recorded, again in the north-east corner of site, on a 
slightly different alignment to the field system 64 & 70. Enclosed within it were a number of small pits 
containing 2nd-3rd centmy pottery but it is difficult to tell if they necessarily relate to its use. 

9.5.4.4Phase 4biv Gully 68 was excavated in this sub-phase. This was aligned north-south and appears to have 
been truncated by the later trackway ditches. 

9.5.4.5Phase 4bv A trackway/droveway comprising ditches 52, 53, 86 and 93 was then constructed. This varied 
from 4 to 1 Om m wide and as traced within the excavation was 224m long (north-south) with branches 
totally 112m to the east and west. Ditch 53 formed the northern boundary of this trackway, ditch 93 the 
western boundary and ditches (39, 52, 86 and 7001) the eastern boundary. Due to the concentration of 
intercutting features it is difficult to identify access points to the fields that have been laid out either side 
of this trackway. It appears that this was in use until it was redefined in the 3rd centmy. 

9.5.4.6Phase 4bvi The field system appears to have been laid out radiating from the eastern side of the trackway 
and comprised ditches 49, 7004 and 7012. Smaller fields (47 and 7013) appear to have been laid out 
within this system. 

9.5.5 Probably contemporary with the above is the laying out of fields (95, 7026 and probably 7036/7) on the 
western side of the trackway. Enclosure 7038 also appears to date to this phase. It does not appear that 
any field ditches were excavated to the north of the trackway, although there is a possibility that 64 or 68 
may have been recut in this period. 

9.6 Phase 5: Roman (3rd century) 
9.6.1 A number of the features assigned to the previous phase in fact may belong to this 3rd centmy phase but 

stratigraphically the sequence of site development still holds true. 

9.6.2 A few isolated pits could only be given a broad phase 5 date. These were 838, 3045, 3047, 3124, 3146, 
3148, 3206, 3207, 3208 and 4234. 

9.6.3 Phase Si A small enclosure (91) was assigned to this phase stratigraphically and the first trackway was 
probably still in use dming this period. Other activity occurring in this area was modification of the field 
systems with the excavation of ditches 7002, 7005, 7006 and 7007. Ditches 28 and 27 also excavated 
possibly at this date or slightly later 

9.6.4 Phase 5ii Assigned to this phase is large rectangular enclosure in the centre of the site. This had been 
redefined on at least three occasions. The first enclosure was defined by gullies 90, 7050. Its southern 
boundary was possibly marked by ditch 7012. This was sub-divided internally by ditch 7003, 7009 and 
7100. It is possible that the earlier form of the enclosure was contemporary with the first phase of the 
trackway. 

At the southern part of the site a small enclosure (32, 33, 34 and 35) appears to have been excavated and 
remodelled on at least one occasion. 

8 



A field system as defined by gully 29 was excavated in this sub-phase or phase 5iii. 

9.6.5 Phase 5iii The second enclosure was defined by ditches 83, 89, 7010 and 7011. The latter contained a 
large amount of pyre material and cremation remains. 

9.6.6 Phase 5iv The third marking out of the enclosure occurred and was defined by 84 and 88; this appears to have 
been sub-divided by ditch 7056. 

A corn dryer (CD 1) may be related to one of the petmutations of this enclosure and is definitely no earlier than 
phase Si. This was also T-shaped but was less well-preserved than CD2 with an inegular plan. The central 
aisle is not quite central to the plan. The aisle is 2.2m long and 1.06m wide, the cross on the T-shape is 3.28m 
long and 0.58m wide although many of the stones on the eastern end have not survived, leaving only the 
remains of a shallow pit. 

At least the third phase of the enclosure (84, 88) appears to be contemporary with the re-cutting/ 
redefinition of the T shaped trackway, as it appears to respect one of the recut ditches (51). This 
redefinition shifted the ditches inwards so as to narrow the trackway itself. It is represented by 54 as its 
northem boundary. Ditches 37, 51, 85 and 99 represent its eastern edge and on this side of the trackway 
there appear to be at least two entrances into the eastern fields. Ditch 92 marks the western edge of the 
trackway. 

A small number of field divisions were laid out shortly after the recut. These comprise ditches 96, 7107 
and possibly 97 and 98 on the western side of the trackway and ditches 16 and 7015 on the eastem side. 
This field system appears to have been redefined a number of times, with individual episodes represented 
by: 21, 22, 26, 31,7016 and 7020, followed by 10, 19,30 and 7019/7018? and finally 16 and 7015. 

No late 3rd century field ditches appear to have been excavated to the north of the trackway. In fact no 
pits or postholes were found north of the track that contained exclusively 3rd century pottery either. This 
large area appears to have passed out of use altogether. 

9.6.7 Phase 5v Stratigraphically a large pit 3302 can be definitely placed in this phase as it truncated the third 
redefinement of the enclosure 88. It is probable that pits 3045, 3103 3120,3124 and 3129 are 
contemporary with this feature. It is probable that gullies 7014, 7017 and 7008 are also contemporary and 
again represent a small field. Small circular enclosures 7028 and 7030 may also be ofthis date. Pits 939, 
940 1522, 4436 and 4547 have also been assigned to this phase or slightly later in the third century. 

Parts of the trackway appear to have been redefined but this appeared only to involve a cleaning out 
rather than movement of the ditches. This is shown by ditches 38 and 94 in this or phase 5vi. 

9.6.8 Phase 5vi A field system defined by undated gullies 18, 45, 46 and 66 can be assigned in this phase 
although there is a slight possibility it may be of Saxon date. Stratigraphically and on a landscape scale 
there is no problem in placing this in a third century date and further no Saxon pottery was recovered. 
This system was located to the west of the trackway and its eastern edge was not exposed in this area of 
excavation. 

Pit 3310 can also be assigned to this period. This contained waterlogged deposits in the form of leather 
and wood. 

9. 7 Phase 6: Saxon 

9.7.1 A small assemblage of Saxon pottery was recovered in areas where a buried soil or spread was recorded 
accumulating along and sealing the trackway ditches. These finds suggest either Saxon activity in the near 
vicinity or their presence could be due to manuring practices. 

9.8 Phase 7: Post-Medieval 

9 .8.1 Ditch 48 stratigraphically can be with no doubt placed a very late stage of the site development. It was 
excavated after the last phase of the T -shaped had been abandoned and this appeared to have occun·ed 
some time in the late 3rd or early 4th century. However it is probably that this ditch is not of late Roman 
or Saxon date at all and is post-Medieval. Although it contained a few sherds of Roman pottery, a thimble 
of post-Medieval date was also recovered from one of its slots (2949). Examined on a landscape view, 
this phasing also works, as although 48 lies on roughly the same alignment as some of the Roman ditches, 
it cuts completely across the trackway and does not respect it at all as the other ditches appear to do. 

A pit 3336 has also been assigned to this phase. Stratigraphically it cut the infilled trackway and it also 
contained a piece of post-Medieval pottery. 

9 



9.8 Unphased 
9.8.1 Just over 1000 contexts remain unphased and in the main these were isolated pits and postholes. It is 

possible that further work could assign some of these to phases (based on spatial rather than strati graphic 
considerations) but as these deposits contained few if any finds, any such phasing is unlikely to affect site 
interpretation. 
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10 Nature and character of recovered material and statement of potential 

I 0.1 Pottery by Emma Harrison and Jane Timby 
10.1.1 Pottery (10,663 sherds weighing 81.7kg) dating from the Iron Age through to modem times is present, 

with material dating to the early to late Iron Age, Roman, Saxon and post-medieval periods. The bulk of 
the assemblage spans the early-middle Iron Age through to the 3rd century AD, although 24 Saxon sherds 
indicate later activity. 

IO.l.2 Pottery was recovered from 825 contexts, of which 504 (61%) contained five sherds or less. This low 
average sherd number has ramifications with regard to the accuracy of the dating. Usually groups of 
around 20 with some featured material or particular diagnostic fabric type should be regarded as the 
minimum number of sherds required to date a context. 

10.1.3 The material was of variable condition. Overall the average sherd size is low at 7.7g. However some 
contexts clearly contained joining sherds from the same vessels whilst material from other contexts was in 
a much more degraded and fragmented condition. Surface preservation was also variable. 

10 .1.4 For the purposes of this assessment the pottery was sorted into wares on the basis of fabric characteristics. 
A full quantification by sherd count and weight was canied out at this stage of the work in order to 
expedite future analysis. Table I summarizes the resultant information by context. The assessment was 
canied out without full site details or plan. No further research has been carried out in conjunction with 
this assessment to consider the wares in their local or regional context. 

10.1.5 Later Prehistoric 
1 0.1.5 .1 Sherds of Iron Age character account for nearly 31% of the total assemblage by sherd count. 
1 0.1.5.2 The earliest pottery is characterized primarily by two fabrics, one containing fossil shell and the other 

fossil shell and Jurassic limestone. Also present is a sandy fabric with few inclusions, and a small number 
of finely crushed flint-tempered sherds. 

10.1.5.3 Almost none of the sherds are decorated, although there are one or two with impressions. Forms include 
jars with simple upright or expanded rims and hemispherical and round-bodied bowls. The typological 
range is typical of the middle Iron Age although the character of some of the fabrics suggests that 
occupation may date back into the early Iron Age. The flint-tempered sherds are reminiscent of the 
Wessex-style saucepan pot also typical of the MIA. Two small rim sherds from a crucible were recovered 
from (1383) indicating some metal-working on site. This context also contains limestone- and shell
tempered pottery and is provisionally dated to the middle Iron Age. 

1 0.1.5.4 Later Iron Age material is characterized by limestone and rock-tempered fabrics belonging to the 
Malvernian group probably accompanied by some of the Jurassic fabrics noted above. Malvernian wares 
are quite prominent in the assemblage accounting for nearly 3% by sherd count and it would be 
reasonable to assume that local wares would be occurring alongside these sherds. Most of the pottery 
fi'om Horcott is in a limestone-tempered fabric as opposed to the rock-tempered variant, and like the 
earlier pottery, almost none is decorated. These two factors suggest that although Malvernian wares are 
cunent from the middle Iron Age and continue until the early 2nd century, the material from Horcott is 
likely to date from the LPRIA or early Roman period (1st century AD). 

1 0.1.5.5 Further analysis would be required against the site data to assess whether there is likely to be a 
continuum of occupation from the later EIA through to the Roman period or whether there are hiatuses or 
shifts in focus throughout this period. 

10.1.6 Roman 
I 0.1.6.I Roman fabrics account for around 68% of the total assemblage by sherd count. 
1 0.1.6.2 Grog-tempered fabrics, including Savemake ware (SAY GT) that was mainly in use during the 1st and 

2nd centuries, represent the earliest Roman pottery. 
10.1.6.3 The assemblage however, is very much dominated by locally produced Wiltshire grey wares. A number 

of industries were established in North Wiltshire in the early 2nd century although little is known about 
the development of these production sites and their wares. It is clear that wares were made through to the 
4th century, Cirencester providing one of the main markets. Forms within the Horcott assemblage include 
various necked jars, some with cordons, flat rim bowls and bowls with a beaded, flanged rim very much 
suggesting a 2nd-3rd-century repertoire. 

