
PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE 

CAMBRIDGE ANTIQUARIAN 

SOCIETY 
(INCORPORATING THE CAMBS & HUNTS 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY) 

VOLUME XIV 
JANUARY 1972 TO DECEMBER 1973 

IMRAY LAURIE NORIE AND WILSON 
'973 



CONTENTS 

Officers and Council of the Society, 1971-72 	 page iv 
Officers and Council of the Society, 1972-73 V 

An Iron Age Site on the Land of the Plant Breeding Institute, Trumpington i 

By lAIN DAVIDSON and GODFREY J. CURTIS 

Roman Godmanchester. III: Emmanuel Knoll 15 
By H. J. M. GREEN 

Notes 25 
By D. M. BROWNE, M. D. CRA'STER, C. B. DENSTON and M. SMITH 

Cambridgeshire Earthwork Surveys 35 
By C. C. TAYLOR 

Late Saxon Settlements in the St Neots Area. III: The Village or Township 
of St Neots 45 

By P. V. ADDYMAN 

The Group of Foreign Stained Glass Windows in Thorney Abbey Church ioi 
By HEINZ OETTLI 

Index 113 



Proc. Camb. Ant. Soc. Vol. LXIV (içy), pp. 45-99. 

LATE SAXON SETTLEMENTS IN THE ST NEOTS AREA 

P. V. ADDYMAN 

III. The village or township at St Neots 
Commercial developments of various types on the Ouse terrace gravels in the 
St Neots area in recent years have revealed a number of Late Saxon settle-
ments. The present paper is the third of the three' which present informa-
tion recorded in excavation prior to their destruction, in this case by house 
building. Specialist reports for all the sites will be given in a fourth paper 
together with an assessment of the contemporary environment, economy 
and material culture. 

SUMMARY 

THE Late Saxon settlement, discovered in 1929-32 by Mr C. F. Tebbutt on the 
eastern edge of St Neots during limited gravel quarrying, again came under threat in 
1961 when local authority and private house building was planned for nearby areas. 
The excavation showed that much of the area had, in fact, already been destroyed by 
medieval and post-medieval features (the subject of a separate report) but it revealed 
at least one large Late Saxon timber building of some complexity and there were 
parts of perhaps five or six more, together with ditches, trenches, post holes and pits. 
None of the hut-like pits of the 1929-32 excavation was found. Finds from the two 
areas are similar in character and date. The two were doubtless in contemporary 
occupation, and presumably represent different specialized parts of the same settlement. 
Observations by Mr Tebbutt and Mr G. T. Rudd in 1964 suggested, indeed, that the 
settlement may have extended some way to the west and was bounded by a ditch running 
along the east side of Church Street and the south side of Cambridge Street. The settle-
ment also extended east of the nearby tributary to Hen Brook, as is shown by a scatter of 
Saxo-Norman pottery and the chance find of a coin of Cnut. The excavation, though un-
satisfactorily limited, provided evidence therefore that the settlement covered a consid-
erable area, perhaps approaching 20 acres (8 hectares); that it related as much to Hen 
Brook and the area around St Mary's Church as it did to the Ouse bridgehead and the 
priory; and that it contained buildings of types now becoming commonplace on Late 
Saxon sites. The various finds of pottery, stone and metal serve to relate it to its locality; 
all are unexceptional and find a ready place in the local cultural and economic picture. 

1 The Eaton Socon settlement was described in Proc. C.A.S. LVIII (1965), 38-73 and the Little 
Paxton settlement in Proc. C.A.S. LXII (1969), 59-93. 
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and moated sites in relation to the clay and gravel. (Based on the Ordnance Survey 2 in. map and 
the i in. geological survey (N.S.) by permission of the Directors General.) 

INTRODUCTION 

The Saxon settlement at St Neots, and the present town, are on the First—Second 
gravel terrace of the Ouse, immediately east of the river. In Eynesbury, to the south 
of Hen brook, the terrace (Fig. i) is separated from the river by alluvium deposited 
on the slip-off slope of the meander there.' The gravels vary in thickness but have 
been recorded at depths of up to 14  ft in St Neots where they consist chiefly of chalk 
pebbles, flint, and quartzite fragments, with a foot or so of 'hogging', brown non-
humic soil with some gravel, above. Below the gravel lies Oxford Clay, here some 90 ft 

1  Geological Survey of Great Britain, Huntingdon and Biggleswade, London (1965), pp. 70-2. 
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Fig. 2. St Neots: the distribution of Anglo-Saxon and Norman finds. Map based on the O.S. 25 in. 
map of 1887, by permission, to show town plan before recent development. The layout of the north 
part of the town dates to the nineteenth century. 
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thick as a nearby borehole has shown.' The Oxford Clay in this area contains fossil 
shell. There are outcrops of boulder clay nearby, just east of the Saxon settlement, 
and also to the west, beyond alluvial deposits across the Ouse. The terrace in the 
immediate area of the Saxon site is relatively level, though dissected by the local 
streams. The character of the landscape soon changes towards the east, however, 
where the ground rises (Plate I) to a gently undulating boulder clay terrain. 

The Middle Ouse valley in which St Neots and the other Late Saxon settlements 
lie is a well-developed river system, though with one of the driest catchments in 
Britain. The gravels drain quickly and the Oxford Clay, virtually impermeable, is of 
little use as a source of groundwater. The light soils to which the gravels give rise are 
therefore prone to dry out in the summer, but are nevertheless extremely fertile. The 
St Neots settlement itself, set on the 50-ft contour immediately around the banks of 
the Hen Brook and its tributary Fox Brook, had an ample and convenient water supply 
in the streams. 

First indications of a major Saxon settlement at St Neots came from observations 
made by Mr C. F. Tebbutt during limited gravel quarrying in a field south of 
Cambridge Street in the 19205, and from his subsequent excavations. 2  These and 
later observations including those described below make it clear that the settlement 
covered an area of up to 20 acres (8 hectares) lying mostly north of the tributary to 
Hen Brook (Fig. 2) but also extending to the east. A ditch at the corner of Church 
Street and Cambridge Street (Fig. 2, 4) which apparently continues south along the 
east side of Church Street perhaps represents a western boundary to the settlement, 
and similar boundaries may exist elsewhere. 

Various finds of Saxon material made outside this area probably have little relevance 
to the Late Saxon site, but they are important in any discussion of the origin of the 
settlement. An Early Saxon mixed inhumation and cremation cemetery was found in 
the nineteenth century at the west end of Avenue Road from which two urns and 
two cruciform brooches are recorded. 3  No settlement of this period has yet been 
located but one doubtless lies nearby, presumably within the area of modern St Neots. 
Some kind of Middle Saxon occupation is suggested, however, in the area later occu-
pied by St Neots Priory. A few sherds of black micaceous hand-made pottery 
together with a seventh-century sceatta were found beneath the extreme south end 
of the kitchen range (Fig.2,2).4There are obvious topographical reasons for occupa-
tion in such a place, within a hundred yards of the Ouse a little north of the present 
bridge and near the ford or ferry which, Jamison has suggested, 5  played an important 

' Ibid., with note of bore taken at TL 183601 (Messrs Paine and Co.'s Brewery) on the 50 ft 
contour. 	 2 Proc. C.A.S. xxxiii (1933), 137-48. 

V.C.H. Huntingdonshire 1,277. 	 " Proc. C.A.S. LIX (1966), 41. 
C. M. Jamison, 'St Neots in Toseland Hundred' in V.C.H. Huntingdonshire II, 337-46. 



50 	 P. V. ADDYMAN 

part in the development of the medieval town. The early presence of such a crossing 
here is suggested by the name of the hamlet on the west bank, Eaton Ford. It is 
therefore the more surprising that there is no evidence, at least up to the present, of 
Late Saxon occupation in this area. 

The relationship of the Middle Saxon material to St Neots Priory is hard to assess. 
The many misconceptions and legends attached to the early history of both St Neot 
and of his priory have recently been reviewed by Marjorie Chibnall, 1  but from the 
documentary evidence one would expect a late tenth-century date for the founding of 
the priory, some 300 years later than that of the pottery and the sceatta. Excavations 
by Mr Tebbutt on the Priory site revealed no building earlier than the thirteenth 
century although some unstratified eleventh-century pottery was found. 2  Little 
excavation was undertaken below the floor levels of the later buildings, however, and 
further excavation may yet reveal earlier structures. Civilian burials were found to 
the south. It seems clear from the Liber Eliensis that the tenth-century priory, which 
apparently fell into decay in the eleventh century, was refounded after the Norman 
Conquest, perhaps c. io86.3  Clearly Mr Tebbutt's excavations were concerned with 
the refounded priory, but there is no assurance that the earlier priory was on the same 
site. It is likely to have been, but it could have been sited almost anywhere within the 
Manor of Eynesbury, which at that time included what are now the separate parishes 
of Eynesbury and St Neots. There is therefore the remotest possibility that the Late 
Saxon site which is the subject of this report may be the pre-Conquest precursor of 
St Neots Priory. 

One effect of the refoundation of the priory was to stimulate the growth of medieval 
St Neots. The priory was still within Eynesbury parish in the twelfth century, but 
it was a centre of pilgrimage, and the consequent growth of settlement around it is 
thought to have led to the formation of a new parish. Subsequently it was St Neots 
rather than Eynesbury which developed commercially. It was conveniently placed to 
profit from water-borne traffic up the Ouse, navigable to this point in the twelfth 
century. It was also the crossing point for main routes linking the locality to Cam-
bridge, Bedford, Kimbolton and probably Huntingdon and their areas. The grant 
of weekly markets and fairs by Henry I and Henry 114  together with the river and 
bridge assured St Neots' future. Doubtless the market place and the clear traces of 
planning in the streets around it are the results of this growing prosperity. 5  What is 

Proc. C.A.S. LIX (1966), 67-74. 	 2 Ibid. pp.  33-76, passim. 
E. 0. Blake (ed.), Liber Eliensis (Camden Soc., 3rd ser.), xcii (1962). 

' V.C.H. Huntingdonshire II, 337. Many general points about the early history of St Neots are 
made in G. C. Gorham, The History and Antiquities of Eynesbury and St Neots (London, 1820), 
though the work is undependable in some respects. 

The relationships of St Neots and Eynesbury and the formation of the new parish are discussed 
in V.C.H. Huntingdonshire II, 337-46 (St Neots) and 272-80 (Eynesbury). In his forthcoming 
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not clear in all this, however, is the relationship of the developing St Neots, or indeed 
of Eynesbury, to the Late Saxon settlement, nor the reason for the siting of St Mary's 
Church in St Neots, the parish church, so far away from the later medieval centre. 