10.1.6.4 Quantities oftraded Severn Valley ware (SVW OX) and Dorset black-burnished ware (DOR BB!) are 
also present. While DOR BB I sherds decorated with acute lattice typical of the early phases of the 
industry are present, cooking pots with sharply everted rims and obtuse lattice indicate occupation in the 
late 3rd century. 

1 0.1.6.5 A number of Oxfordshire whiteware mortaria sherds were recovered. Identified forms include a roll-rim 
with internal bead (Young 2000, fig. I8, type M2) from ( 4899), a bead-and-roll rim (ibid. type M3) from 
(882), and an upstanding rim with thick flange (ibid. type M6) from (3696) all dating to the 2nd century. 
A stamped sherd (ibid. fig 13, type 3) fi·om (3690) was also identified. Two other mortaria sherds (5176 
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and 5383) are in south-west white-slipped ware (SOW WS), and date to the 3rd century. 
I 0.1.6.6 British fine wares are represented by sherds of Wiltshire colour-coat and a single sherd of an 

Oxfordshire colour coat. There are also two sherds of imported fineware beaker, a central Gaulish black
slipped ware (CNG BS) from (3754) and a Moselkeramik black-slipped ware (MOS BS) from (5265). 
Both of these fabrics were current in the late 2nd-3rd centuries. 

10.1.6.7 Other foreign imports are represented by Dressel 20 amphorae and samian. Samian was quite well 
represented in what otherwise appears to be a very rural assemblage with around 198 sherds. The samian 
vessels occur in a variety of forms representing the 1st to 3rd centuries, including bead rim bowls 
(Dragendorff form 31), flanged bowls (Drag. form 38), and conical cups (Drag. form 33). Several 
decorated sherds were recovered and there is a stamp from (2085). 

I 0. I .6.8 The small number of sherds from individual contexts and the conservative nature of the greyware 
industry make dating of the Roman pottery from Horcott somewhat problematic. In many cases it is only 
possible to say that a feature is Roman, or to assign a date generally within the 2nd to 3rd centuries. 
However, while the fabrics and forms represented indicate occupation well into the 3rd century, the lack 
of later colour-coats and other later fabrics does suggest that the site was probably abandoned by the early 
4th century. 

1 0.1. 7 Sax on 
10.1.7.1 Twenty-four sherds in a handmade, organic-tempered fabric have been identified in four contexts. Two 

contain only Saxon pottery (3354 and 6373) and two also contain earlier material (2395, 3353). As 
organic-tempered wares have a long life span, this material could date between the 6th-9th centuries. 

1 0.1.8 Post-medieval 
10.1.8.1 Five sherds ofpost-medieval glazed wares were recovered from three contexts (4071, 5473, and 5494). 

One sherd of Roman pottery was also found in (5494). 
10.1.9 Potential and further work 
10.1.9.1 This is a particularly large assemblage ofpottery spanning a long period oftime, which would warrant 

detailed publication. A method statement appears in Section 13.2. 

I 0. 2 Human Bone by Bill White 
1 0.2.1 Human remains were recovered in the form of inhumations and cremation burials. The human bone from 

eight articulated burials was available for examination. There was also a considerable quantity of 
disarticulated bone, most which contained animal bone and some contained the partial remains of several 
adult individuals. The cremation burials are assessed below (10.3). 

10.2.2 The skeletons from the inhumation burials were scanned rapidly and the following features were noted: 
age (whether mature), sex (so far as possible without reconstruction) and any overt pathology (i.e. any 
that is obvious without the need for reconstruction (English Heritage 1991 ). The cremated remains were 
weighed and the colours were noted, as well as the largest identifiable pieces of bone present (McKinley 
1993). 

10.2.3 The burials were chiefly Roman, probably 2nd and 3rd century AD, with the possible exception of 
[1643]. The latter, with a crouched disposition, may be oflron Age date but this is yet to be established. 

10.2.4 The inhumations almost invariably were accompanied by pottery and most had the corroded remains of 
iron hobnails. 

10.2.5 The proportion of each skeleton recovered is summarized in Appendix 3 Table 1. Four skeletons were 
more than 75 per cent complete, the remainder being of lower integrity. However, the human bone itself 
generally was not well preserved and was in the worst of the three conditions defined in the MoLSS 
Environmental Archaeology Procedures Manual (Museum of London in prep.), although still consistent 
with the furnishing of some demographic and pathological information (MoL SS Grade 3). 

10.2.6 Disarticulated human bone, mixed with animal bone, was found in the following contexts: [888], [960], 
[1168], [1176], [1673], [2279], [2892], [3959], [4182], [4559], [5072], [5097], [5261], [5372] and [5461]. 
These fragments revealed nothing of interest. 

I 0.2.7 The skeletons represent an interesting group owing to the dearth of comparable material in the locality. 
There were no children but among the burials there were two females and one possible male. Detailed 
reconstruction of fragmented remains may lead to more exhaustive sexing of the remains. Similarly it 
may prove possible to assign most of the individuals to appropriate age groups. The skeletons show 
dental and other disease, in particular osteoarthritis. Again, analysis will show greater detail and, through 
reconstruction, identify further pathology. 

10.2.8 A method statement for ftniher analysis appears in Section 13.3 

10.3 Cremated Human Bone by Jacqui McKinley 

12 



1 0.3.1 Cremated bone from ten contexts mostly from Phases 4 and 5 was received for assessment, including the 
remains of one um burial. The nature of the other deposits is currently unclear but may include both 
unumed burials and deposits of pyre debris. The distribution of the features appeared to form clusters. 

10.3.2 The bone fi'om each context was subject to a rapid scan to assess number of individuals, age and sex, the 
presence of pathological lesions, and the presence of pyre goods/debris. The nature of the deposits was 
also rapidly assessed from the limited context data available. A summary of the results is presented in 
Appendix 4. 

10.3.3 Most of the bone was worn, with slight erosion of the surface morphology, and some was heavily root 
marked. Trabecular bone (generally subject to preferential loss in burial conditions adverse to bone 
survival, McKinley 1 997) was sparse in all contexts other than the urned burial. 

10.3.4 No one context appears to contain the remains of more than one individual. No immature remains were 
identified but both sexes were represented within the assemblage. No pathological lesions were observed 
during the scan. No cremated animal bone or the remains of other pyre goods were identified amongst the 
human bone from individual contexts. The bone showed a wide variation in colour fi·om brown (unburnt) 
or black (charred) through to white, indicative of varying degrees of oxidation (Holden et a! 1995). The 
maximum fragment sizes were c. 50-70mm, with a high proportion of fragments >20mm. 

10.3.5 Further analysis has the potential to inform not just on the individuals represented but also on the 
formation processes of the deposits, and the rituals attendant on the cremation rite. The better preserved 
bone should yield more detailed information with respect to the age and sex of the individual(s), their 
health status and the rituals and rites attendant on their disposal. Comparison with contemporaneous 
cremation cemeteries may help demonstrate any differences in mortuary practice reflective of regional 
variation, or those related to the wealth and status of the settlement being served by the cemetery. A 
method statement is included in Section 13.4. 

10.4 Fired Clay by lane Tirnby 
1 0.4.1 The archaeological work resulted in the recovery of 490 fragments of fired clay weighing 2.3kg from a 

total of 117 contexts (Appendix 5). 
10.4.2 Most of the material was in very fragmentary condition with few clues as to its original purpose. A 

small number of pieces had wattle impressions implying a structural use. 
I 0.4.3 At least seven fabric types were defined which may prove to have different chronological associations. 

The assemblage was sorted into fabrics and quantified by count and weight. 
10.4.4 Of particular note is an unusual fragment from [1835], (2159) which has impressed notched comb or 

similar decoration. The shape of the piece suggests it may have formed part of a lining, perhaps to a pit 
or depression. Decorated fired clay of this nature is rare. This object should be illustrated for 
publication. 

10.4.5 Other fragments of note include a possible fi·agment from a triangular loomweight from [1826] with one 
perforation extant. 

10.4.6 No obvious fragments ofbriquetage were noted. 

I 0. 5 Metalwork by Nicola Powell 
10.5.1 The excavation yielded 132 pieces of metalwork. The assemblage comprises 128 iron artefacts and four 

pieces of copper alloy. It is dominated by iron nails and nail fragments, with only 15 other pieces of 
metalwork. All the metalwork is in very poor condition, with the soil on site very unfriendly to iron in 
particular. All are listed in Appendix 6 and notable pieces described below. 

10.5.2 Iron 
I 0.5 .2.1 The majority of nails and nail stems are too corroded and bent and damaged through use for 

identification. Hobnails were found in grave 4208 (5165) and 4346 (5372). As the conserved leather 
shoe shows (10.15 below), these formed part ofthe footwear deposited with the human remains. 

1 0.5.2.2 Four teeth of a tumbler lock slide key were recovered from ditch slot 637 (776), comprising three in a 
row and one opposite the end tooth. The handle is broken off close to the base. A tumbler lock worked 
by a slide key lifting the tumblers from beneath and pushing them upwards, thus disengaging the 
tumblers and opening the lock. A similar, though complete, key was found in Colchester (Crummy, 
1983, 125--6). 

10.5.2.3 Also found in the same context was a strap piece or knife fragment. It appears to have a rivet in place. 
Similar pieces were recovered from pit/working hollow 940 (1776), ditch 3400 ( 4097), gully 4420 
(5456) and ditch 4732 (5876). However, all are highly corroded and in very poor condition, so a 
positive identification may not be possible. 

10.5.2.4 A billhook was recovered from pit 2243 (2670). It has an open socket and although in poor condition, it 
appears complete. This was fi·om a pit provisionally given a late Iron Age-early Roman date. This item 
has been conserved. It should be illustrated for publication. 
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1 0.5.2.5 All of the iron atiefacts will be subject to x-radiography, in order to clarify the objects' identifications 
and so produce an identification and possible date. Depending on the results of x-radiography, one or 
two items may warrant illustration. 

10.5.3 Copper Alloy 
10.5.3.1 Four copper alloy objects were recovered from the site. A stud or mount was found in ditch 1307 

(1499). It has a diameter of 25mm and a plain surface with a small knop in the centre of the underside. 
This may be the remains of a rivet or fitting. 