The two parish churches of St Mary, in St Neots and in Eynesbury, are themselves 
oddly close to one another. For St Mary's, St Neots, there is documentary evidence 
of twelfth-century church building, and there is thirteenth-century work in the 
chancel. St Mary's, Eynesbury was recorded in Domesday, though no eleventh-
century work can be traced in the present building. St Mary's, St Neots is very close 
indeed to the Late Saxon settlement, which is itself the one major concentration of 
archaeological material of Late Saxon date within the joint parishes of St Neots and 
Eynesbury, the former Manor of Eynesbury. The late tenth-century grant of two 
hides of land in Eynesbury to the first St Neots priory by the founders Aelfric and 
Aelfieda demonstrates the existence of Eynesbury at this time; perhaps it would not 
be unreasonable to attach that name to the one major concentration of Late Saxon 
occupation material within the joint parish of St Neots and Eynesbury, and to identify 
the site as Late Saxon Eynesbury. Whether it would therefore be possible to suggest 
that St Mary's, St Neots is, in fact, the earlier church is quite impossible to say without 
careful assessment of the historical material or without excavation inside the two 
churches. Its prior existence would, however, at least explain its odd position in 
relation to the medieval centre of St Neots. 

Mr Tebbutt's archaeological vigilance in St Neots has provided important corrobo-
rative evidence that no other main Late Saxon settlement is likely to be found within 
the St Neots or Eynesbury area. He was able to observe a long series of sewer trenches 
dug through the town almost as far as Eynesbury church and westwards through 
the Market Square to Priory Lane in 1954.1  There was a preponderance of late 
medieval and post-medieval finds in these trenches, and a lack of Saxon material, in 
keeping with the idea that Late Saxon St Neots/Eynesbury was situated to the 
east of Church Street. His find of a twelfth-century hut near Eynesbury church on 
another occasion  has little bearing on the point, and the significance of the curious 
Pot (pp. 97-8 below) found in the nineteenth century on Eynesbury Coneygeare 
(Appendix A) 3  is difficult to assess. It may well be Middle Saxon in date, or it may 
have been a cinerary urn from a very late pagan burial. 

Saxon St Neots became something of a type site for Late Saxon settlements in 

history of St Neots Mr C. F. Tebbutt puts forward an alternative theory for the origin of St Neots 
which sees an original settlement based on The Cross at the east end of High Street, and any early 
settlement at the west end restricted to limited high unfloodable ground. The present market place 
was probably originally on occasionally flood-covered ground and the centre of commercial activity 
only shifted there after the 4-ft make-up of the area in late medieval or post-medieval times. 

1 Proc. C.A.S. XLIX (1956), 79-87. 	2  Proc. C.A.S. LIV (1961), 85-9. 
G. C. Gorham, The History and Antiquities of Eynesbury and St Neots (London, 1820), p. 128. 
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Eastern England, and certainly for the distinctive shell-filled wheel-thrown pottery 
of somewhat soapy feel which was found almost to the exclusion of other types in 
the original excavations. Mr Tebbutt had kept watch on the gravel diggings, in the 
former grounds of Hall Place, St Neots, for several years in the late 19205, and in 
1929 recognized pits and other features. His subsequent excavations revealed eight 
pits of three distinct types. Four were roughly rectangular, with bulging sides, rounded 
corners and vertical walls; three were oval or more or less round; and one was trape-
zoidal. Five of these were interpreted as hut-dwellings, and three, the smaller bowl-
shaped ones, were thought to be rubbish pits. Two ditches, roughly parallel, ran 
between pairs of pits and were thought to have been drainage ditches to remove 
surplus water from the site and to prevent flooding of the pits. The finds were rela-
tively meagre, consisting in the main of animal bones and domestic debris, with 
some Romano-British and an amount of Late Saxon pottery. In addition there were 
parts of clay loomweights, fragments of Niedermendig lava quernstones, a bone comb 
and ' pin beater '  and several pieces of ironwork. The pottery was reassessed in 
Mr J. G. Hurst's definitive paper on St Neots ware.' The ninth-century date sug-
gested for the site on the original report 2  depended in the main on the association 
of the material with a 1-shaped axe. Mr Hurst puts some weight on the occurrence 
of a particular rim for while admitting that the axe must have a broader date range 
than that originally suggested. These conclusions are reviewed below (pp.  75-83) 
and a brief new description of the axe, a ploughshare and other iron objects is given, 
in view of their exceptional interest (pp. 91 if.). 

The area south of Cambridge Street was extensively redeveloped in the early 
196os, and the excavation which forms the main subject of this report was undertaken 
by the (then) Ministry of Works in advance of the building of private houses on part 
of the former grounds of Hall Place, a mansion which once stood on Church Street 
almost opposite the church. This property was immediately adjacent to the 1929-32 
excavation site (Fig. 3), and the Late Saxon settlement proved to extend into the area, 
at least where later disturbance had not destroyed it. In 1961 and 1962 an area at 
TL 186602, just south of the 1929-32 site, was excavated using a 12 ft 6 in. grid, 
with partial clearance by machine. The work was undertaken by permission and with 
the generous co-operation of Mr S. Smith, the owner of the property. Further de-
velopment at the corner of Huntingdon Street and Church Street in 1964 revealed 
various medieval features, published elsewhere, 3  and a 'deep defensive ditch' that 
ran roughly parallel with Cambridge Street and swept round the corner to follow 
Church Street which is believed to be the boundary ditch of the Late Saxon settle-
ment. Mr G. T. Rudd and Mr Tebbutt have kindly provided a report on this im- 

1 Proc. C.A.S. XLIX (1956), 51-2 and 67-8. 	2  Proc. C.A.S. xxxiii (iç), 145. 
Med. Archaeol. x (1966), 18-6o. 
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Fig. 3. The St Neots Anglo-Saxon settlement, showing the excavations of 
1929-32 and 1961-2. 

portant work (pp.. 68 if. below). It is only the latest of a series of observations made 
by Mr Tebbutt over 40 years which have made it possible for more to be said about 
the archaeology of Saxon and medieval St Neots than can be said about any other 
small town in England. This report is a small tribute to him. It is also an exemplar 
and reproach to those charged with the archaeological care of small towns throughout 
the country. 
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THE EXCAVATION 

The main area under threat, that adjoining Church Street (Fig. 3)  was shown by trial 
excavation, resistivity survey and extensive mechanical clearance to have been 
destroyed or hopelessly disturbed by late medieval, post-medieval or modern features, 
the subject of a separate report.' Only the ditch located near Church Street in 1964 
(pp.  67 if., below) is of consequence to this report, and no further consideration of 
the area is given here. Grid excavation and mechanical clearance in the orchard and 
market garden east of St Neots vicarage showed, however, that Late Saxon struc-
tures were preserved in a narrow strip between the quarry which led to the discovery 
of the site in the 19205 and a deep depression, perhaps a moat, pond or disused 
quarry, to the south. Garden features and other modern disturbances had locally 
destroyed other parts of the site. The excavation was further limited by the need to 
retain certain trees and, since this fortuitously preserved strip of the settlement was 
located at a late stage of the excavation, by lack of time. Post holes and flat-bottomed 
trenches were found in all parts of the area, some clearly being parts of substantial 
timber buildings. There were also a few pits of Late Saxon date, and several ditches. 
At the west end of the site the Saxon features were cut into the occupation levels and 
features of a Romano-British site of the third and fourth centuries. This site readily 
explains the extensive residual Romano-British material in Saxon features in both 
the 1929-32 excavation and in the present work. It also made difficult, however, the 
recognition and interpretation of the shallow Late Saxon features. In the western 
area there were also a few pits of the twelfth, thirteenth, fifteenth and sixteenth 
centuries, indicating continuity of use of the area long after the settlement nucleus 
had shifted. 

The Western Area (Figs. 4 and 5;  Plates 11(a), (b) and 111(a)) 
Some 15  in. of mixed garden soil was removed to reveal natural 'hogging' over 
much of the area, though there was an area of dark mixed gravelly soil with much 
Romano-British pottery over the western part. Into these materials were cut the 
various shallow trenches 67, 68-71, 101-4, 123 and 145. 67 had been set out in two 
straight sections with an oval post hole at the point of junction. The remainder ran 
up to it more or less at right angles, in some cases passing a short distance beyond it. 
The trenches were some 12 to 16 in. wide, regular, flat bottomed for the most part, 
with .vertical sides where the sides were well preserved. The parallel trenches were 
some i4- to.24 ft apart. It seems clear enough that the trenches together represent 
a timber building, here termed Structure A. A post emplacement in the length of 145 

1  Post-Medieval Archaeology, forthcoming. 
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and others within the structure perhaps represent the centre line, and trenches 1 45  
and 123 the two ends. In the western part of the area the trenches, which were filled 
with dark even soil, were not distinguished in the dark occupation soil of the under- 
lying Romano-British site. Indeed the Roman layers had already been excavated when 
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Plate II 
(a) Trenches of Structure A from the south, shown half-excavated by the quadrant system. 

(b) The same from the east, with trench 52 in the foreground. 

Plate III 
(a) St Neots Anglo-Saxon settlement: detail of western area, showing trench 42 cut by 

medieval pit 52 (foreground), with pit 41 top left and modern pit top right. 
(b) Trench 52 and post holes excavated by the quadrant system. 
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Structure A was first recognized in more propitious conditions further east. The 
structure has been reconstructed in outline (Fig. i on the assumption, perhaps 
unjustified, that it would have been symmetrical around the presumed axis. The 
trench i 19 and adjacent post hole near the south-east corner of Structure A may be 
connected with it, or it may be part of another nearby building. Some 14  ft east of 
Structure A a long trench 97,  some 8 in. deep with steeply sloping sides and V-profile, 
ran more or less parallel with the axis of Structure A. It is clearly different in character 
to the trenches of Structure A, and it may represent a small boundary ditch, or 
perhaps the emplacement for a fence defining the area around the structure. 

Some 20 ft north of Structure A more or less on the same alignment was trench 33, 
similar to those of Structure A in profile, filling and depth, which seems to have 
turned at right angles to continue north. Unfortunately the complex pit 41 which 
contained a mixed series of pottery of the eleventh—twelfth century, and a few 
thirteenth-century pieces, and which may have been redug more than once, confused 
interpretation at the corner. The deep thirteenth-century pit 32/43 also destroyed 
part of 33.  Even so, the character of 33  and its layout suggests it may be part of 
another timber structure. Equally it may be the corner of another boundary. Pro-
visionally it has been designated Structure B. 

Running athwart the alignment of Structures A and B is the somewhat dog-legged 
trench 52, apparently set out in three straight sections. It was about 15 in. wide, 
from 6 to 9  in. deep, with a U-profile in parts, and with a flat bottom and vertical 
sides in other parts. The thirteenth-century pit 42 cut through the trench, and its 
northern end was destroyed by a large modern disturbance. Its relationship to the 
trench 97  could not be established. A group of Late Saxon post holes near its southern 
end may be connected with it. From its character 52 could represent part of another 
structure, but there are no other features obviously associated with it by alignment, 
and it may have been a fence. The alignment at least suggests that it belongs to a 
phase of occupation other than that of Structures A and B. 

In addition to the features assigned to Structures A, B, and the supposed boundaries 
there are a number of post holes in the western area, some of which contained Late 
Saxon pottery, which are not clearly associated with any other features. 

Pre-Saxon features (Fig. 6) 
Many of the Late Saxon features contained residual Romano-British pottery, derived 
doubtless from a third- to fourth-century occupation site of which part was revealed 
near the western edge of the excavated area. Above the 'hogging' here there was 
a layer of dark gravelly soil containing much Romano-British pottery, and nearby 
was a shallow ditch or trench, 25, some 3 ft wide, about 15  in. deep, and of U-profile, 
filled with yellow-brown sandy soil. In places there were clay patches in the filling. 
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showing a possible timber structure and various pits. 

The ditch was set out in two straight lengths meeting at right angles, and there were 
slight traces of some sort of curved termination at the north end. Within the angle 
formed by the two lengths of ditch were a few post holes and an oval pit. The various 
features also contained amounts of Romano-British pottery and a few small finds. 
At the western edge of the excavation another trench, 31, also contained Romano 
British pottery in its lower filling, but Late Saxon sherds in its upper levels indicate 
it had remained as a hollow long after the site had been abandoned. Too little of 
the site has been excavated for any useful conclusions to be drawn, but the post holes 
suggest there were timber buildings, and the clay patches in the ditch may in fact 
have been packing material for posts set into it. The considerable amount of pottery 
and the small finds have been deposited in the Cambridge Museum of Archaeology 
and Ethnology. 

Post-Saxon features 
Various modern garden features had disturbed the Saxo-Norman levels, but there 
were also a number of later medieval and fifteenth- and sixteenth-century pits. The 
complex oval pit 41, some 14 ft long and 2 ft deep below the surface of the 'hogging', 
has been described above. It may have been redug, or at least have survived as a 
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Plate IV 
(a) St Neots Anglo-Saxon settlement: Ditch 63 in the central area, excavated in quadrants. 

(b) Pit 48, possibly a St Neots ware pit kiln, from the east. 
(c) Pit 49  in the central area, half-sectioned. 

(d) Pit 42 in the western area, possibly a thirteenth-century latrine, shown partly half-sectioned. 
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hollow, for there were sherds of thirteenth-century pottery amongst the extensive 
but rather mixed group of eleventh- and twelfth-century pottery from it. The square 
Pit 42 had vertical sides and a dark even soil fill, and was doubtless a latrine. It 
contained sherds of thirteenth-century cooking pots and glazed jugs. There were six 
pits for which pottery suggested a fifteenth- to sixteenth-century date, including one 
with clay and wood lining, which reached the water table and may have been a timber-
lined well. These pits and the finds from them will be described in a separate report. 

The Central Area (Figs. 5  and  7;  Plates 111(b), IV(a), (b) and (c)) 
The central area, a narrow strip between the quarry to the north and the pond or 
gravel pit to the south, contained three pits, three trenches, a ditch and several post 
holes of Late Saxon date and no other features apart from modern disturbances. The 
two trenches 5 i, both slightly curving, both shallow, with flat bottom and near-
vertical sides, seem to be part of the same structure, and may be related to the post 
hole 67 in which a sherd of pottery of the ninth century was found. Though the 
middle part of Si was partly destroyed by a modern feature and partly obscured by 
a baulk, it seems possible that there was a gap between the sections. There seems no 
reason to suppose that Si and its associated post holes are not part of a structure of 
so-called ' boat-shaped '   or ' barrel-shaped '   plan. It is here designated Structure C. 
At its east end 5'  ran into a trench 53  similar in character and identical in filling. It 
was not possible to establish the sequential relationship of Si to 53,  but from all 
appearances they were contemporary. Parallel to 53  some  3  ft to the east ran the much 
deeper trench 63, some 3  ft wide, with steeply sloping sides, flat base and filling of 
even dark brown soil. It differed in character from most of the trenches, and may 
perhaps have been a ditch forming the boundary of the property in which Structure C 
stood. Trench 97  some 86 ft away in the western area (p. S8 above), with which it was 
almost parallel, may represent the other boundary. Another nearby trench 64, also 
more or less parallel, is described below (pp.  66-7). 

South of Structure C, near its west end, were two pits 48 and 49.  The first, 
hexagonal with slightly undercut sides, was some 3 ft  9 in. deep. At its base was 
a layer of loose ash, probably wood ash, with compacted red-brown gravel above, and 
further ash above that. The upper filling was of grey-brown soil, with a charcoal layer 
near the top. The edges of the pit were heavily burnt in a band extending about x ft 
below the surface of the 'hogging', where the soil and gravel had oxidized a dark-red. 
The edges of the pit were slightly eroded, suggesting it had been left open for 
a short time after the final burning. About one-half of a St Neots ware cooking pot, 
somewhat heat-cracked (Fig. 14, 30), lay on the bottom of the pit. The nearby pit 49 
was oval, some 2- ft deep, but otherwise similar to pit 48. It had steep sides, a basal 
layer of reddish-brown soil and gravel, and a small hole cut through the basal layer- 
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Fig. 8. St Neots Anglo-Saxon settlement: the eastern area I, showing 
ditches and post holes of two or more timber structures. 

after burning. Above the basal layer were successive layers of ash, yellow-brown soil, 
grey-brown soil, further ash and further grey-brown soil. The edges of the pit 
were also heavily burnt in a band extending i ft below the top.' The burning is 
typical of what can be achieved when a wood fire is ignited in a pit; the underlying 
ground is scarcely scorched but the pit sides, where in contact with the flames, are 
left with clear signs of burning. Pit 49  contained an amount of St Neots ware (Fig. 14, 
6)  8 1  i 6, 22); and half of a St Neots ware cooking pot, heat-cracked, spalled and 
clearly overfired, was found in the upper of the two ash layers (Fig. 14, 17). The 
spalled pot is doubtless a waster and indicates the making of pottery at St Neots. 
Various possible interpretations of the pit in which it was found are suggested below 
(p. 75). Pit 47  was quite different in character; it was some 4  ft wide and i I  ft deep 
with a lower filling of grey-brown charcoal-specked soil containing some slag, and an 
upper filling of light-textured greyish soil. It may have been an internal feature of 
Structure C, but its purpose is a matter for speculation. The small shallow pit 54 may 
have been a structural feature of C. 

' Because of a misunderstanding the section was removed before recording and is not, therefore 
shown here. 
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Fig. io. St Neots Anglo-Saxon settlement: the eastern area II showing ditches, occupation 
platform and parts of various timber structures. 

The Eastern Area I (Figs. 8 and 9;  Plates 111(b), IV (a), (b) and (c)); 
and the Eastern Area II (Figs. 9 and io; Plates 1(b), V (a) and (b)) 

With time short and baulks pointless in the local conditions the grid system was 
abandoned in the eastern area in favour of open clearance by machine. There was an 
evident improvement in results. The area was quite narrow; modern disturbance 
had again destroyed Saxon features to north and south, as trial excavation showed. 
Within the narrow strip various trenches and concentrations of post holes were found, 
some of which may represent structures. There were also several pits, two major 
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Plate V 
(a) St Neots Anglo-Saxon settlement: pits and post holes in eastern area, shown excavated by 

the quadrant system. Pit 79  contains a lava quern. 
(b) The complex ditch 62, from the south. 
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Fig. i i. Sections of various features in the eastern area. 

ditches and a possible house platform. The features clearly represent several phases of 
Late Saxon occupation but interpretation is hazardous in so limited an area. 

In Eastern Area I (Fig. 8) the trench 64, On an alignment shared by various other 
features of the site (Structure A, 97, 53 and 63 above, and some features further east) 
had steep sides and a fairly flat bottom in its southern part, but there were well-
marked depressions in the bottom of the northern part, presumably post emplace-
ments. The even grey-brown soil filling contained an amount of Late Saxon pottery 
including hand-made wares. The ditch 74  further east ran on a different alignment 
and was altogether more substantial. Its profile, with steep western slope, flat bottom, 
and eastern slope steep at first, then rather shallow, suggested that the ditch might 
have been recut. Even light brown soil in the lower part contained much St Neots 
ware and part of a Thetford-ware storage jar, while the dark brown soil of the upper 
part contained abraded pottery of all dates up to the Late Middle Ages. The ditch 
had clearly survived as a surface hollow for a considerable time. East of the ditch 74 
much of the area was destroyed by the foundations of a greenhouse, but the discon- 

-83-78 seemed to divide the northern part, with very few features, tinuous trench 93  
from the southern part, with a large number. 93,  the west part of the trench, was 
i- to 2 ft wide, nowhere more than 7 in. deep though shallower at the east end, and 
with fairly steep sides. The trench turned into the destroyed area at its west end, and 
at its east there was a shallow oval depression, perhaps a post hole. The middle 
part, 83, was similar to 93 except that it has orange-brown soil amongst the normal 
dark earth filling. 78 was similar to 83 in profile and in filling. There was a post hole 
at its west end and it turned almost immediately north out of the excavated area. 
The two post holes between 83 and 78 and the four beyond 78 which continue the 
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same alignment were probably part of the 93-83-78 structure, whether fence or 
building. South of 93-83-78 were 26 post holes, most of which were probably Late 
Saxon though only two contained finds. Some are clearly in straight lines. It seems 
likely that they formed part of structures within an area bounded by 93-83-78. 
More than one structure of individual post construction is involved, but how many 
and of what plan it is impossible to say. There were five oval pits east of the post hole 
concentration, of which two, 79  and 8i, were probably rubbish pits. 8r though shallow 
contained many finds in its two filling layers of dark grey-brown earth above and 
light grey sandy soil below. 79  had numerous animal bones, much pottery and various 
other finds including the almost complete quernstone (Fig. 16, i). The oval pits 82 
and 92, about i ft deep and of rounded profile, may have been structural features. 
They had a dark earth filling with some gravel. Nearby were three trenches 88, iii 
and 109, with one or more of which they may have been associated. The trenches, 
flat bottomed and shallow, were thought of on excavation as timber emplacements 
rather than as ditches. They were all Saxon. The pit between them, 90, was of 
uncertain date. 

Eastern Area II was bounded (Fig. io) by the complex ditch 62. The ditch, though 
on the surface apparently a single feature, proved on excavation to have two converging 
parts with a flat area between. The filling of both parts was an even dark brown soil 
with some gravel and there was a top layer, sealing both parts, of a gravel-free, more 
even sandy soil. The complex profile suggested that the ditches may have been recut. 
On the flat area between the converging elements was a patch of red ashy soil, pre-
sumably burnt in situ, with St Neots ware and early medieval sandy wares. In the 
upper layer there was much abraded material of various dates, including the 'bar-
lipped' sherd (Fig. 14, 9). If the two elements of the ditch can simply be considered 
the results of recutting then the ditch is probably a simple, if long-lived boundary, 
another of the series which honours the alignment of Structure A. It may be, however, 
that the ditches are in fact contemporary, and the seating for some more complex 
boundary, a double fence and platform, of the type suggested for the double ditch at 
the Yeavering fort.' The ditch was excavated at the end of the 1961 excavation in 
a perfunctory way and it is doubtful if traces of timbering within it would have been 
found. 

The somewhat enigmatic Structure F lay immediately east of ditch 62. It lay on 
a platform the edge of which was defined by a shallow shelf on the edge of the ditch. 
A shallow flat-bottomed straight-sided trench 84 ran back from the edge of the 
platform, and three post holes lay along the platform edge. Further excavation in 
1962 to investigate the continuation of Structure F revealed post holes continuing 

1 B. Hope Taylor, The Site of Ad Gefrmn; an investigation of its archaeological and historical signi-
ficance, vols. i—ii (1961): unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Cambridge University Library 4049. 