10.5.3.2 A penannular brooch was recovered fiom ditch 2833 (3459). Now conserved, it is in remarkably good 
condition, complete with the pin moving freely. The pin is straight and the terminals are bent back on to 
the body of the brooch at right angles. The terminals are decorated with three ribs separated by grooves. 
Fowler describes them as 'quasi-zoomorphic' and the brooch from Totterdown Lane conforms to her 
type D6 (1960, 153). This style of brooch was in vogue during the 1st to 3rd centuries AD (ibid., 176). 
However, the spotdate of the associated pottery cannot support a closer date (Timby, see above). 
Similar brooches have been found at Henley Wood, North Somerset (Watts and Leach, 1996, 82-3, fig. 
89, 23) and closer to the site, Kingscote (Site 2), Gloucestershire (Timby, 1998, 144-8, fig.73, 1.187 
and 327, fig.138, 1.35) 

1 0.5.3.3 A domed thimble was recovered from Phase 7 ditch 48 (2949,3655). It is 22mm high and in poor 
condition, with the body squashed, but the decorated surface is still clear. The indentations or holes 
have been uniformly punched, probably by machine. The holes are circular and fill just over half of the 
smface ofthe thimble. Three rings of holes encircle the bottom part of the thimble. The crown or dome 
is badly encrusted with iron corrosion, suggesting it may have been affected by ferrous material post
deposition. It is post-medieval in date. 

10.5.3.4 The final copper alloy object ditch 3533 (4299) is a rod or piece of wire 44mm long and approximately 
I mm in diameter. It is solid with one round end and one more oval. Its purpose is unknown. 

10.5.3.5 The brooch should be illustrated. No further work is recommended in respect of the copper alloy 
objects. 

10.5.4 Coins by Paul Cannon 
10.5.4.1 Probably a late 3rd century AE antoninianus, otherwise unidentifiable. [SF 2 Surface find next to cut 

919; deposit 1099]. 
10.5.4.2 Heavily iron stained and rusted metal 'disc', roughly circular in shape and attracted to a magnet. 

Diameter c.22mm. The shape appears to be accidental and it is possibly part of an iron blade. [Cut 3045; 
deposit 3696]. 

10.5.4.3 No futiher work is required. 

10.6 
1 0.6.1 

10.6.2 
10.6.3 

10.7 
10.7.1 

10.7.2 

10.7.2 

10.8 
10.8.1 

10.8.2 

Brick and tile by Nicola Powell 
The excavation yielded 45 pieces of brick and tile with a total weight of nearly 2kg. There are no complete 
examples and most of the pieces are fragmentary. All appear to be Roman and come from contexts with 
pottery dating from throughout the Roman period. Most of the assemblage appears to consist of roof tile 
and there are only five certain pieces of brick. The tile includes one possible tessera (from pit 2929 (3568)) 
and a fi·agment oftegula from 4121 and one large piece that may be a fi·agment of tegula or box tile (ditch 
3109 (3766)). 
Four separate fabrics were noted and are described in Appendix 7. 
The relatively small size of the assemblage and the fragmentary nature of all the brick and tile suggest 
little could be gained from further study and therefore no further work is recommended. 

Struckjlint by Steve Ford 
A small collection of just nine pieces of struck flint were recovered from the excavation. These 
comprised two scrapers and seven flakes. Three pieces had been burnt and two pieces had been slightly 
rolled. The material includes pieces made on both fine and coarse grained flint. 
These finds are not chronologically distinctive and only a broad Mesolithic-Bronze Age date can be 
suggested. 
No further work is proposed. 

Burnt Flint by Nicola Powell 
Thirty-three pieces of burnt flint with a total weight of 194g were recovered during the excavation and 
subsequent wet sieving of soil samples (Appendix 8). All were examined for evidence of working. None 
was found and the burnt flint was not retained. 
No further work is recommended. 
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10.9 Metalworking debris by Lynne Keys 
I 0. 9 .I A small amount (I. 7kg) of material initially identified as iron slag was recovered during excavation. At 

the time of this assessment no dating or site plans were available so no preliminary examination of 
distribution could be made. 

10.9.2 The assemblage consisted of macro-slags recovered by hand (Appendix 9). No samples produced micro
slags which might locate the site of any smithing activity. For assessment all the slag was examined by 
eye and categorised on the basis of morphology alone. Each category of slag in each context was 
individually weighed but the smithing hearth bottom was separately weighed and measured to obtain its 
dimensions. 

10.9.3 The two activities involving iron- smelting and smithing- generate slags, some of which are diagnostic of 
the process being carried out and others which are not. Slag may be identified as undiagnostic because it 
was produced by either smelting or smithing: the process can only be determined in the light of any 
diagnostic evidence from the site. Other slag may be broken up during deposition, redeposition or 
excavation, and its fragmentary nature may cause it to be consigned to the undiagnostic category. Other 
types of debris may be the result of various kinds of high temperature activities - including domestic fires 
- and cannot be taken on their own to indicate ironworking was taking place. This includes such materials 
as fired clay, vitrified hearth lining, cinder, and fuel ash slags. 

I 0.9.4 Not all the material present in the assemblage was iron slag, much of it was fired clay, hearth lining and 
possible crucible fragments. Hearth lining can vary from highly vitrified hearth lining nearest the tuyere 
region (the region of highest temperature) to burnt clay. When associated with evidence for ironworking 
it may have been produced by that activity. Cinder is a very porous, highly vitrified material formed at the 
interface between the alkali fuel ashes and siliceous material of a hearth lining. On many excavations it 
represents the lighter portion of vitrified hearth lining. If in association with diagnostic material from 
some industrial activity it may be assigned to that activity, however here it cannot be assigned. 

1 0.9.5 The iron slag proper was mostly undiagnostic, with the exception of the smithing hearth bottom. 
Undiagnostic slag can be produced by either smelting or smithing but sometimes when diagnostic slag is 
broken up it is no longer identifiable with a particular process and is then assigned to the "undiagnostic" 
category. This was the case at Totterdown Lane. There is a strong possibility, however, that some of the 
slag was produced by smithing activity as there is certainly no diagnostic evidence for smelting. 

10.9.6 The smithing hearth bottom is the most characteristic smithing slag, the one least likely to be confused 
with those produced by smelting. Its characteristic piano-convex-shape was formed as a result of high 
temperature reactions between the iron, iron-scale and silica from either a clay furnace lining or the silica 
flux used by the smith.The predominantly iron silicate material produced by this reaction dripped down 
into the hearth base during smithing fonning smithing slag which, if not cleared out, developed into the 
smithing hearth bottom. 

10.9.7 The one smithing hearth bottom from the site came fi·om feature round house 3 (1141, 1383, a gully fill, 
which also produced some broken up undiagnostic slag which may be smithing slag. Most of the 
remaining slag was also concentrated in and around Roundhouse 3 which might have served as a 
temporary place of smithing. 

10.9.8 Recommendations for further work 
10.9.8.1 A specialist in crucibles/moulds should examine the contexts which are believed to contain fragments of 

these to ascertain whether they are crucible/mould fragments or just unusually fired clay. 
10.9.8.2 It should take no more than 1 person day to write up the slag for publication 

10.10 Clay Pipe by Nicola Powell 
l 0.1 0.1 Three pieces of clay pipe were recovered during the excavation. All are stem fragments and one, from 

ditch 4502 (5493) has a small piece of bowl attached. There are no makers' marks or distinguishing 
features so the pipes can only be given a broad post-medieval date. 

10.I0.2 The pipes are listed in Appendix 10. 
10.10.3 No further work is recommended. 

10.11 Glass by Nicola Powell 
10.11.1 Eight pieces of glass were recovered from the site. This includes the bead from ditch 830 (989) (see 

below). Four fragments are body sherds and are from bottles and there is a piece of what may be 
window glass from ditch 2I43 (2562). 

10.11.2 The glass is described in Appendix 11 and no further work is recommended. 
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10. 11. 3 Glass Bead by Angela Wardle 
10.11.3.1 The glass bead <1> was retrieved from a ditch [830](989). Complete glass bead, now in two 

fragments. External diameter 30mm; internal diameter llmm; height 16mm. Annular bead, consisting 
of a central cylinder, with raised blobs and swags. The central p01tion projects above the decorated zone 
and although it appears random at first sight, the decoration is quite ordered; the outer bands consist of a 
series of blobs, while the inner is composed of a running series of slanting swags. The colour is a very 
dark cobalt blue/green, appearing black, but translucent when held to the light. The bead appears to 
have suffered recent damage, as it is cleanly fractured, with some additional chipping on one side, near 
the break. 

1 0.11.3.2 The bead is identical to an example from an Iron Age habitation site, at Boxford, near Newbury in 
Berkshire, cited by Guido (1978, 71, fig 23) and included in her exotic forms of Iron Age date. The 
decoration is reminiscent of continental armlets and it seems highly likely that it is of continental origin. 
Guido records a similar bead from Vieux Passage, Brittany, dating to the 1st century BC (Threipland 
1943, 140) and bracelets with similar decoration dating from the second halfofthe 1st century BC, on 
the continent and from Cornwall (Guido 1978, 176). Glass bracelets of this type appear to be quite 
widespread, both chronologically and geographically, with examples from Berne, dating from the late 
3rd/early 2nd century BC, (Sievers et al. 1991, 445) and Stradonice, Bohemia (ibid., 447), dating from 
the 2nd/l st century BC. 

10.11.3.3 The bead is a rare form in Britain, almost certainly imported from the continent. As such it may 
contribute to studies of Iron Age settlement in the area, particular in patterns of trade. More precise 
dating of the form may assist in interpretation of the site. The presence of burials in the area might 
suggest that it is a displaced grave good, but more information about the site and analysis is clearly 
needed if this suggestion is to be taken further. 

10.11.3.4 It is recommended that further work is carried out to seek further, and more recently published, 
parallels for the bead in order to determine a more precise origin and date. Illustration is recommended, 
(both drawing and photography) and as the object is potentially of display quality, it should be 
conserved. Drawing of the section would be easier before conservation. 

10.12 Stone by David Williams 
10.12.1 One hundred and sixty-two pieces of stone were submitted for identification. Provisionally, this all 

appears to be limestone, probably all Jurassic in origin and almost certainly derives from the local Jurassic 
formations. None of the pieces show any obvious signs of being worked. The provenances and quantities 
are listed in Appendix 12. 

10.13 Animal Bone by Kevin Rielly 
10.13.1 A total of 357 contexts provided a hand recovered total of 6,009 bones weighing 28.49kg, while the 

fifty-two samples produced 671 fragments weighing l.1kg. There are five boxes of bones, these 
containing a mixture of hand collected and sieved material. Most of the bones were recovered by hand, 
although there was also a marked awareness of the impmtance of a thorough sieving programme. A large 
number of samples were taken from a great variety of features. 

1 0.13 .2 Dating for all the bone has been based only on provisional dates (mainly directly from the pottery report 
with limited consideration of stratigraphic details). The great majority of these bones date to the Roman 
period (see Appendix 13: Table 1), although there is also a reasonable quantity from Iron Age levels. In 
addition there are a small number of bones from two Saxon deposits. A large proportion of the bone
bearing contexts are undated. It is hoped that these will be included amongst the site phasing following a 
more detailed analysis of the stratigraphic and dating evidence. It should be pointed out that the 
subdivisions are somewhat arbitrary and that some deposits may be dated to an earlier or later period 
depending on later analyses. 