68 	 P. V. ADDYMAN 

the line of 84, and a shallow depression 134 seemed to honour the same alignment and 
is doubtless some internal feature within the building. Exploratory trenches further 
east showed that Late Saxon features continued here, and thus the settlement must 
have continued right up to the banks of the tributary to Hen Brook. Excavation here 
was too limited for the character of the features to be established, but they were the 
familiar combination of post holes and shallow flat-bottomed trenches. One at least, 
133, shared the recurrent north—south axis of many features of the settlement. Doubt-
less they represent further structures. The trial work suggested that modern destruc-
tion had not been extensive in this area, and future work here might reveal more of 
the stream-side part of the settlement. This is particularly so since field walking on 
the other side of the stream revealed (Fig. 2, 8) a scatter of Saxo-Norman pottery. 
The coin of Cnut (p.  95 below) found by Mr Dames in a building site further north 
(Fig. 2, 3) may even suggest the settlement extended there. 

THE CHURCH STREET DITCH 

A note by G. T. Rudd and C. F. Tebbutt 
The circumstances of discovery of the ditch have been described elsewhere (p. 45, 
above). It was first found at The Cross, on the corner of Cambridge Street and Church 
Street (Fig. 2, 4) where it swept round the corner to follow Church Street. Two 
cuttings were subsequently made to trace its line further south in Church Street, 
one on the site of demolished cottages some 140 ft from the corner (Fig. 2, 5) and the 
second inside the gates of Hall Place, some 390 ft from the corner (Fig.2, 6). At the 
corner it was a deep defensive ditch, deliberately filled, in one operation, with soil 
containing pottery of which the greater part was Developed St Neots ware of the 
twelfth century, with a small proportion also of wares of thirteenth-century type. 
Immediately the ditch was filled buildings were erected over it, following the building 
lines of the present streets. It would seem therefore that this was the time when the 
streets were laid out, as part of the ditch passed under them. 

The cutting at Site 5 produced a section of the ditch with a wattle-lined causeway 
supported by stones and split stakes (Fig. 12, upper part). The ditch, probably some 
8 ft wide here, at the surface from which it was cut, and some 7  ft deep, reached some 
3 ft below the present water table. It had a fairly uniform filling, the lower part (8) 
being of very black silt and the upper part (7)  less dark. Layer (8) produced few finds 
but included St Neots ware inturned-rim bowl sherds, while Developed St Neots 
ware was found in (7). Above these were various layers of gravelly material com-
parable to natural 'hogging'. These layers spilled from the east and may have been 
derived from a bank on that side. Various post holes were cut into the ditch top, and 
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the area was sealed by a mortar floor (3) of a thirteenth- or fourteenth-century building, 
the clay wall of which (io) was found nearby. 

At Site 6 in Hall Place the ditch was approximately the same width and depth, but 
it had steep sides, indeed in places heavily undercut. Large lumps of gravel in the 
dark fill suggested considerable erosion of the sides had taken place, presumably with 
water undercutting, to produce this profile. Finds were again few, but one inturned-
rim bowl came from the lower fill with Developed St Neots ware above and, higher 
still, hard black later medieval sherds. A layer associated with the top of layer (5) 
produced a half groat of Henry VII. 

Evidence from the three sites is quite consistent, and indicates a substantial wet 
ditch, in places revetted with stakes, possibly with a bank on the east side, which 
was open in Late Saxon times until the twelfth century at least. 

INTERPRETATION 

Ever since its discovery in the 19205 the St Neots settlement has held a crucial place 
in the study both of Anglo-Saxon settlements and of Anglo-Saxon pottery. The 
present excavation provides considerably more data about the site and also gives an 
opportunity to review opinions on the evidence from the 1929-32 excavations. 

The site has been quoted in all reviews of Anglo-Saxon settlement archaeology 
since its original publication in 1933,1  as a Late Saxon example of the type of settle-
ment found by E. T. Leeds at Sutton Courtenay, in the main consisting of sunken 
huts. Dr Radford's review of the evidence from contemporary continental settlements 
in 19572  concluded, however, that such buildings are only the more recognizable 
elements of settlements in which the main accommodation was provided by large 
timber halls. Extensive excavations are needed for such large timber structures to be 
recognized, and in recent years a number have taken place. Settlements of the early 
Saxon period have been investigated at Linford/Mucking in Essex and West Stow, 
Suffolk; of the Middle Saxon period at Maxey, Northants and Southampton, Hants; 
and of Middle and Late Saxon times at North Elmham and Thetford, Norfolk, at 
Lydford, Devon and other places. These excavations have shown that for each 
respective part of the Anglo-Saxon period, Radford's conclusions were just. In 
addition the excavation of royal palaces at Cheddar and at Yeavering has shown settle-
ments which must lie near the peak of Anglo-Saxon endeavour in secular building. 
These excavations alone 'would have necessitated reconsideration of the conclusions 

1  T. D. Kendrick and C. F. C. Hawkes, Archaeology in England and Wales, 1914-31 (London, 
1932), pp. 323-4; E. T. Leeds, Early Anglo-Saxon Art and Archaeology (Oxford, 1936), P. i; 
Med. Archaeol. i ( iç'), 30; D. M. Wilson, The Anglo-Saxons (London, 1960), pp. 72-3. 

2 Med. Archaeol. 1 (15), 38. 
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from the 1929-32 excavations that the pits then discovered represented pit-huts, the 
main accommodation of the settlement. Mr Tebbutt who excavated them had, indeed, 
himself already had doubts and the 1961-2 excavations gave an opportunity to settle 
them. The recent excavations showed that there were indeed large timber buildings 
and many other features on the site. It also showed that the settlement was far more 
extensive than formerly envisaged. There was also some evidence of overall planning, 
or at least of systematic layout. 

The significance of the evidence of the 1961-2 excavations depends very much upon 
the interpretation of the various structural features of the site. Clearly some buildings, 
for example structures D/E, had been constructed of separate individual posts in 
separate post holes, though no complete plan of such a building was recovered. Most 
other buildings were represented by narrow straight-sided flat-bottomed trenches. 
These trenches were carefully sectioned both across and along the axis: normally they 
were relatively or completely flat, though in a few cases they terminated in post holes. 
There was no evidence inconsistent with an interpretation that they had held hori-
zontal foundation beams, ground-sills, into which uprights could have been mortised. 
The advantages of such a method of construction and its place in Anglo-Saxon 
building history have been discussed by Dr Hope-Taylor in relation to another 
building in the St Neots area.' The practice has not been found in early Saxon settle-
ments except in the specialized form of horizontal foundation beams in sunken huts. 2  
It is used in such huts in Middle and Late Saxon times also, 3  but the ground level 
foundation beam seems to have been used, albeit in a specialized manner, in Struc-
ture B at Maxey, Northants, a Middle Saxon building, 4  where the individual lengths 
of beam were distinguished. Amongst the important series of Middle and Late Saxon 
buildings recently excavated at North Elmham, Norfolk, one at least (P) may have 
had ground-sills. This large L-shaped building had shallow trenches or 'timber 
slots' very similar in character to those at St Neots. Dr Wade-Martins implies in his 
initial discussion of this controversial building that he considers vertical timbers to 
have been set directly into the slots, but horizontals, on the published evidence, seem 
at least possible. 5  Building P is assigned to the late ninth or tenth century. It is in the 
tenth century that the use of ground-sills appears in the extensive and well-dated 
sequence of structures excavated by Dr Hope-Taylor at Old Windsor. 6  The use of 
ground-sills at St Neots is therefore by no means without parallel and perhaps 
provides further evidence for the general introduction of ground-sills as a normal 

1 Proc. C.A.S. LV (1962), 16-22. 
2 Building C  at Yeavering (Taylor, Ad Gefrmn). 

E.g. W. F. Grimes, The Excavation of Roman and Medieval London (London, 1968), pp.  155-9. 
The evidence is discussed in P. V. Addyman, 'The Anglo-Saxon House: A New Review', in 
Anglo-Saxon England i ( Cambridge, 1972). 	 4 Med. Arckaeol. viii (1964), 25-8 and 45. 

Norfolk Archaeol. xxxiv, part iv (1969), pp. 371-5. 	 6 Med. Archaeol. ii (1958), 185. 
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II 
Fig. 13. Structure A: isometric sketch to show possible form of superstructure. 

method of construction, at least for some types of building, in Late Saxon times. It 
must, however, be noted that such a suggestion gains little support from surviving 
later vernacular architecture, where ground-sills are associated with particular types of 
framing and appear relatively late in an apparently well-understood sequence. 

Whatever the interpretation of many of the St Neots structures, one at least was 
without any doubt based on ground-sills and joists. Structure A, some 38 ft by 
perhaps 20 ft, for all that it was incompletely preserved, seems to have had sill-based 
side and end walls with slightly bowed sides giving the 'boat-shaped' plan charac-
teristic of many contemporary north European buildings. There seem to have been 
posts on the mid-point of the end wall and side wall, perhaps mortised into sills, but 
reflected in the plan of the trench, and there were corner posts apparently just within 
the line of the side walls. The internal members must represent joists set into the 
surface of the ground, presumably halved over the side-wall ground-sills. The timbers 
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concerned may have been set directly into the surface of the ' hogging ' ,  but it is far 
more likely that the trenches to accommodate them were also dug through a sub-
stantial depth of topsoil. The timbers must thus have been relatively heavy, and the 
building a substantial feat of carpentry. Doubtless the joists supported a planked 
floor. Such floors must have been common in Anglo-Saxon buildings; West has 
recently suggested that they may have been normal in sunken huts,' and there is 
documentary evidence for planking even between buildings. 2  

Reconstruction of timber buildings from their ground plan is hazardous, 3  and for 
Structure A particularly so since the plan is incomplete. The sketch (Fig. 13) serves 
therefore only as a reminder that the superstructure, taking into account the known 
verticals, the ground-sills, and the ' boat-shaped '   plan, must have been of the hog-
backed form, though its trussing, if any, and roof construction cannot be inferred. 
The provision of a curved roof is an inevitable implication of the bowed walls. The 
problems and analogies of ' boat-shaped '   buildings have been repeatedly discussed in 
recent years. The present building and Structure C, which also seems to have been 
bow-sided, add little to the evidence from Warendorf, the tenth- and eleventh-century 
Danish fortresses, the town of Aarhus, Buckden, Cheddar and from the various 
caskets and hog-backed tombstones which appear to represent such buildings. 4  What 
it does add, however, is a hint that such buildings were by no means uncommon at 
least in this locality. 

Little can be said of any other structure at St Neots. Both B and C seem to have 
employed ground-sills. D/E are of individual posts and F seems to combine both 
techniques. It is clear that, whatever specialized techniques may have been available 
in Late Saxon times, some buildings at least were constructed of posts in individual 
holes. Most of the recently excavated Anglo-Saxon settlements have had them, and 
they were still being employed in Late Saxon times for quite important buildings, as 
the Eaton Socon excavations have shown. 5  

There was little evidence either for the nature of the walls or of the roof covering 
of the St Neots structures. Burnt daub from pits near Structures C and F perhaps 
imply that these structures had wattle and daub walls, as had the post-built structure 
at Eaton Socon, and as appears to have been thought of as a norm in the ninth century. 6  
Some of the walls may have been of timber, but there is no evidence. No structural 
stonework, window glass, roofing tile or slate, constructional ironwork or significant 
quantity of nails were found, and the implication is that the superstructures were 

' Med. Archaeol. XIII (1969), 5. 
2 Liebermann, Die Gesetze der Angelsachsen (Halle, 1903-16, repr. Aalen, 1960), 1,453-5, para. 13. 

Med. Archaeol. xvi (1972), forthcoming, where several possible reconstructions for buildings 
at Chalton, Hants., are discussed. 

Frühmittelalt. Stud. 3  (1969), 244-56. 	 Proc. C.A.S. LVIII (1965), 43-52. 
6 D. Whitelock (ed.), English Historical Documents c. 500-1042 (London, 1968), p. 844, King 

Alfred's interpolation in his version of St Augustine's Soliloquies. 
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entirely of non-durable materials, the roofs having been thatched or shingled, and 
the structure and its details effected entirely in timber with carpentered and pegged 
joints. 

In addition to the shallow trenches suitable for ground-sills there were some, for 
instance 64, which had clearly held upright timbers. Others from their profile seem 
more likely to have been very small ditches, though they can hardly have remained 
as effective boundaries for long even if originally dug from a higher surface through 
a considerable depth of topsoil. 97 15 an example of this enigmatic class. Yet others 
were quite substantial ditches. Linear features similar to these at St Neots seem to 
be a common feature of Late Saxon sites, and also of early medieval settlement sites 
on the continent. At Lydford in Devon they were set out regularly at right angles to 
the main street of the burh and there probably held close-set uprights, as indeed many 
of the continental examples are shown to have done.' At North Elmham the site was 
also subdivided in Period I, but here by ditches from S to io ft across. The extensive 
excavations at the Late Saxon town of Thetford revealed so many linear features that 
they are, as Davison points out, the most noticeable elements of the plan. He con-
siders them boundary ditches, and they are certainly very similar in scale and 
character to those at St Neots. 2  Ditches or trenches of this general type formed the 
enclosure and field boundaries of the Little Paxton settlement and there can be little 
doubt that the function of the St Neots examples was to subdivide the occupied area. 
The general plan (Fig. 3) shows clearly that many share an approximate north—south 
alignment; in two cases they are about 85 or 86 ft apart; and the trenches 63 and 64 
may well have flanked a track through the settlement. Had a larger area been available 
for excavation doubtless a layout essentially similar to those of North Elmham's 
Period I, or of Thetford, would have been found. 

Clearly several periods or phases of occupation are represented at St Neots, but it 
has proved impossible to establish any sort of a sequence. There were no general 
occupation levels to provide a stratified sequence and in only two cases did one feature 
cut another. Finds from the site were relatively infrequent, and were anyway datable 
in general terms only. Furthermore, much of the pottery was abraded, which suggests 
that residual material may often be present, a problem which appears to be vitiating 
attempts at Thetford to date by the occurrence of particular types of pottery. For 
what it is worth, features around or forming part of Structure C produced a certain 
amount of hand-made and other pottery of somewhat archaic aspect as well as normal 
St Neots wares, and it may be that this building holds an early position in the sequence. 
Clearly, also, some of the ditches remained in use well into the eleventh century when 
sandy, early medieval wares became increasingly available. 

W. A. Van Es, Wjster (Groningen, 1967), pp. 44-8, with, passim, extensive discussion of these 
features here and at comparable sites. 	 2 Med. Archaeol. xi (1967), 191. 
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The 1929-32 excavation revealed a number of pits and ditches in a relatively limited 

area. The 1961-62 work revealed very few, and in most areas none at all. Moreover 
the more recent excavation produced no single example of the sunken huts located 
in the earlier. While some of the 1929-32 pits were clearly rubbish pits, others seem 
to have approximated very closely to the well-known sunken type, one at least being 
of the four-post variety, several apparently having contained hearths, and one having 
contained loomweights and a ' pin-beater ' ,  weaving equipment which so often is 
found in such huts. The finds from the two excavations are not obviously different in 
character, and are presumably contemporary. The conclusion seems inescapable that 
both sunken huts and larger timber buildings existed at St Neots, and that sunken 
huts existed in some areas but not in others. The huts were presumably work places 
and the area in which they were grouped a working area. 

Pits 48 and 49  deserve special comment. The excavated evidence clearly indicated 
that they were specifically dug as deep fire-pits, and that they had been repeatedly 
used. Their function, however, is not.clear. Such pits are used in various cultures - 
including modern Boy Scout culture - as barbecues, giving a controlled fire and 
obviating the need for a built superstructure. The pottery from the pits, however, 
does include sherds of St Neots ware which may have been wasters. It is therefore 
possible that the two pits are pit kilns. No St Neots ware kilns have ever been found 
because, it has been said, the soft soapy ware was fired at a relatively low temperature 
and nothing more than a bonfire would be needed. Experiments have shown this to 
be possible, but the pit kiln would have been equally suitable for the production of 
this normally reduced or partly reduced pottery and might give more controlled 
conditions. Experiment is needed both with firing techniques and with the various 
locally available clays and sources of shell-inclusion. It is satisfying, however, that 
there should be at least a hint of pottery production on the type site of St Neots ware. 

The environment and economy of the settlement will be discussed in Part IV. 
Suffice it here to say that the 1961-2 site seemed to have been the residential part 
of a settlement, depending partly on stock-raising as animal bones showed, and 
partly on agriculture. Grain production is doubtless implied by the extensive use of 
querns, and by the ploughshare from the earlier excavations. Slags suggested small-
scale iron working; weaving and the possibility of pottery production has already 
been discussed. External contacts, at least as evidenced by the finds, were for essen-
tials only, and very much of the same nature as seen in the Little Paxton settlement.' 
The St Neots settlement is reminiscent indeed of the type of estate which is heard of 
so often in Late Saxon documentary sources, with the same functions and horizons. 

St Neots provided the original type series for St Neots ware. The present excava-
tions have added little to the range, though they have confirmed that the previous 

' Proc. C.A.S. LXII (1969), 78. 
GAS 
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sample was a representative one. There are also one or two sherds which seem to be 
hand-made, recalling that at Eaton Socon the hand-made antecedents of St Neots 
ware have been found. Several sherds of upright-rimmed forms were found in the 
excavations. The type is known elsewhere, but one example has the previously un-
known feature of an upright loop handle of circular cross-section (Fig. 14, 8); another 
seems most likely to have been a ' bar-lug ' ,  the second example from St Neots. True 
' bar-lug '   pottery is a feature of the contemporary Cornish ceramic series, but the 
idea does appear, applied to pots of varied fabrics and forms, in many parts of northern 
Europe at this time. The significance of the widespread distribution has been variously 
interpreted, unfortunately somewhat inconclusively. The St Neots ware area seems 
to be another which was attracted by this good idea, even if after experiment it did not 
adopt it extensively. Who brought the idea to the area is another matter.' 

In Mr Tebbutt's original report some weight was given to the 1-shaped axe 
(Fig. 19, 29) to provide a date; Mr Hurst's definitive paper on St Neots ware  
indicated that the axe may have less value than was then thought in this respect. 
Mr Hurst outlined, however, the steps by which at least some sort of broad date 
range for St Neots ware had been established. The evidence was and still is tenuous. 
It is particularly unfortunate, therefore, that the present excavation has not produced 
a single datable object in association with pottery, nor a single reliable stratified 
sequence. The only datable find, a tenth-century strap end (Fig. 18, 7),  was unstrati-
fied and serves no more than to confirm the general impression that St Neots is a Late 
Saxon site. The small associated groups of pottery from the various features no more 
than confirm the sequence already established, from early stages associated with, or 
approximating to, Middle Saxon hand-made pottery; through the stereotyped StNeots 
ware thrown on a fast wheel; to a period when early medieval wares were current; 
and ending the shell-filled oxidized wares approximating to medieval forms, and 
datable to the twelfth century. 

THE FINDS 

No occupation levels or major rubbish deposits were found in the 1961-2 excavations, 
and finds, even by comparison with those from the 1929-32 work, were relatively 
few. There was a certain amount of pottery, but the sherds were often abraded and 
may have been lying around the site for some time before they reached the contexts 
in which they were found. There were also many fragments of lava quern. Had it not 
been for these two types of material, however, it would have been difficult to place 
the site culturally, or to assign a date. Some areas of Britain appear to have been 

1  Med. Archaeol. iii (1959), 48-9; for more recent work on the Cornish series Cornish Archaeol. 
2 (1963), pp. 6o-4. 	 2  Proc. C.A.S. XLIX (1956), 51. 
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TABLE i. Associations offinds in Late Saxon features 

Bone 	Other 	Animal 
Feature Stone 	Lava 	Slag Burnt clay 	Iron 	objects 	materials 	bones 

43 	. 	 * 	 . 	 . 	 X 

47 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	Burnt thatch 
48 	X 	 x 	x 	. 	. 	i bodkin Silver trace 

icomb 
49 	. 	 . 	 . 	 . 	 X 

5' 	. 	. 	x  
52 	. 	 . 	 . 	 . 	 X 

53 	. 	. 	x 	Daub 	. 
62 	. 	 X 	 . 	. 	. 	Vitrified 

wattle 
63 	. 	 X 	 X 	 . 	x 
64 	. 	 X 	 . 	. 	x 
79 	. 	 X 	 . 	 . 

84 	. 	 . 	 X 	 . 	 * 

87 	. 	x 	. 	Daub and 	x 
withy marks 

93 	. 	 . 	 . 	 . 	 X 

109 	. 	 . 	 X  

124 	 . 	 . 	 X 	 . 	 * 

130 	X 	 . 

Totals 	2 	 6 	7 	2 	 7 	2 	 3 	- 

aceramic at this period and, in the light of the St Neots evidence, it is hardly surprising 
that occupation sites are unknown and unexcavated in these areas. The poverty of the 
finds is probably not representative of the true state of affairs in the settlement. 
Doubtless, as contemporary sources suggest, carpentry, woodworking and allied 
crafts supplied most of the necessities, carried out in non-durable materials for the 
most part. The range and implications of the finds from St Neots area settlements will 
be described in Part IV. Here the St Neots finds are briefly described, including 
some already published from the 1929-32 excavation, beginning with the pottery. 
Table i summarizes the occurrence of various types of material in different major 
contexts and in each section there is a summary of the contexts of the objects dis-
cussed. In practice, however, the contexts are not usually particularly significant, 
at least in the present state of knowledge. With the possible exception of the finds 
from pit 87 there is no major associated group and the internal evidence for a relative 
sequence is uncertain. 