10.13.3 Information recorded for the bone from each context was as follows:- quantification, weight and 
approximate fragment count; state, the level of fragmentation and preservation, including the presence of 
mixed preservation states; species representation, referring to the approximate quantities of particular 
zoological groups and a rough species list; anatomical representation in terms of carcass-pa1t, and finally, 
a rough count of measurable and ageable bones. The latter is divided into a count of mandibular cheek
tooth rows and of epiphyses, while the fonner includes a straight count plus a note of the number of 
whole limbbones, these being of value for calculation of overall size and stature. In addition a note was 
made of the occurrence of particularly young individuals and the frequency of bones with butchery 
marks. An additional data field was also used in order to provide evidence for the clearly high levels of 
fragmentation amongst these assemblages. Some collections of bones are clearly from the same skull, 
mandible or longbone, and so the original count (N1) can be reduced to maybe one or two bones (N2). 
These data are summarized in Appendix 13. 
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10.13.4 Following the recording of the data, the assemblages were divided into periods and subperiods, using 
the available stratigraphic and dating evidence. It was necessary to reduce the number of possible 
subperiods in order to facilitate the comparative analysis (see Appendix 13, Table 1 ). The Iron Age 
subperiods are essentially the same as those displayed in the pottery repmi, including Early to Middle, 
Middle, Middle to Late and Late. There are then a pair of overlapping periods, late Iron age/early Roman 
and a general Iron Age/Roman. The Roman subperiods were reduced as follows:- ranges to within two 
centuries were rounded up to the later century and all deposits with dates 2+ (2nd century AD and later) 
and 3+ were classified as Roman. This then left a general Roman period and four subperiods dated to the 
1st, 2nd, 3rd and 4th centuries AD. Finally there is a Saxon period and one to include deposits which 
could not be dated (either through a lack of dating evidence or any associated dated stratigraphy). It 
should be pointed out that 'Roman' in Table 1 solely refers to all deposits which could not be more 
accurately dated. The better dated assemblages within this period are included amongst the RI, R2, R3 
and R4 subperiods. 

10.I3.5 The following description ofthe bones will review the assemblages according to period, sub-period and 
feature type, using the hand collected and sieved data compiled in Appendix 13, Tables 2, 3, 4 and 5. The 
latter Table covers the quantities and species/skeletal representations recovered from each of the bone 
bearing deposits, while Table 4 gives estimates for the numbers of measurable and ageable bones from 
the major periods and Roman subperiods. Prior to the period description, it should be mentioned that 
there are some overall similarities. These include the types of deposit, where invariably the major 
quantities were recovered from pits, gullies and ditches. In addition, the general state of preservation of 
the bones was moderate to poor, with the majority of assemblages showing severe root etching. There 
were also high levels of fragmentation with very high proportions of bones with new breakage. The 
fragmentation level is clearly visible through a comparison of the estimated (NI) and actual totals (N2). 
Other similarities include the dominance throughout of the major domesticates ~ cattle, sheep/goat and 
pig. 

10.I3.6 IronAge 
1 0.13.6.1 Most of the bones within this major period date to the Middle Iron Age, and almost all of these were 

taken fi·om the ubiquitous pits, gullies and ditches (see Appendix 13, Tables 2 and 3). The quantities of 
bones from individual fills (hand recovery and samples) is generally small, although the combined fills 
from some individual features provided moderate assemblages. A hand collected total of seventy-six 
fragments (N2 equal to 72) was recovered from the four fills within pit [3708], while the same recovery 
method produced ninety-two bones (N2 total of 57) from the two fills in ditch [830]. The assemblage 
from this last feature represents one of the few collections recovered from this site with well preserved 
and minimally fragmented bones. 

I0.13.6.2 The great majority of the Iron Age assemblages (both hand collected and sieved) are composed of 
cattle and, especially of, cattle-size fragments. It can be assumed that the noted poor condition of the 
bones will have biased the collections towards the survival of bones from the larger animals. An 
indication of this trend is shown by the very good representation of cattle teeth. In addition, there is a 
noticeably small proportion of bones which could be aged and/or measured (see Table 4). Several 
deposits did provide sheep/goat bones, but these were clearly more fi·equent than abundant. Pig is very 
poorly represented, this species occwTing in just three deposits. Amongst the other species identified, 
horse was recovered from four deposits, red deer from two and human from one. Unlike the cattle 
bones, the horse fragments appeared to be relatively complete. This would perhaps suggest a different 
use and disposal pattern (see Roman section below). Deer was represented by an antler fragment in 
posthole [I214] and a complete metapodial from pit [4532]. Each of these deposits was dated to the 
Middle Iron Age. It is perhaps significant that neither of these bones is from the meat part of the deer 
skeleton, perhaps suggesting the import of particular bones, maybe for craft purposes, rather than meat 
waste. However, it should be pointed out that these parts of the deer skeleton are generally easier to 
identify to species. Finally, the single human fragment was recovered from a Middle Iron Age ditch 
[944]. It is to be wondered if this was redeposited from some contemporary feature or whether this 
deposit contained some later material arising from one of the nearby Roman bmials (see below). 

10.13.7 Roman 
10.13.7.1 Deposits dated to this period provided most of the bones recovered from this site. A large proportion of 

these bones were found within deposits generally dated to the Roman era, although substantial 
quantities were also recovered from better dated levels, in particular from the 2nd and 3rd century 
deposits. The bones fi·om each of these three periods/subperiods would appear to have been 
concentrated amongst the ditch and pitfills, with the gullies providing the major part of the remainder. 
Noticeably, the bones within the latest subperiod were all taken from pitfills. Overall, however, the 
Roman period witnessed a slight increase in the range of deposits in comparison to the Iron Age levels, 
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with the inclusion of a few construction features and horizontal spreads, as well as a small number of 
graves and cremations. 

10.13.7.2 In general, the Roman deposits provided relatively small assemblages, although there were a 
substantial number of moderately large bone collections, either from individual contexts or from the 
combined fills of certain features. Several of the larger assemblages proved, on closer inspection, to be 
composed of only a small number of bones e.g., the pitfill [3864], dated to the 2nd century AD, where 
the majority of the 100 fragment assemblage clearly belonged to a heavily fragmented cattle scapula. 
There were, however, a few contexts with reasonably large 'adjusted' assemblages (i.e., N2, see 
Appendix 13; Table 3). These include (all hand collected) the bones fi·om the following deposits:- 2nd 
century AD levels -pit [2008] with two fills providing fifty-four bones (N2=51 ); 3rd century AD -gully 
[720] with one fill and 291 bones (N2=111); 4th century AD- pit [838] with three fills and 161 bones 
(N2=26), pit [3045] with two fills and sixty-five bones (N2=50) and pit [3047] with two fills and 108 
bones (N2=56); Roman - ditches [732] with three fills and eighty-four bones (N2=25), [3121] and 
[4045] each with one fill and 500 bones (N2=110) and sixty bones (N2=60) respectively, and pit [4234] 
with two fills and 107 bones (N2=52). Some of these larger assemblages can be included amongst the 
small number of well preserved bone collections, most notably [3697] from the 4th-century pit [3045]. 

10.13. 7.3 The dominance of cattle and especially of cattle-size fragments continues into the Roman period. 
Again cattle would appear to be heavily represented by head parts, mainly teeth. This is clearly related 
to the poor overall state of the bones. Another indication of this is the rather small proportion of bones 
which afford either age or size data (see Table 4). Amongst the remaining major domesticates, 
sheep/goat was fi·equently recovered, while pig was present in only a very few deposits. Of interest 
amongst the sheep/goat collections was the recovery of a bone fi·om a foetal/neonate, this arising from a 
Late Iron Age/early Roman feature [241 0]. This is strong evidence for the local stock raising. 

10.13.7.4 There is a good representation of horse amongst the Roman levels. This species was recovered fi·om 
twenty-four deposits, compared to just eight with pig bones. Most of the horse bones are head parts, 
often composed of loose teeth, these making up the best part of a maxillary or mandibular toothrow. 
However, there are also a number of complete or nearly complete limbbones. It can perhaps be 
assumed, unlike cattle, that these pmts may represent the redeposited remains of whole carcasses. 
Evidence for this disposal pattern is perhaps suggested by the presence of pmtial articulations. Two 
forelimb bones, a radius and a metacarpus, were recovered from a 2nd-century pit [3521], while a 
fragmented skull and two or three cervical ve1tebrae were found in a 3rd-century gully [702]. While the 
majority of these horse remains were clearly from adult individuals, two were obviously from subadults. 
This evidence could suggest that horses may have been bred in the vicinity of this site (see Potential of 
the data. Research aims). 

10.13.7.5 Other species found include dog, chicken, amphibian and human. Amongst the small number of 
deposits with dog bones there was a partial skeleton from a 2nd-century pit [2008] and three skulls, one 
from a 3rd-century pit [1843] and a two from a 4th-century pit [838]. All where from adult individuals, 
apart from the juvenile skull representing one of the two skulls from [838]. Chicken and amphibian 
were limited to just one deposit each, both dated to the 4th century AD. The former was recovered from 
fill [3697] (hand recovered and sieved) within pit [3045], and the latter species from fill [1067] (sample 
only) within pit [838]. 

1 0.13. 7.6 Human bones were scattered amongst a relatively large number of deposits, clearly indicative of a high 
level of redeposition. It can be assumed that these were removed from nearby graves, a proportion of 
which survived. A small quantity of these bones were calcined, suggesting the presence of both 
inhumations and cremations. Animal bones were recovered from a few graves and also from a 
suspected cremation. In each case, judging by the lack of articulation and burning and the general 
similarity of these assemblages to those found in other feature types, it seems probable that they 
represent redeposited domestic waste rather than grave goods. 

10.13.8 Saxon 
10.13.10.1 There were just two deposits dated to this period, these providing a total of just 39 bones weighing 

0.13kg, all from hand collection. Almost all these bones were taken from a horizontal spread [3354], 
this actually containing no more than about 3 bones composed of two cattle-size fragments and a horse 
maxilla. 

10.13.9 Potential 
10.13.9.1 Recovery and condition: It can be seen that the recovery programme was good, with hand collection 

augmented by a more than adequate sieving programme. The use of the latter recovery method should 
have provided information on the full range of species exploited/present at this site. This, however, was 
clearly not the case, due to the woeful condition of the bones. Apart from a small number of 
assemblages, it can be assumed that the entire collection will be biased towards the survival of the 
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larger bones and hence, of the larger species, as cattle and horse. There will undoubtedly also be a bias 
against the survival of bones from younger animals. 

10.13.9.2 Dating: The dating is generally good, with good differentiation between Iron Age and Roman 
subperiods. It can be seen that there is an overlap between these two major periods and also that several 
deposits could not be accurately dated within the Roman period. While this is an obvious hindrance to 
any comparative analysis, there is scope for better definition depending on a more thorough review of 
the dating and stratigraphic evidence. The Saxon dating evidence is less forthcoming, where the dates 
are clearly wide due to the absence of material which could be more accurately dated. 