6-2 
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THE POTTERY 

The St Neots Saxon settlement has now produced pottery covering the entire 
developmental range of St Neots ware, in a considerable variety of forms. The series 
starts with proto-St Neots ware in shelly hand-made fabrics of the type defined at 
Eaton Socon. 1  The bulk of the pottery, however, belongs to the classic wheel-thrown 
series well known from Mr Hurst's definitive publication. 2  There are also examples 
of Developed St Neots ware, which in the later twelfth and thirteenth centuries forms 
but one element among many local wares. 3  In earlier times anything other than 
St Neots ware is rare indeed, and almost always an import to the area. The series 
from the site overlaps with that obtained by Mr Tebbutt at St Neots Priory, from 
which a clear idea has been gained of local ceramic traditions in the later Middle 
Ages.4  With the forthcoming publication of the finds from Hall Place and the timber-
lined structure which preceded it5  the story will be taken to post-medieval times, 
giving a very complete ceramic history for the locality. 

Sixty sherds have been chosen for discussion to give some idea of the range of 
ceramics present. For the most part these come from contexts of some significance 
archaeologically, but sherds have occasionally been included for their individual 
interest or to complete the range. The hand-made pottery and some of the St Neots 
ware may belong to the Middle Saxon period, say the ninth century, and the series 
continues without a break to the fourteenth century, though the main bulk of the 
sherds are Late Saxon. Dates are in every case assigned typologically, and there is no 
independent dating evidence for any of the material. 

The origins of St Neots ware are still obscure, but it seems likely it grew out of an 
existing tradition of hand-made pottery in shell-filled fabric or in sand-tempered 
fabric, existing in the Ouse Valley and in other valleys draining into the Wash. Recent 
excavations at Bedford (ii miles) have produced examples, 6  and there is an extensive 
series from Maxey, Northants (31 miles).' Though none was found at Little Paxton, 
the Eaton Socon excavations have produced hand-made pots which could well be 
the precursors locally of the St Neots series. 8  If St Neots ware was introduced in the 
ninth century, as has been argued, 9  then it is felt these pots should be earlier. The 
present excavation and the 1929-32 excavation have both produced pots which 
probably should be placed in this group. They are shown in Fig. i, I—Ic. Nos. 5 
and io are in grogged or gritted fabrics. The forms include bowls and cooking pots. 

1 Proc. C.A.S. LVIII (1965), 53-5 and Fig. 8, 6-11. 	2  Proc. G.A.S. XLIX (1956), 43-70. 
Proc. C.A.S. LIX (1966), 55-64; Med. Archaeol. v (1961), 258. 
Proc. G.A.S. LIX (1966), 55-67. 	 5  Post-Medieval Archaeology, forthcoming. 

6  Excavations in 1970 in the area of Bedford Castle, to be published in Beds Archaeol. J. I am 
grateful to Mr David Baker for this information. 	7  Med. Archaeol. wii (1964), 49-50 and 6-8. 

8 Proc. C.A.S. LVIII (1965), 53-6. 	 9  Proc. G.S.A. XLIX (1956), 53.. 
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Fig. i. Hand-made pots mostly in shell-filled fabric (i—io); St Neots ware cooking pots (11-24); 
Developed St Neots ware cooking pots (25-9) and a cooking pot base (30). 
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The simple undifferentiated and sometimes squared-off rims and the upright, out-
flaring or barrel-shaped forms are all reminiscent of the Group III assemblages at 
Maxey,' and it is possible that the distribution of wares of Maxey type, recently seen 
as centring on Lincolnshire, should be extended further south. 2  The two sherds with 
applied handles have been included here though they may well belong to the classic 
St Neots series, and the apparent roughness may be the result of the application of the 
suspension device. The handle in the vertical plane applied to the rim top is unusual 
in the St Neots ware series, though various suspension devices have been noted. 3  
The bar-lip, for that is what it almost certainly must be, is unusual in the St Neots 
ware series though a fine example has already been published from St Neots 4  and 
there is another from Abington Pigotts. 5  The bar-lip idea has clear chronological 
limits in Cornwall, but it is doubtful whether its occurrence - widely in early 
medieval contexts in western Europe, but in pits of widely differing form and 
fabric - should necessarily be taken as everywhere contemporaneous .6  

The bulk of the pottery in the present series, and from the 1929-32 excavation, is 
St Neots ware of classic type. It is normally fairly soft with copious crushed shell 
inclusions. Many descriptions of the fabric mention a soapy feel. This is certainly 
true of the Oxford region versions of St Neots ware, but it is not always an obvious 
characteristic of the type specimens from St Neots, which are often palpably harsh. 
As a criterion it should probably be abandoned. The colour of the St Neots ware 
ranges from pink through tones of grey to black. Overfired sherds are often light 
pink or light grey. An individual pot can cover the whole range of surface colour, 
though many are fairly even. Such variation is clearly the result of minimal control in 
cooling processes after firing. It has been suggested that the firing temperature of 
St Neots ware must be low, for otherwise the shell-filled fabric would collapse. Such 
low temperatures can easily be achieved in bonfires or pit-kilns, which do not readily 
allow of controlled cooling. Indeed, in recent experiments in bonfire firing, a range 
of surface colour quite comparable to that of St Neots ware was produced quite 
fortuitously, varying from pot to pot according to the position of the pot relative to 
others in the load, and to the prevailing wind. 7  It therefore seems pointless to describe 

1 Loc. cit. in p.  84 fl. 3. 
2 Antiq. J. L, part 10970),  pp. 96-102. 	 3 Proc. C.A.S. XLIX (1956), fig. 2 on P.  55. 

Med. Archaeol. m (1969), 46, fig. 20, no. 2. This interesting sherd was presented to the British 
Museum by Professor Stuart Piggott, who kindly states: 'I acquired this by chance as a schoolboy in 
the drawer of a cabinet bought in a sale in or near Petersfield, Hants, by my father. It had so far as Ire-
member a label pasted on it saying St Neots. . . This, unfortunately, is all the documentation there was.' 

Published by Hurst as a spouted bowl, which is possible; loc. cit. in n. 8, p.  84; Proc. Prehist. 
Soc. E. Angi. IV (1922-4),227-31. 

6 For the dates of the Cornish series see Cornish Arc/zaeol. 2 (1963), pp. 60-4. 
I am grateful to Dr Peacock, Mr Coleman-Smith and Mr Johnston for permission to refer to the 

results of their experiments in advance of publication. 
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Fig. 15. Dishes and bowls in St Neots ware (i-i); in Developed St Neots ware (15-16); 
and sherds of wares of Thetford type. 
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surface colour except where it varies considerably from the norm. In the Developed 
St Neots ware series some forms are nearly always oxidized, and specific mention is 
made below of the resultant brick-red colour. 

A typical series of cooking pots, bowls and dishes are illustrated here (Fig. i )  
11-24 and 30 ; Fig. 15,  1-14), mainly from rather fragmentary specimens, of which it 
has often been difficult to establish the rim diameter (witness Fig. i, io and is). 
The 1961-2 excavation confirms Mr Hurst's impression that the majority of cooking 
pots from St Neots, at least in pre-twelfth-century deposits, are small. Most are 
6 in. (15 . 2 cm) or less in rim diameter and some-(e.g. Fig. 14, 18) are very small. 
If no. 17 15 indeed a waster then St Neots was a centre of production of such pots. 
Mr Hurst felt that assemblages in which small 'cooking pots predominate might be 
early, perhaps pre-Conquest in date. It is difficult to see why, for rather larger cooking 
pots were in use in other parts of England at the time. Nevertheless it does seem to 
be so in the present excavations, for the small pots only rarely occur together with 
the larger, and even then the smaller ones may be rubbish survivals. This, if nothing 
else, indicates that some of the St Neots ware is relatively early in the sequence. Most 
vessels have close parallels in the Little Paxton series, for which a pre-Conquest date 
was argued.' The bowls and dishes from St Neots are also similar to those from Little 
Paxton, though it is not apparent whether the great variety of profile and rim form has 
either a functional or chronological significance. Similarly negative conclusions were 
recently reached in study of the fine series from Bedford. 2  Clearly, well-dated associated 
groups are urgently needed, together with the application of physical techniques of 
relative and absolute dating, for the solution of this intransigent problem of 40 years.3  

The Middle Ouse valley settlements seem, then, in Late Saxon times to have 
depended for their pottery on local kilns producing St Neots ware with a small range 
of basic forms, the cooking pot, dish and bowl, though with great variation of rim 
form and other minor detail. There were occasional vessels of exceptional form and, 
perhaps, specialized use. Only very exceptionally did people who lived in the settle-
ments have vessels that were not local products. The few sherds of cooking pots and 
storage vessels in wares of Thetford type stood out in the assemblages, conspicuous 
by their rarity. Stamford ware was even rarer, confined to a few small sherds. A few 
sherds of sandy fabric may come from a relatively local source. The site, however, is 
clearly on the limits of distribution of these wares. The reason is clear. Some of the best 
StNeots ware is very handsome pottery; it was made locally, abundantly and doubtless, 
with its minimal technical requirements, cheaply. There was no market for imports 
even when markedly superior in fabric, as Stamford ware would have been; or in struc-
tural strength and (for the storage vessels) in size, as Thetford ware would have been. 

1 Proc. C.A.S. LXII (1969), 78-9. 	 2 Beds. Arc/iaeol. J. IV (1969), 17-25. 
A review of local ceramic traditions in Late Saxon times will be attempted in Part IV of this paper. 
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Some of the ditches of the Late Saxon settlement remained open, or at least as 
hollows, long enough to have collected in their upper filling various sherds of 
Developed St Neots ware and early medieval wares. Excellent series of such pottery 
are already available for the area' and good parallels in twelfth- or thirteenth-century 
contexts can be found for most of the jugs shown in Fig. 16, 1-5  and the bowls in 
Fig. 15, 1-16. There are close parallels for most of them in the Bedford Museum 
collections. Nothing has yet altered Mr Hurst's conclusions of 1955  that the St Neots 
ware jugs and bowls of this form and fabric belong to the eleventh and twelfth cen-
turies. It is significant that three of these sherds were found in the same context, the 
ditch 62, which clearly remained open for many years, and may have remained as 
a hollow long after the main occupation had ceased. Features 42 and 43  also contain 
Developed St Neots ware, in each case associated with sherds which would normally 
be attributed to the thirteenth century. It is no novelty that thirteenth-century deposits 
locally contain shell-filled fabrics. Unfortunately there are very few groups from the 
site to demonstrate adequately the slow appearance of sandy early medieval wares in 
the eleventh—twelfth centuries; most of the examples found are small sherds and 
there are no good associated groups. This phase in local ceramic history will clearly 
be better understood with publication of the stratified series and very large pit groups 
from the current excavations at Bedford Castle. 2  The remaining sherds illustrated 
in Fig. 16 are normal later medieval wares of the locality. The jug handle 6, in hard 
sandy grey ware with extensive thumb and finger moulding and stabbing, is distinctive 
enough, and related to an extensive series from the Home Counties, which are now 
termed Elstree jugs and dated to the thirteenth century or later. 3  Both of the glazed 
jug sherds may be of Brill type, one apparently being almost biconical. 

POTTERY CATALOGUE 

If no description of the fabric is given the sherd is in normal grey or black-cored St Neots ware with 
pin, grey or purplish-black surfaces and abundant shelly inclusions. Colour codes refer to Munsell 
Soil Colour Charts (iç). 

Hand-made bowls and cooking pots (Fig. 14, i—io). 
. Bowl with simple upright or slightly outfiaring rim; probably hand made with clear final wipe 

along the outside of the rim. Feature 64, cf. Maxey no. 35.4 
Bowl or barrel-shaped pot in medium-hard dark grey fabric with shell and perhaps a few lime-

stone inclusions. Flat rim and uneven outer surface. Feature 62. Maxey, fig. 14 for general parallels. 
Bowl or cooking pot in fairly hard shell-filled ware, harsh for St Neots ware, with slightly 

1 Proc. C.A.S. XLIX (1956), 49-70; idem, LIV (1961), 87-8; LVIII (1965), 52-60; LIX (1966), 55-66. 
Beds. Archaeol. J. V (içro), 75-81; and various other local sites. 

2 Mr Baker's excavations at Bedford Castle in 1970 have produced groups covering the entire 
period of change-over from St Neots to later medieval pottery. Publication anticipated in Beds. 
Archaeol. 3 Beds. Arch. J. 7 (1972), 68-72 and n. 4. 4 Med. Archaeol. viii (1964), 56-7. 
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Fig. 16. Jugs in Developed St Neots ware ('-5);  later medieval jugs (6-8) 
and later medieval cooking pots (9-12). 

everted rim; irregular surfaces though with some horizontal striation, so probably hand made or 
finished on a slow wheel or turntable. Topsoil over Structure A. 

Cooking pot in fairly hard shell-filled fabric; slightly everted rim; irregular surfaces indicate 
it is hand made. Feature S i. 

Cooking pot in dark grey rough-surfaced fabric (2 . 5 Y 3/0) with many inclusions, apparently 
mostly grog. Fairly thick rim, probably upright, though the sitting angle and rim diameter are 
difficult to establish from so small a sherd. Feature 121, layer 5. 

Barrel-shaped pot in fairly hard shelly fabric with pronounced internal and external unevenness; 
hand made. Cf. no. 2 above. Feature 49, layer d. 

Barrel-shaped pot in shell-filled fabric with heavy almost beaded rim. 1929-32 excavation 
(not previously published). 

Upright-sided pot, perhaps barrel shaped or bucket shaped, in shell-filled fabric with black 
external and red internal surfaces, with oval-sectioned vertical loop handle attached to the rim top, 
possibly best considered as a variation on the more normal horizontally perforated lug. Hand made. 
Feature 49, layer b. 

Apparently a barrel-shaped or bucket-shaped pot in shell-filled fabric with pinkish-grey 
external and red internal surfaces. An oval-sectioned horizontal bar has been applied internally 
with the side of the pot pulled out in front of it. This gives the 'bar-lip' effect, though if the bar is 
in fact applied externally, as is possible, it would in effect be a horizontal handle (reconstruction 9  b). 
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The former interpretation is preferable, both from the colour of the pot (the insides are usually pink 
and the outsides grey-black, if there is any variation), and from the structural weakness of 9 b. 
Other bar-lip pots are known, and it is possible that the form of this vessel is like that of the British 
Museum specimen, reconstructed by Dunning as an outfiaring open bowl. It is unlikely that the 
similarly constructed Abington Pigotts example, where the bar produces a spout rather than suspen-
sion device, quite falls into the bar-lip group. Hand made. Feature 62. 

io. Small cooking pot in hard or fairly hard dark grey to black fabric with small rounded grits, 
perhaps flint and quartzite. Sharply moulded everted rim with flat top; some horizontal striation 
suggests finishing on a slow wheel. Feature 74, layer a. 

A number of unillustrated sherds, mainly body sherds, are apparently in hand-made fabrics. 
Feature 74, layer b, produced for instance a thick body sherd of a small or medium-sized cooking 
pot in shelly fabric, apparently with everted rim. 

St Neots ware cooking pots (Fig. 14, 11-24 and 30). 
I I . Small cooking pot with simple everted rim. Feature 53,  layer a. 

Small to medium-sized cooking pot with simple everted rim. Feature 94,  layer a. 
Small cooking pot; the shell inclusions are very finely comminuted and the fabric has a harsh 

feel. Everted rim flattened externally. Feature 53, layer a. 
Small cooking pot; fabric as no. 13, with rim folded over externally to give clubbed effect. 

Feature 41, layer a. 
Small cooking pot with rounded everted rim. Feature 53, layer a. 
Small cooking pot with sharply everted short rim with hollow internal moulding. Feature 59, 

unstratified. 
Small cooking pot with sharply everted rim and slight hollow moulding internally. The pot, 

a complete half, but with the base missing, shows evidence of overfiring and spalling. It seems to 
be a waster. Feature 49,  basal layers. 

Very small cooking pot with deeply sagging base. Feature 63. 
Medium-sized cooking pot with clubbed rim. Feature 121, layer 5. 
Similar. Feature 41. 
Small to medium-sized cooking pot with thick short everted rim. Topsoil west of Structure C. 
Medium to large cooking pot with rounded everted rim with sharp external undercutting. 

Though the fabric is indistinguishable from St Neots ware and the context Late Saxon, this sherd 
may be a Romano-British rubbish survival. Feature M, layer 5. 

Similar. Feature 59,  layer c. 
Medium to large cooking pot with rounded everted rim squared externally. Probably a Late 

Saxon sherd as it has close parallels in sherds from impeccable contexts. Feature 31, layer a. 
30. Cooking pot base, probably from a medium sized pot. Slightly heat-cracked, and thus possibly 

a waster. Feature 49. 

Developed St Neots ware cooking pots (Fig. 14, 25-9). 
Medium-sized cooking pot in shell-filled fabric with brick-pink internal surface and grey-

pink external surface (25YR 5/2 and 25 YR/6 respectively). Clubbed rim and sharp external 
moulding. Feature 41. 

Medium-sized cooking pot in salmon-pink to grey shell-filled fabric; the slightly squared, 
slightly everted rim has a sharp undercut. Feature 41. 

Medium/large cooking pot in salmon-pink (25YR 5/4), shell-filled fabric with rounded 
everted and somewhat undercut rim. Topsoil over Structure B. 

Medium/large cooking pot in brick-pink (ioR /6) shell-filled fabric with short squared-off 
everted rim formed by folding over. Feature 42. 
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29. Large cooking pot in brick-pink shell-filled fabric with rounded everted rim formed by folding 
over. Feature 62. 

Dishes and bowls in St Neots ware (Fig. 15, 1-14). 
I. Dish with thickened rounded inturned rim, the thickening being achieved by folding the rim 

inwards. Topsoil west of Structure 3. 
Dish or, possibly, bowl with flat-topped internally folded inturned rim. Topsoil near east end 

of Structure C. 
Dish with inturned rim with slight thickening and moulding. Feature 63. 
Simple inturned rim dish. Feature 8. 
Inturned rim dish with slight thickening and hollow internal moulding. Feature 8. 
Probably a bowl; thickened inturned rim; a small fragment. Feature 63. 
Dish, vigorously thrown, with inturned rim. The slightly inclined top has a pronounced 

hollow moulding; there is an emphatic hollow moulding internally; and externally the rim is given 
accent by slight undercutting. Feature 53  and topsoil nearby (2 sherds). 

Deep bowl(?) with simple inturned rim and pronounced internal hollow moulding. 
Feature 63. 

Deep bowl with pronounced inturned rim. The angle of the rim has carefully formed small 
finger mouldings. Feature 63. 

so and 13. Deep bowl with rim of triangular cross-section. This is a small sherd and it has been 
drawn in two versions representing the range of possible diameters; the two versions represent very 
different vessels. Feature 74, layer a. 

i s. Bowl with massive inturned rim with rounded external and hollow internal moulding. 
Feature 63. 

12. Bowl with precisely thrown rim of triangular cross-section. Feature 64. 
14. Bowl with sharply angled inturned rim. Feature 53. 

Bowls in Developed St Neots ware (Fig. 15, 15-16). 
i. Upright-sided bowl in grey-cored fabric with brick-pink surfaces (ioR /6) and some shell 

inclusions. Simple semi-round moulding externally. Feature 43. 
Upright-sided or slightly inturned bowl in pinkish grey shell-filled fabric with thickened rim 

with rounded moulding externally and slight undercutting within. Akin to true St Neots ware but 
the form suggests it lies outside the main series. Feature 62. 

Wares of Thetford type (Fig. 15, 17-19). 
Small cooking pot in hard harsh pimply fabric ranging from buff-grey to grey (ioYR 6/3) 

with everted rim with sharp undercut. Feature 35, layer a. 
Thetford(?) ware storage vessel in hard harsh medium-grey sandy fabric with slightly darker 

surface skin. Applied finger-moulded strip. Topsoil over Structure C. 
59. Storage vessel in hard harsh sandy fabric with considerable amounts of small rounded grit in 

otherwise smooth fabric. Dark grey to pink (2.5Y 310 to 5YR 5/4); probably within the Thetford 
ware range. The applied finger-moulded strips run vertically and horizontally. Feature 74. 
Jugs in Developed St Neots ware (Fig. 16, 1-5). 

r. Jug in shell-filled light pink fabric (5 YR 6/4) with simple slightly outfiaring rim and simple 
pulled lip. Feature 62. 

Jug in shell-filled brick-pink fabric (25YR 5/) with outfiaring rim, precisely formed flat top 
and neck ridging. Feature 62. 

Jug in shelly greyish-pink fabric with everted rim, flattened on top. Topsoil at west end of 
Structure C. 
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Jug handle in shell-filled fabric with grey core and brick-pink surfaces (25YR 5/6); the stabbed 

strap handle is applied to the top of the rim, and has a central hollow moulding. Feature 43,  layer a. 
Jug(?); body sherd in fairly harsh fabric with some sand and some white inclusions, perhaps 

limestone and shell; horizontal square single-wheel rouletting. Topsoil at west end of Structure C. 
Later medieval pottery (Fig. 16, 6-12). 

Jug in sandy dark grey fabric with pinkish grey core 	YR 4/0 and 25YR 5/2 respectively). 
The strap handle is applied at the level of the rim top and is stabbed centrally and at the centre 
of each of the lateral finger mouldings. There are also small stabs along the rim top. Topsoil at west 
end of Structure C. 

Jug, probably biconical, thrown on a fast wheel in fine light grey fabric, fairly hard, with grey 
core and light pinkish buff surfaces. Ridges, applied decoration and brownish green glaze (ioYR 313). 
Ware of Brill type. Feature 42. 

Jug in fabric similar to no. 7.  The glaze is nearer sage green. Feature 43. 
Cooking pot in pink hard sandy fabric with dark grey surfaces. Short flat-topped outfolded 

rim. Feature 62. 
Cooking pot in hard sandy fabric, pinkish grey with pink surfaces (5 YR 6/6). Slightly everted 

with precise external moulding. Feature 41, layer a. 
I I . Cooking pot in hard sandy fabric; simple everted squared-off rim. Feature 42. 
12. Cooking pot rim in hard harsh sandy medium-grey fabric. The out-turned flat top is stabbed. 