1 0.13.9.3 Quantity: There would appear to be moderately large quantities of bones within a proportion of the 
subperiod assemblages. Taking fragmentation into account, and therefore using the N2 totals, the better 
represented subperiods include Middle Iron Age and the individual Roman subperiods from the 2nd 
century AD onwards. It can be suggested that these collections are sufficiently large to accommodate 
comparative analyses, although such analyses will be improved perhaps by combining these subperiods 
into an early and a later period. 

10.13.9.4 Is there any evidence regarding the nature and/or status of the Iron Age and Roman settlements? 
There are two major issues here, the possibility of evidence for Romanization (here following the 
arguments described in King 1984) and evidence concerning any changes in subsistence strategies 
between the major periods and/or within the Roman period. With both issues, it is important to stress 
that the dating evidence is sufficiently good to enable comparisons between the Iron Age, early Roman 
and late Roman periods. Of some concern, however, is the noted poor condition of the site assemblage. 
While this is obviously a limiting factor, it can be suggested, due to the similar condition of the bones 
across the site, that the majority of assemblages will be similarly biased. With the first issue, the degree 
of Romanization is assumed to be directly related to the proportion of cattle bones. Obviously, at this 
site, there is a marked bias towards the survival of larger animals. So the recognition of Romanization 
will depend not so much on the perceived dominance of cattle bones, but on any change in the 
proportion of cattle relative to the other domesticates between the Iron Age through to Late Roman 
occupation periods. Regarding the second issue, there is certainly a likelihood of a bias against the 
survival of young individuals and against the smaller domesticates in general. This essentially leaves the 
adult cattle. Here it should be possible to establish the range of ages within this age group, with 
particular emphasis on the propmtion of young and old adults. This information could suggest whether 
there were changes in the intensity of production of particular items, as meat or milk, and may also 
indicate the importance of work animals and, by implication, the extent of arable farming. 

10.13.10 Research questions that can be addressed: 
• What evidence is there for the size and/or type of major domesticates and other animals used at this 

site? 
There are a few measurable bones from the Iron Age and Roman levels. One avenue of research could be 

a comparison of the size of cattle between these two major periods, here following evidence for an 
apparent increase in size as early as the lst century AD, as shown for example at Winnall Down 
(Maltby 1981). There are also a number of dog bones, including three skulls, all Roman, which can be 
compared to the information compiled for Roman dogs by Harcourt (1974). 

• What could be suggested from the relatively good representation of horse? 
A notable aspect of the Roman assemblage is the apparently good representation of horse bones. These 

bones, judging from their level of completeness and also by the presence of partial articulations, are 
unlikely to represent food waste. Of particular interest is the presence of a small number of young 
horses. From this evidence it could be suggested that this site may have been involved in the breeding of 
horses or perhaps in their training. 

• Is there evidence for ritual activity? 
The presence of graves and inhumations are clear indications of ritual. It was mentioned that the animal 

bones recovered from these features appear to be similar to those recovered from the other deposits. 
This similarity does not necessarily negate the possibility that they do indeed represent some aspect of 
the burial and perhaps post-burial ritual process. However, it can be suggested that this evidence is 
probably insufficient to clearly establish any link between the animal bones and ritual activity. 

10.13.11 Recommendations and method of analysis 
10.13 .11.1 The previous section highlights a number of issues which could be answered by an analysis of certain 

sections of the site assemblage. Essentially, it is recommended that the better dated and more substantial 
subperiod assemblages should be recorded. There is a possibility that a number of other assemblages, 
perhaps especially from the general 'Roman' period (see Table 1), could be added to this list, following 
a detailed review of the stratigraphic and dating evidence. The individual subperiods will probably need 
to be combined in order to increase the size of the relevant collections. It should then be possible to 
make valid comparisons between the Middle Iron Age, early Roman and late Roman collections. 
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I 0.13.11.2 The issues wmih further consideration include species representation, exploitation strategies and the 
size/type of the domesticates. The analysis should proceed by concentrating on those bones which can 
be identified to species, with records made of species, skeletal part, ageing data (tooth eruption and 
wear, and epiphysis fusion) and size data (alllongbone length measurements plus various dimensions of 
fused later fusing epiphyses and homcores). All this information will be recorded onto a post
assessment database set up at MoLSS using Microsoft Access. 

10.13.11.3 A necessary pmi of the write-up process will be a review of sites with similarly dated animal bone 
assemblages. 

10.14 Shell by Nicola Powell 
10.14.1 Twenty-six pieces and some tiny fragments of shell were collected during the excavation. Three pieces 

of fossil were found in contexts 862, 989 and 3358. Only one piece of oyster shell was found. It was 
recovered from ditch 3301 (3976) and is a small fi-agment of the bottom valve. The remainder of the 
assemblage consists oflarge land snails and small unidentified snails. 

10.14.2 All the shell is lised in Appendix 14. No further work is recommended. 

I O.I5 Leather artefacts by Angela Wardle 
10.15.1 Leather objects were recovered from feature 838, contexts 1067 and 1069, and feature 3310, context 

3990, both pits. The artefacts have not been given accession numbers. No. I has been stabilized but the 
remaining objects are wet. 

10.15.2 Object I [3310] (3990) Leather shoe. Hob-nailed shoe, length 170mm. The bottom unit is almost 
complete. The sole is heavily nailed, the outer row about 20mm apart, with two rows of nails within this 
border and more in the forepart, filling the space. In addition to the sole, the bottom unit of the shoe has 
a middle sole and insole, which is quite worn and where the marks of the nails can be seen on the 
surface. Three thong slots are visible running along the length of the shoe, used during the construction 
of the shoe, either for attaching the insole to the middle sole, or for attaching an upper while the sole 
was being nailed (Rhodes 1980, 1 09). Part of the heel stiffener also survives with visible stitching holes. 
As with Roman shoes from most sites, the uppers have not survived. The size approximates to a modern 
child size 10 and the nailing pattern is quite heavy for a child's shoe. The shoe is well preserved and 
demonstrates various features of shoe construction. 

10.15.3 Object 2 [3310] (3990) ?Leather shoe (wet). Soil block containing at least one fragment of leather, 
which may be from a shoe, although no hobnails are immediately visible. Removal of soil 
recommended and stabilization of the leather prior to identification. 

10.15.4 Object 3 [838] (1067) Leather shoe (wet). Fragment of nailed shoe. Part ofthe insole and middle sole 
survive, with a thong remaining in situ on the forepart, which secures the two elements. Traces of four 
additional slots remain, along the centre and at the waist. Nail holes can be seen where they have 
pierced the insole, but no nails now remain. Surviving length 215mm. Stabilization recommended. 
Small scraps from sample <8> add no further information. 

10.15.5 4 [838] (1069) Leather shoe (wet). Fragments of a nailed shoe. One (length 40mm) may be part of a 
heel stiffener, but apart fiom noting their presence, the scraps are too small for further comment. It is 
possible that as they appear to come from the same feature as No. 3, they may be from the same shoe, 
but this is by no means certain. 

10.15.6 The shoes are of Roman date, and of types commonly found on Roman settlements, although without 
the uppers, their type and date cannot be determined more precisely. Both came from Roman pits. No. I 
is well preserved and demonstrates aspects of Roman shoe construction and fragments of at least two 
and perhaps four shoes appear to be present. Examination in relation to the site stratigraphy may suggest 
that the shoes came originally from burials, which were found in the area, in which they would have 
additional significance as grave goods and should be discussed as such. 

10.15.7 It is recommended that the soil block is washed and that the wet leather is stabilized for further 
examination and the archive. Analysis of the objects within the site context and a short publication 
report is recommended, with illustration ofNo. 1. 

I O.I6 Macroscopic Plant and Insect Remains by Mark Robinson 
10.16.1 During the excavation, 159 samples, mostly of 10-20 litres, were taken from a range of contexts. A 

further seven samples were of pieces of charcoal found during the excavation. 
10.16.2 The samples were floated onto a 0.3mm mesh. Where waterlogged remains were noticed, the flots were 

bagged wet, otherwise the flots were dried. The dry flots were then scanned under a binocular microscope 
for charcoal and other carbonized plant remains. The charred seeds and chaff observed were identified and 
an estimate made of their abundance. Charcoal from the flots and also the excavated fragments was broken 
transversely and examined at up to x50 magnification. While this is an appropriate means for the 
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identification of ring-porous species (Ulmus, Quercus and Fraxinus), the other identifications must be 
regarded as tentative. The wet flots were scanned in water under a binocular microscope for identifiable 
waterlogged macroscopic plant and insect remains. The remains observed were identified and an estimate 
made of their abundance. Results are given in Appendix 15, Tables 1-5 for those samples to contain 
extensive remains. In addition, it was noted that Sample 123 from Context 6074 contains much chaned 
unidentifiable root wood. 

10.16.3 Carbonized Plant Remains (excluding charcoal) 
Remains are only present in ten out of the 159 flots but are present in very high concentrations in Samples 
61, 78 and 103. Sample 61 from Context 4287, contains in excess of 1000 cereal grains, particularly 
Triticum spelta (spelt wheat) and over 500 fragments, again mostly from T. spelta. Remains of other cereals 
and weeds are sparse. Sample 78 from Context 4754 likewise contains much grain and chaff of spelt wheat, 
but there is also a significant component of hulled Hordeum vulgare (hulled six-row barley) represented by 
both grain and chaff. Weed seeds, particularly Rumex sp., (dock) and Galium aparine (goosegrass), are also 
more abundant than in Sample 61. Sample 103, from Context 4376, contains about 100 cereal grains, most 
of which are badly preserved but some can be identified as T. spelta. Some T. spelt a chaff is present and 
weed seeds, particularly Vicia or Lathyrus sp. (vetch or tare) are well represented. The remains in these 
three samples show that relatively large-scale crop processing was occurring on the site but curiously, crop
processing remains are entirely absent from the 15 samples that were taken from the com-drier. No other 
sample contains more than 20 charred items and the remains in them need be no more than material from a 
general background scatter of crop-processing debris on the site. 

10.16.4 Charcoal 
Charcoal is only present in 24 of the 159 flots but two of them, Samples 48 and 88, contain very large 
quantities of charcoal indeed. Sample 48 was from Context 3652, which is interpreted as a "fire pit", 
comprises Quercus sp. (oak). Samples 88 was from Context 5056, cremation material, and mostly 
comprises cf. Prunus sp. (sloe, plum etc) but there is also much Quercus sp. Two other cremations, Sample 
47 from Context 3680 and Sample 85 from Context 4976, also contain much cf. Prunus sp. charcoal and 
there is a little Quercus charcoal in Sample 85. Smaller quantities of charcoal are present in four other 
cremations: Samples 80 and 81 from Feature 3909, Sample 84 fi·om Context 4970, Sample 94 from Context 
5272 and Sample 98 from Context 5292. cf. Prunus sp., cf. Pomoideae (hawthom, apple etc), Quercus sp. 
and Fraxinus excelsior (ash) are all represented in these cremations. The only other flots to contain more 
than a trace of charcoal are Sample 59 from Feature 3505, with much Quercus sp. charcoal and Sample 78 
fi"om Context 4754, with charcoal of Alnus or Cmylus sp. (alder or hazel), Quercus sp. and Fraxinus 
excelsior (ash). The hand-excavated charcoal adds possible Clematis vitalba (old man's beard) and Ulmus 
sp (ash) to the trees and shrubs represented by charcoal. 

10.16.5 Waterlogged Remains 
Badly preserved, unidentifiable woody plant remains are present in many of the flots. However, identifiable 
plant remains (mostly seeds) are only present in five of them: Samples 2, 8, 9, 41 and 107. Insect remains 
are only present in Samples 8 and 107. Sample 2 from Context 197 and Sample 107 from Context 5671 are 
both dominated by remains of woody species such as Rubus fruticosus agg. (blackberry), Prunus spinosa 
(sloe), Crataegus cf. monogJma (hawthom) and Cornus sanguinea (dogwood). It is likely that there were 
thorn hedges or scrub adjacent to these deposits. The plant remains from Sample 8 from Context 1067, 
Sample 9 from Context 1069 (both deposits in Feature 838) and Sample 41 from Context 2866 are mostly 
seeds from plants of disturbed or neglected ground likely to have been growing within the settlement 
including Thlaspi arvense (field penny cress), Aethusa cynapium (fool's parsley), Conium maculatum 
(hemlock) and Rumex sp. (dock). A few seeds of grassland plants such as Ranunculus cf. acris (meadow 
buttercup) and Potentilla anserina (silverweed) are also present. Interestingly, both Samples 8 and 9 contain 
bud scales of Populus sp. (poplar). This tree tends to be under-represented in the archaeobotanical record 
because neither its pollen nor its seeds survive in waterlogged deposits. There are a few waterlogged 
remains of cultivated plants. Sample 107 contains a stone of Prunus domestica (plum) while seeds of 
Brassica cf. nigra (black mustard) in Sample 41 could either have been fi·om wild or cultivated plants. 

10.16.6 The insect remains in Samples 8 and 107 are mostly Coleoptera (beetles). There are a few water beetles, 
such as Agabus bipustulatus and Hydraena lesteva, but the majority are species of open tenestrial habitats. 
They include phytophagous grassland species, such as Agrypnus murinus, and scarabaeid dung beetles, such 
as Aphodius sp. and Onthophagus sp. 

10.16.7 Potential for Further Work 
The chatTed plant remains from Samples 61, 78 and 103 have the potential to give useful information on the 
agricultural economy of the site and the types of crop-processing activity that were occuning. The full 
analysis of the charcoal from the cremations would provide details of the wood used on the funeral pyres. 
Full analysis of the waterlogged macroscopic plant and insect remains would have the potential to provide 
much information on the environment of the site and the pastoral activity occurring on it. The results could 
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usefully be compared with those from other Roman sites on the gravels of the upper Thames Valley. The 
evidence for the occurrence of poplar trees is of patticular interest and charcoal has not been studied from 
other Roman cremation cemeteries on the upper Thames gravels. 

10.16.8 A summmy of recommended further work is given at 13.11 

10.17 Wood and charcoal by Rowena Gale 
10.17.1 This report includes the assessment of 22 samples of waterlogged wood and 4 samples of charcoal from 

pits, ditches and a gully terminus dated to the Iron Age and Roman periods. The wood samples 
generally consisted of numerous fragments of round wood, sometimes mixed with larger wood. Sample 
3692 included worked timbers. Three or four fragments were selected from each sample to indicate the 
range of species and character of the wood. Appendix 16 lists all the material 

I 0.17.2 The wood samples were very soft and extremely degraded. The samples were prepared for examination 
using standard methods (Gale and Cutler 2000). Thin wood sections were mounted on microscope 
slides and examined using transmitted light on a Nikon Labophot-2 microscope at magnifications up to 
x400. 

10.17.3 The charcoal was firm and well preserved. Samples were prepared for examination using standard 
methods (Gale and Cutler 2000), supported in washed sand and examined using incident light on a 
Nikon Labophot-2 microscope at magnifications up to x400. The anatomical structures of both wood 
and charcoal were matched to prepared reference slides of modem wood. 

I 0.17.4 When possible, the maturity of the wood was assessed (i.e. heartwood/ sapwood), and stem diameters 
and the number of growth rings were recorded. 

10.17.5 The taxa identified and the potential ofthe samples for further identification work are recorded Table I 
and discussed below. Group names are given when anatomical differences between related genera are 
too slight to allow secure identification to genus level. These include members of the Pomoideae 
(Crataegus, Malus, Pyrus and Sorbus), Leguminosae (Ulex and Cytisus) and Salicaceae (Salix and 
Populus). Where a genus is represented by a single species in the British flora this is named as the most 
likely origin of the wood, given the provenance and period, but it should be noted that it is rarely 
possible to name individual species from wood featmes, and exotic species of trees and shrubs were 
introduced to Britain from an early period (Godwin 1956; Mitchell 1974). Classification follows that of 
Flora Europaea (Tutin, Heywood et all964-80). 

I 0.17.6 In many instances, the extremely poor condition of the wood samples prevented their identification and, 
although there was usually a generous amount of material available for examination, relatively little 
data was recorded (see Table I). The samples mostly appeared to consist of round wood ranging from 
twiggy material up to about 20mm or more in diameter. The species identified from this type of context 
(mostly from pits) included elder (Sambucus sp.), gorse (Ulex sp.) or broom (Cytisus sp.), willow (Salix 
sp.) or poplar (Populus sp.), blackthorn (Prunus spinosa), alder (Alnus glutinosa) and ash (Fraxinus 
excelsior). Sometimes fragments from large wood were also present and/ or wood chips with tool marks 
(perhaps representing wood working or tree felling waste). Possible tool-marks were noted on some 
pieces of roundwood, suggesting an artefactual origin, but, in general, the material had the appearance 
of naturally accumulated tree debris- although it is difficult to suggest why this type of material should 
have occmTed so abundantly in these pits. 

10.17.7 Five large pieces of worked oak (Quercus sp.) wood (context 3692) were almost certainly structmal. 
Samples 78 and 79 from pit 3848 contained oak (Quercus sp.) and hazel (Corylus avellana) roundwood, 
both 30mm in diameter, and both pmtially bmnt. These could represent either fuel debris or burnt 
structural remains. 

I 0.17.8 The charcoal samples, recovered from the gully slot (1106), gully terminus (3865), ditch (5056) and pit 
(2866), are likely to have derived from fuel debris and indicated the use of oak (Quercus sp.), ash 
(Fraxinus excelsior) and blackthorn (Prunus spinosa) (see Table 1). The anatomical structure of the 
charcoal was consistent with the following taxa or groups of taxa: 

Aceraceae. Acer campestre L., field maple 
Betulaceae. Alnus glutinosa L., alder 
Caprifoliaceae. Sambucus nigra L, elder 
Corylaceae. Corylus avelfana L., hazel 
Fagaceae. Quercus spp.,, oak 
Oleaceae. Fraxinus excelsior L., ash 
Leguminosae. Cytisus scoparius (L.) Link, broom; Ulex spp., gorse. These taxa are 

anatomically similar. 
Rosaceae. Subfamilies: 

Pomoideae which includes Crataegus spp., hawthorn; Malus sp., apple; Pyrus sp., pear; 
Sorbus spp., rowan, service tree and whitebeam. These taxa are anatomically similar. 
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Prunoideae: Prunus spinosa L., blackthorn 
Salicaceae. Salix spp., willow, and Populus spp., poplar. These taxa are anatomically similar. 

10.17.9 Potential for further identification: Despite the abundance of waterlogged wood in many of these 
samples, few contained suitable material for identification and the wood was frequently too degraded to 
produce useful results. Further identification is not recommended for any of the waterlogged wood 
samples except from context 197 from which the larger fragments may produce extra data. The charcoal 
from the ditch context 5056, however, has more potential and it is recommended that this sample should 
be examined in full. The remaining 3 samples of charcoal have already been fully identified (see Table 
1 ). 

10.17 .I 0 The assessment stage of this project has identified a range of woody taxa from both waterlogged wood 
and charcoal recovered from pits, ditches and gullies. While the charcoal is likely to have derived from 
fuel deposits, the origin of the waterlogged wood was generally less ce1tain since much of it included 
relatively large quantities of twiggy material, round wood of various widths and pieces of larger wood, 
all of which could have derived from natural deposits of tree debris. Some wood samples, however, 
were clearly artefactual, for example timbers in context 3692, and tool-marks on some small fragments 
were also of interest. 

10.17.11 The data obtained in this study has local environmental implications for the Iron Age and Roman 
periods. It also demonstrates the artefactual use of wood and timber for both structural purposes and 
fuel. While it is acknowledged that most samples do not warrant fwther examination, it is recommended 
that those from contexts 197 and 5056 should be identified in full. The resulting data should be collated 
with that included in this report, with the aim of presenting a full report on the contemporary woodland 
environmental and the use of local resources. Some contexts may be more securely dated when pottery 
finds have been examined, thus allowing closer links to specific periods of occupation. 

11 Summary of the significance of the data 
11.1 The remains uncovered by the excavations clearly relate to a long history of use of the area during an 

important period in the development of British society. A large organized landscape was revealed, 
including at least three phases of a droveway bounded by ditches, and several distinct sequences of 
enclosures also marked by ditches. Evidence for occupation within this area seems mostly to relate to 
the early phases, before the imposition of the major boundaries, although clusters of houses may have 
been set side by side with smaller individual stock enclosures. Even the numerous pits, presumed to 
have been used for rubbish disposal, could have been located well away from residential areas. 

11.2 The scale of the area excavated allows a detailed examination of the development of landscape use 
which goes beyond the traditional focus on questioning whether 'continuity' or 'change' can be 
discerned. As is already clear, both continuity and change can often be demonstrated, depending on the 
scale of the investigation and the perspective of the observer. Here, the initial work has concentraated 
purely on phasing, producing a picture of the shifting of similar patterns of activity within an 
increasingly densely managed landscape which can apparently be used as evidence for either side of the 
case. A more detailed examination of the nature of the activities themselves will be required to allow a 
more positive judgement to be formed. 

11.3 The apparent opening up to agriculture of new areas of landscape, or at least a more formal marking of 
boundaries, just before the Roman conquest in many areas (Haselgrove et al. 2001, 29) may be difficult 
to disentangle from large-scale re-organization of land holdings resulting from the conquest; the 
chronology of this development is of vital importance, and the relatively small number of definitively 
late Iron Age features at Horcott suggests this is likely to remain a problem. Major landscape features 
and general alignments appear to have been relatively long-lived, although details of the layout around 
these changed constantly, and the focus of occupation areas shifted over time. Tracing the impact of 
influences such as the Roman conquest on this shifting pattern will depend on tight dating, probably not 
at present achievable. Hingley and Miles (1984, 65) have pointed out the problems caused by our 
inability to date the late Iron Age developments with accuracy, but whether immediately prior to the 
Roman conquest, or consequent upon it, it is apparent that major changes in the landscape belong within 
the late Iron Age cultural milieu. A picture of growing nucleation of settlement replacing a more 
dispersed Middle Iron Age pattern seems increasingly clear, and the increasingly bounded landscape is 
undoubtedly a product of this same process. 

11.4 Reece's (1984) longue duree approach to landscape change and the attendant changes in argicultural 
practice and social articulation might not meet with universal acceptance, but his emphasis on periods 
of continuity across traditional 'period boundaries' with short bursts of change within archaeologically
defined periods, provides a valuable reminder of the scales at which archaeology can operate. The 
evidence from the current project seems largely to fall into place alongside his broad characterization of 

23 



the pace of change in the Cotswolds, where the major dislocations occur just before the Roman 
conquest (the 'Bagendon transition') and in the middle of the Roman period, here during the broadly 
defined 2nd-3rd century phase. The Late Iron Age (if it really exists as a distinct period in this context) 
appears to have little relationship with the Middle Iron Age, but forms a single 'period' running into the 
'early Roman' era, with little change detectable in rural society in the half-century or so following the 
conquest. Minor reorganization of the landscape here, as in many areas, can be dated to the early 2nd 
century, and a more major dislocation occurs in the 2nd-3rd century, probably later in that range. It is at 
once apparent that this appears to correspond closely with the developmental sequence at Claydon Pike 
(Miles, 1984) at least for the earlier life of the site; this comparison will need to be tested and explored 
more fully, allowing conclusions to be drawn for the broader landscape. 

11.5 Also of significance are the few deposits of human remains. These formed distinct clusters in the 
corners of enclosures alongside the droveway, rather than being concentrated in a single cemetery. A 
detailed study of their spatial and chronological patterning may reveal changing patterns of deposition 
and changing priorities in the uses of each enclosure. At present, dating for both the inhumations and 
cremations is not closely resolved, but it may be possible to refine this. There appear to be two deposits 
of cremated bone (not cremation burials as such) in Iron Age roundhouse gullies, and the rest of the 
human remains can apparently be dated to the 2nd or 3rd centuries. The lack of Late lron Age burials is 
odd, but the focus of the Phase 3 occupation seems to have been further north than in Phases 2 and 4-5. 
It is interesting that inhumation and cremation appear to have been practised side by side in Phases 4 
and 5, as this is normally rare, although the resolution of the dating here does require refinement. 
However, very little of either burial rite is likely to be reconstructible in any case, as the remains were 
generally in poor condition, the grave cuts extremely shallow, and accompanying grave goods very 
sparse. Indeed, in several cases, there was no separate grave cut and the remains were deposited in 
existing features, notably the cremated remains in ditch 7011. Several features closely resembling grave 
cuts contained no humain remains (notably to the west of the droveway, where plough damage appears 
to have been most severe) but may need to be considered as possibly originally having been further 
graves. Although clustered, there is no indication that the small number of burials recovered were ever 
part of a larger cemetery, nor does their number suggest a substantial population anywhere nearby. No 
pyre sites were identified, nor anything resembling a mortuary encosure. 

11.6 A similarly dense Iron Age and Roman landscape has been recorded extending over a wide area, 
encompassing Roughground Farm, Lechlade, some 6km to the east ( Alien et al. 1993) and Claydon 
Pike ( 4km north-east) (Hingley and Miles 1984). This density of occupation and of land management is 
exceptional, and attests not only to the richness of the ancient landscape but also to the quality of 
preservation in the region. 

11.8 The material recovered includes significant pottery and animal bone assemblages, although only small 
quantities of other classes of finds. The environmental evidence, while not abundant, is a significant 
addition to a limited database for the area. 

11.1 Research questions which can be addressed 
11.1.1 The recent publication of a national framework for research into the British Iron Age, under the 

auspices of The Prehistoric Society and the Iron Age Research Seminar (Haselgrove et al. 2001) has 
provided a clear direction for this period's research priorities. This site provides data which can usefully 
address a number of the issues highlighted. Generally, a move towards examining whole landscapes, 
rather than what would traditionally be classed as 'sites' in isolation is recommended (ibid, 10-12). In 
this regard, the elucidation of patterns oflanduse relating to field systems must be an important step, not 
least in providing a chronological framework for the apparent expansion of the area of land that was 
specifically bounded in this way. The move from an outwardly unbounded landscape to one that was 
actively and conspicuously controlled is usually assumed to have accompanied the movement towards 
increasing nucleation of settlement in southern England, along with an increasing differentiation 
between different settlement types, and also usually assumed to accompany the growth of oppida. 
However, over most of the country, this model still lacks the rigorous control of chronology which is 
fundamental to its formulation, nor have sufficient landscapes been studied in relation to the settlement 
sites of the period to allow their relationships to be established. The extensive mapping of the Iron Age 
landscape developing around the Lechlade/Fairford area makes this arguably one of the most promising 
areas in the country in which to make progress in this aspect of research. 

11.1.2 The agenda published by Haselgrove et al. (200 1) lists the Upper Thames Valley as an area with a well
established framework, where testing of new interpretations and models can proceed from a (relatively) 
firm basis. The Cotswolds is seen as an area with a moderate development towards a workable regional 
framework for the Iron Age. In such areas, integration of new and existing data is seen as the key 
requirement. A key conclusion is the need for greater and more standardized quantification and 
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contextual information in reports on all types of sites. The finds assemblages should therefore be 
published, accompanied by detailed contextual referencing, phasing and quantification. Ideally, 
wherever possible, these should be made compatible or at least comparable with recent research in the 
area. Crucial questions remain those centred on chronology (smprisingly few radiocarbon dates are 
available for the Iron Age in the area, for example) and processes of change. 

11.1.3 Environmental data for both the Iron Age and Roman periods are still comparatively scarce in the 
region (Darvill, 1987, 145); the assemblages from this site, although small, have added significance in 
this light. 

11.1.4 For the Roman period, many of the same questions remain valid, and the prosepcts are similarly good. 
In particular, the impetus behind any changes from the Iron Age needs to be addressed, as do changes in 
the land-use regime within the Roman period itself. As for the Iron Age, the recent publication of a 
national research agenda (James and Millett 2001) places these topics firmly in context. The transitional 
periods at both ends of the Roman era are key concerns. This site will not make any significant 
contribution to the debate regarding the Roman-Saxon transition. However, the late Iron Age to Roman 
tTansition is certainly represented and there appears to be significant evidence of change, which is not 
the case quite as often as might be expected. Do any of the roundhouses, for example, continue into the 
Roman period (as is increasingly recognized)? and to what extent do changes in the Roman landscape 
represent a fundamental break with the past as opposed to 'organic' development? 

11.1.5 Rural settlement patterns, landscape organization, and the articulation of social relationships in the 
landscape, are currently highlighted research topics (Taylor 2001; cf, Smith 1997). Recent years have 
seen substantial bodies of research in Gloucestershire, which offers outstanding potential to explore the 
relationship of this lower end of the rural settlement pattern with the well-known evidence from 
Corinium and the richer villas, perhaps exploring the reality behind the postulated dichotomy between 
separate 'villa' and 'native' economies (Dark and Dark 1997). Gloucestershire is often held out as 
displaying a very sharp divide between the villa-dominated Cotswolds and the villa-free Thames 
Valley, which is not entirely convincingly explained by Fulford's suggestion (1992) that it is simply 
down to lack of building stone (on the gravels, as in the Fens). Lechlade, for example, was a very 
closely comparable location, but there we do see the development of a villa (Alien et al. 1993); so what 
is the difference at Horcott? Noticeably, there was no late Iron Age phase at Lechlade, only early and 
middle, although: a> features below the villa may not have been fully explored, and b> it may be a 
question of just a different pottery assemblage and the dates may be be permitted some overlap in any 
case; or c> Gloucestershire's villas are predominantly late (late 3rd/4th century) and Horcott was not 
occupied late enough to develop into a villa estate (or the villa itself lay in a different part of the estate)? 
The latter possibility, of course, simply deflects the question from 'why was there no villa' to 'why did 
occupation here not last into the period of the villa boom? All of these are topics which can only be 
addressed by detailed contextual examination of well-quantified, securely stratified data. 

11.1.6 One possible approach to maping social change is to explore the use of standard units of measurement 
in field layout, which can cettainly be attempted here. 

11.1.7 The burials offer the possibility of detailed studies of demographics and the nature of the rites 
performed, but only on a limited scale. The data obtained will, nevertheless, certainly contribute to 
wider studies, and within the context of this site, chronological and spatial patterning should be 
explored to add to the appreciation of landscape use. 

12 Conclusions 

12.1 The excavations at Totterdown Lane have revealed a complex landscape, used and occupied over a long 
period. Although dating is cunently somewhat tentative for many individual componnents of the site, 
sufficient stratigraphy survived to allow a secure relative phasing to be applied to the main features. 

12.2 The data recovered have the potential to pennit significant advances in addressing questions of rural 
economic change, landscape use and development from the middle Iron Age to the middle Roman 
period, and should advance studies of the articulation between different types of landscape within the 
region. 

12.3 The findings should be fully published in a suitable academic format. Trans Bristol Gloucs Archaeol 
Soc is one possibility, although the size of the project perhaps makes it more suitable for treatment as a 
monograph. 
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13 Updated Project Design 

13.1 Site structure, stratigraphy, morphology and context 
13.1.1 Further work will centre on detailed correlation of the ceramic assemblage with the stratigraphic data 

which may refine the chronology of the site. this will also entail a cetain amount of revision to the 
databases, and must be completed before any other analysis tasks commence. 

13.1.2 Beyond this, the site's patteming appears to be relatively straightforward, and already apparent, so that 
research will focus on placing it firmly in its local and regional setting. 

13 .1.3 Some initial problems in mis-identification of some finds prior to assessment , especially those derived 
from sieving, will be rectified, and complete assemblages re-combined for analysis. 

13 .1.5 Further time is required for production of illustrations, the integration of specialist reports, and editing. 
13 .1.4 Task List (stratigraphy and site structure) 

refining chronology 
background research 
descriptive text 
liaison 

3 days 
3 days 
3 days 
3 days 
4 days 
6 days 
5 days 
27 days 

13.2 
13.2.1 

13.2.2 

13.2.3 

13.2.4 

13.2.5 
13.2.6 

13.3 
13.3 .1 

Pottery 

text editing 
production of illustrations 
final editing 
total 

Fmther work should allow greater refinement of the chronology against the horizontal stratigraphy of 
the site. Consideration of sherd condition may assist in looking at site formation processes. 
Comparison of the Horcott group with already published or unpublished (forthcoming) material from 
other large gravel sites in the region such as Thornhill Farm, Gravelly Guy, Old Shifford, and Claydon 
Pike amongst others, may help to refine the dating. They should also provide useful comparative groups 
against which to look for patterns in supply and vessel usage across quite a wide territory. 
The Roman material is more diverse. The presence of a small number of imports raises its otherwise 
very typical local profile somewhat and it will be of some interest to establish whether the more exotic 
material is focussed on any one area of the site. The material suggests an intensification of use of the 
landscape from the early 2nd century but one that appears to be in decline or producing less cultural 
material from the early 4th century. 
Whilst there is a growing body of evidence for Saxon occupation in the area, material of this date is still 
somewhat rare so any addition to the growing corpus is welcome. Broadly comparable material has 
been found at Latton, Lechlade and around Cirencester although it should be noted that the fabric of the 
Fairford material is not directly comparable to these groups suggesting another source. A petrological 
examination by thin section could undoubtedly provide some useful information in terms of likely 
source, which may prove to be the Thames Valley. However, it should be noted that this material is not 
from secure contexts, so the value of such work on this particular site must be diminished. 
No further work is required for the post-medieval wares. 
Task List (pottery) 

Human bone 

Checking of identifications and updating of database 
Drawing- c 40-50 sherds 
Comparative/ library work 
Prepare tables 
Prepare repmt 
Total 

3 days 
3 days 
I day 
1day 
2 days 
10 days 

The condition of preservation of individual bones as a consequence of burial practice will be noted and 
efficiency of recovery will be calculated by comparison of the number of bones recovered with that 
expected from the total number of burials. The age of immature individuals will be estimated using 
dental development and state of epiphyseal fusion (Bass 1995, Brothwell 1981) and diaphyseal lengths 
(Ferembach, Schwidetzky and Stloukal 1980, Hoffman 1979, Sundiek 1978, Ubelaker 1989). The age 
of adults will be estimated by tooth wear stages (Broth well 1981 ), fusion of cranial sutures (Meindl and 
Lovejoy 1985) and morphology of the pubic symphysis (Brooks and Suchey 1990). Sex will be 
estimated using skull and pelvic dimorphism (Ferembach et al., 1980, Brothwell 1981) and tooth crown 
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dimorphism (Rosing 1983). Conventional cranial and post-cranial measurements will be taken (Bass 
1995, Broth well I 981) and long bone lengths will be employed in the estimation of stature, using the 
appropriate regression equations (Trotter and Glcser 1952, 1958). Non- metric traits will be recorded 
(Brothwell 1981) and used in the attempted elucidation of family relationship. General pathology 
(Ortner and Putschar 1981), dental disease, infectious disease (Rogers and Waldron 1989) and joint 
disease (Rogers and Waldron I 995) will be recorded. 

13.3.2 Task List (human bone) 
Record the articulated burials (four@ 2 per day, four@ 4 per day) 
Write report 
Total 

13.4 Cremated Human Bone 

3 days 
2 days 
5 days 

13 .4.1 Analysis will follow the writer's standard procedure (McKinley 1994, 5-6). All unsorted <4mm residues 
will be subject to a rapid scan at this stage to extract any identifiable material osseous or artefactual. 

13 .4.2 The analysis of the human bone will aim to cover several areas of study; 
13.4.2.1 The nature of the cremation-related deposit: Currently it is not always apparent what type of deposit is 

represented by each context or associated group of contexts. This, together with the formation processes 
of a deposit or group of associated deposits will be assessed using the data collected during osteological 
analysis in corroboration with the site records. The analysis should allow deduction of aspects of the 
mortuary rituals and rites reflected in the archaeological record (McKinley 2000a). 

13 .4.2.2 Demography: Minimum numbers will be ascertained, together with the age and sex of the individual 
where possible. In some cases it may not be possible to be more precise than 'immature' or 'adult', but 
closer age ranges should be achieved in most. Similarly with sexing, it may be anticipated that the sex 
of individuals will be asce1tained within c. 50-60% of cases. 

13.4.2.3 Pathology: No evidence of pathological lesions was observed in the rapid scan, however, it is 
anticipated that some will be present. A record of lesions with be made and diagnosis made where 
appropriate. 

13.4.2.4 Pyre technology and aspects of cremation rites and rituals: Although none were observed in the scan, 
any pyre goods will be extracted in the early stages of analysis and forwarded to the appropriate 
specialist. It should be possible to extract data pertaining to the efficiency of cremation and post
cremation rituals (McKinley 2000b) including, for the urned burials excavated in spits, evidence for 
formation processes. 

13 .4.4 Task List (cremated human bone) 
Analysis of cremated human bone 11-om 14 contexts, plus rep01ting 5.5 days 

13.5 Fired Clay 
13.5.2 Task List (fired clay) 

13.6 Metalwork 

Drawing - one decorated fragment 
Update database 
Summary report 
Total 

0.25 day 
0.125 day 
0.125 day 
0.5 day 

13.6.1 The iron objects should all be subject to x-radiography.No further work is required on the copper alloy 
items. 

13.6.2 The brooch, billhook and possibly one or two or the iron objects, depending on the x-rays, should be 
illustrated. 

13.6.3 Task List (metalwork) 
X-radiography of 128 items 
Illustration 
Total 

** not listed as a time requirement 

13. 7 Glass Bead 

** 
0.5 days 
0.5 days 

13.7.1 It is recommended that further work is carried out to seek further, and more recently published, parallels for 
the bead in order to determine a more precise origin and date. Illustration is recommended, (both drawing 
and photography) and as the object is potentially of display quality, it should be conserved. Drawing of the 
section would be easier before conservation. 

13.7.2 Task List (glass) 
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13.8 Slags 

(finds specialist) Research and repmi 
(illustrator) Draw 
(conservator) Repair and repack object 
Total 

13.8.2 Task List (slags) 
Reporting 

13.9 Leather 
13.9 .2 Task List (leather miefacts) 

13. 10 Animal bone 

Conservation of the wet leather including freeze drying 
Publication report and liaison 
Illustration of leather shoe No.l 
Total 

1 day 
0.5 day 
0.25 day 
1. 75 day 

1 day 

0.25 day 
0.75 day 
0.5 day 
1.5 days 

13.10.1 The issues wmih fmiher consideration include species representation, exploitation strategies and the 
size/type of the domesticates. The analysis should proceed by concentrating on those bones which can 
be identified to species, with records made of species, skeletal part, ageing data (tooth eruption and 
wear, and epiphysis fusion) and size data (alllongbone length measurements plus various dimensions 
of fused later fusing epiphyses and homcores). All this information will be recorded onto a post
assessment database set up at MoLSS using Microsoft Access. 

13.10.2 A necessary part of the write-up process will be a review of sites with similarly dated animal bone 
assemblages. Using the N2 totals, it can be seen that there are about 450 bones (including 150 bones 
from the samples) within the recommended assemblages i.e., those from the Middle Iron Age and 
Roman sub-period assemblages. With recording limited to the identified portions, it is possible that 
the work-rate could be reduced to about 200 bones a day. It was suggested that time should be set 
aside for the possible inclusion of other assemblages. 

13.10.3 Task list (animal bone) 
Recording the chosen hand collected and sieved assemblages 
Recording additional assemblages 
Analysis of the data 
Reviewing contemporary bone assemblages from other sites 
Writing the repmi 
Total 

13. 11 Environmental remains 

2.5 days 
0.5 days 
1.5 days 
1 day 
2 days 
7.5 days 

13.11.1 It is recommended that the charred remains from 61, 78 and 103 be analysed in full. Full identification of 
charcoal should be unde1iaken for the cremation samples 47, 48, 80, 81, 84, 85, 88, 94,98 and consideration 
should be given as to whether the 'fire pit' represented by sample 88 was the site of a funeral pyre. 
Waterlogged macroscopic plant remains should be analysed from Samples 2, 8, 9, 41 and 107. Insects 
should be analysed from Samples 8 and 107. If possible, fresh sub-samples should be used for the extraction 
of waterlogged remains where the flots have already been dried. 

13.11.2 Charcoal samples from contexts 197 and 5056 should also be identified. 
13.11.3 Task List (Environmental remains) 

Sorting of samples for charred remains 
Identification and reporting on charred remains 
Identification and repmiing on charcoal from cremations 
Smiing samples for waterlogged macroscopic plant remains 
Identification and reporting on waterlogged macroscopic plant remains 
Sorting samples for waterlogged insect remains 
Identification and reporting on insect remains 
Total 

13.11.4 Task list (Wood and Charcoal) 
Identify 2 charcoal samples, and report 

13.12 Summary of Illustration tasks 
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5.0 days 
4.0 days 
3.0 days 
5.0 days 
4.0 days 
4.0 days 
3.0 days 
28 days 

2.5 days 



13.12.1 Provision for an illustrator's time has already been allowed in the individual material task lists above; 
the following is a recap and summary, and does not represent additional time, except for the checking 
and corrections. Illustration not undertaken by the specialists named above will be undertaken by Jo 
Richards. 

Pottery; c. 40-50 sherds 
Fired clay; I item 
Metalwork; maximum of 4 items 
Glass bead; I item 
Leather shoe; I item 
Checking proofs/corrections 
Total 

14 Proposals for Publication 

3 days 
0.25 day 
0.5 day 
0.25 day 
0.5 day 
0.5 day 
5 days 

14.1 This significant site should be published in some detail in a suitable academic format. The excavations 
recorded thousands of deposits, often including some stratigraphic complexity, and although the finds 
assemblages were not enormous, the pottery and animal bone amount to a substantial collection. A full 
report would therefore be impracticably long for inclusion in a journal, and it is considered more 
appropriate to publish it as a monograph. 

15 Resources and timetable 

15.1 The project castings have already been agreed. Given the scale of the investigations, the material 
assemblages recovered were not substantially larger than might have been expected. Resources which may 
have been required for study of assemblages which turned out to be smaller than expected can therefore be 
diverted into topics of unexpected interest. 

15.2 The main timetabling requirement is the revision of dating by combining ceramic chronology with 
stratigraphy more closely. Only after this has been completed can meaningful analysis on the other finds 
types commence. However, once begun, none of the analysis tasks should be lengthy. The longest 
requirement in person days is for the environmental remains. The commencement of the metalwork 
analysis cannot be scheduled until the X-rays have been completed but this is not a lengthy process. 

15.3 It is therefore envisaged that a draft publication report should be produced within six-seven months of 
approval of the updated project design. 
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Figure 1. Location of site within Horcott and 
Gloucestershire. 
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Figure 2. Location of site. TLH00/57 
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Figure 3: Plan of all Features TLH00/57 
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Figure 4: Showing principal Iron Age and early Roman features TLH00/57 
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Figure 5: Plan showing phase 4 and 5 Trackway and associated field systems TLH00/57 