Feature 41,  layer c. 
Summary of associations of the illustrated pottery 
Although some fifty features produced Romano-British, Saxon or medieval pottery very few con-
tamed more than a handful of sherds, and most of those which contained a substantial number had 
clearly been open to receive rubbish for a long period. In addition the sherds were often abraded 
and small, suggesting that many must have been derived from earlier contexts than those in which 
they were found. The value, therefore, of any of the associations noted below is small, and certainly 
they do not invite generalization in the light of present knowledge. 

Feature 31: Fig. 14,24;  Fig. i, i; and some Romano-British sherds. 
Feature 41 Fig. 14, 25, 26, 30; Fig. 16, 10, 12 and two sherds of Stamford ware, early medieval 

wares, late twelfth- and thirteenth-century sherds. 
Feature 42: Fig. 14, 28; Fig. 16, 7, 11 ;  sherds of thirteenth-century cooking pot. 
Feature 43: Fig. 15, 15; Fig. 16, 4 and 8; various abraded sherds of St Neots ware, early medieval 

ware and thirteenth-century pottery. 
Feature 48: Fig. 14, 30; and various Romano-British, St Neots and a few early medieval sherds. 
Feature 49: Fig. 14, 6, 8, 16, 17,23;  a few Romano-British and over 40 St Neots ware sherds. 
Feature 51/59: Fig. 14, 4 and a Romano-British and a St Neots ware sherd. 
Feature 53: Fig. 14, 11 , 13, 15; Fig. i, 7  and 14; and 50 St Neots ware sherds with i Romano-

British sherd. 
Feature 62: Fig. 14,2,9,29; Fig. 15, 16; Fig. 16, I, 2, 9; with  75  St Neots and 14 early medieval 

sherds. There were a few Romano-British sherds throughout, and late and post-medieval pottery in 
the top. 

Feature 63: Fig. 14, 18; Fig. i, 3, 6, 8, 9, II; various St Neots ware and Thetford ware sherds. 
Feature 64: Fig. 14, i; Fig. 15, 12; several small St Neots ware sherds, a few Romano-British and 

a sandy ware sherd. 
Feature 74: Fig. 14, 10; Fig. 15, 4, 10, 13, 19; and a few Romano-British and 16 St Neots ware 

sherds. 
Feature 8: Fig. i, 5. 
Feature- 94:  Fig. 15, i; and a Romano-British and a St Neots ware sherd. 
Feature 121: Fig. 14, 5, 19, 22; together with some Romano-British material. 
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Fig. 17. Lava: fragments of four querns. 
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LAVA QUERNS 

Many fragments of lava, sometimes heavily weathered, were found in the excavations. 
Presumably all were derived from querns. Most fragments seemed to have come from 
upper stones, presumably because these tend to break while the lower stones tend to 
wear out. Four examples are shown here (Fig. 17). The diameter of i and 2 15 about 
18 in. (47  cm), and this may well be a normal size for Late Saxon examples. That from 
Southampton is about the same, as are contemporary examples on the continent, 
as for example the series from Trelleborg.' The holes, however, differ in size 
considerably. In i it is 4  in. (ii cm) and in 2 2 in. cm). In 3,  if the reconstruction 
is correct, it is only Il  in. (c. 3 cm). The querns also vary in thickness. The maximum 
thickness of i, the thickest, is 21 in. (6 cm) at the lip, while the minimum thickness 
Of 3, the thinnest, is about i in. (2 - 2cm). All show considerable wear on the under-
side. i and 2, complete enough to show the diameter, also retain the handle hole, 
made by piercing from the top and side respectively in hourglass fashion, though the 
two apertures are not on the same axis. The querns 1-3 all show traces of tooling, 
broad but even. The tooling on i is applied in more or less parallel bands in segmental 
sections. The small fragment 4  is apparently part of the type of ribbed quern normally 
associated with post-Conquest contexts. It came from ditch 62 which has produced 
(above, p.  87) Developed St Neots ware and early medieval ware. 

All these querns are of the well-known vesicular lava of Niedermendig in the Eifel, 
and they accord well in form with the typology worked out for quern production for 
the region, now being given increasing chronological precision with the excavation 
of the very many sites throughout northern and western Europe to which it was 
exported .2  Most Middle and Late Saxon sites in south and east England seem to 
produce examples. 3  

Findspots: i, Feature 79; 2, Feature 87; 3,  Feature 87; 4,  Feature 62. 

OTHER STONES 

Two pieces of granite and a piece of sandstone were found in contexts containing 
a great preponderance of Romano-British material. They are probably Roman and 

P. Norlund, Trelleborg (Copenhagen, 1948), p1.  xx. For Southampton examples, Proc. Hants 
Field Club xxvi (1969), 79. 

2 Jahrbuch für Kunst und Kultur des Mittelrheins u—ui (iço—i), 1-32; idem, Vu—Vu (i54-5), 
7-32. There are summaries in Antiquity xxix 68-76 and in W. Kramer (ed.) Neue Aus-
grabungen in Deutschland (Berlin, 1958), pp. 268-85. 

The number of findspots has multiplied greatly since Dunning's discussion of the English 
examples in D. B. Harden (ed.), Dark Age Britain (London, 1956), P. 232, and a new study is 
overdue. 
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Fig. 18. Objects of fired clay (i-) and burnt clay (5): Scale 4 (approx.); 

and objects of lead (6) and copper alloy (7-8). Scale - (approx.). 

represent querns and a rubber respectively. Such materials were used in Middle and 
Late Saxon times, and the possibility that they are indeed Saxon should not be ruled 
out.' 

FIRED AND BURNT CLAY 

Loomweights have not been common finds in the St Neots area Late Saxon settle-
ments, but the 1929-32 excavation and the 1961-2 excavation each produced one 
example (Fig. 18, i and 2). The first is a poorly formed heavy weight, intermediate 
in form rather than bun-shaped, with central hole produced by piercing with the 
finger, in this example on a pronounced slant, doubtless through carelessness. The 
fabric is fairly soft and smooth with a few large broken oyster-shell inclusions. The 
colour varies from pink to dark grey. The weight is doubtless an example of the local 
product. The second, however, is in medium-hard sandy fabric with rounded quartz-
ite inclusions such as might have been derived from river sands, and is grey in the 
core with orange oxidized surfaces. It does not resemble local wares. In form and size 
it is not dissimilar to the first, though more carefully formed and exhibiting the pro- 

Recent study of stones transported to Southampton from various parts of England shows the 
possible extent of contacts. Proc. Hants Field Club xxvi (1969), 79-81. 
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nounced ridge around the hole so often found in loomweights manufactured in this 
way. These loomweights seem to fall into the rather amorphous group between the 
annular loomweights of Early Saxon times and the very characteristic bun-shaped 
loomweights of Late Saxon sites. The validity of these groups cannot be questioned, 
since they represent changes in the technique of manufacture. Whether the different 
forms are necessarily chronologically distinct, particularly in Late Saxon times, is 
doubtful. On the face of it, these are Middle Saxon loomweights.' 

The two spindle whorls come from disturbed contexts but both may well belong to 
the Saxon or Saxo-Norman occupation. Fig. 18, 3,  is a well-formed whorl in sandy 
fabric with inclusions of well-indurated sandstone. It has dark grey surfaces with 
thin bright red layer below, and a grey core, giving a grey—red—grey—red—grey cross-
section. Torksey ware often exhibits this feature, distinctive because. of its implica-
tions in terms of firing practice. This example, though clearly foreign to the site, may 
well, however, come from a sandstone area rather closer than Torksey. To characterize 
the object would entail its destruction and this has, therefore, not been undertaken. 
The second whorl (Fig. 18, 4)  is cut from a sherd of medium-hard sandy medium-grey 
pottery with dark grey surfaces; it is probably a Roman sherd. 

The daub fragment (Fig. 18, 5) shows impressions of close-set vertical wattles of 
in. (15 mm) diameter and has a carefully smoothed outer surface. It comes from 

Feature 87, which either impinged on, or was cut by, the wall of Structure F. It may 
thus indicate the type of wall cladding either of Structure F or of its predecessor. 
Trench 53  also produced burnt clay daub, some 168 g in featureless small fragments. 
This may indicate the wall-cladding of the nearby Structure C. 

METAL OBJECTS 
Iron (Fig. 19) 

The St Neots settlement has produced a series of iron objects exceptional for the area 
and period. All recognizable objects from both excavations are described here and 
drawn in most cases with the aid of X-ray photographs. The latch, i, is much like 
any modern example. The small and large holes are presumably for pivot and lifter 
respectively. The type, if this interpretation is correct, does not seem to be as common 
as might be expected. The object resembles in some ways certain types of strike-a-
light, but the former interpretation is to be preferred. It has an impeccable Late 
Saxon context. 2 and are knives with tangs of rectangular cross-section and blades 
of triangular cross-section. No. 2 is of the very common Saxon scramasax type, while 3, 
with its long tapering tang and blade of S-shaped profile, is related to the series with 

1 Med. Archaeol. iii .('s), 23-5, where the St Neots examples are described as properly bun-
shaped. 
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Fig. 19. Objects of iron, some drawn with the aid of X-ray photographs. 

Nos. 3, 13, 14, 17, 26, 29 and 30 are from the 1929-32 excavations. 
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Viking associations, more usually found with off-set blade.' It is the only example of 
the type from the St Neots area, where on general and historical grounds one might 
expect to see considerable Viking influence. From its associations in the 1929-32 
excavations it is presumably of tenth-century date. Nos. 4  and  5 are small fragments 
of double-edged blades. 5 narrows to a tang of rectangular cross-section, probably 
incomplete, set well to one side of the axis. Double-edged knives are not common at 
this period, and the asymmetry suggests the object is not a spear of the common 
tanged Viking types. 4  could certainly be a fragment of such a spear , 2  but both frag-
ments are probably too small for positive identification. 6 is part of a tanged straight-
bladed knife of the type more common in the later Middle Ages, which, since it 
comes from a disturbed context, may be its date. 7  and 8 are bars of rectangular 
cross-section, the first tapering at one end and the other tapering at both ends. 8 may 
be a tool of some sort, perhaps a reamer or a point. 3  The square-sectioned arrowhead 9 
has a hollow shaft beaten out on a mandrel, and is a common type of late Viking and 
Saxo-Norman sites .4  The association of this example with St Neots ware in Feature 63 
is useful confirmation that it is a type fossil of the period. Another recurrent type on 
Late Saxon sites, the simple tapering long pin, is represented by nos. io  and 13 to 17. 
Most of these are incomplete, but they are reconstructed with a length of about 3  in. 
(.v. cm) by analogy with examples from other sites. Whether they were specialized 
nails or whether they had some other function is not clear .5  The two large square-
headed nails ii and 12 are not dissimilar from other Middle and Late Saxon examples. 
19, a worn horseshoe nail, is a twelfth-century type ,6  though it has no datable 
associations here. 19 to 21 are three types of headed nail, the last having a hollow 
domed head. The objects 22 to 25 are all essentially flat iron plates with perforations 
for attachment; beyond this they are unidentifiable, except that 22 may be part of 
a horseshoe, for it seems to have a wavy outline and square holes. The holes are not, 
however, countersunk, so it is not of the usual early medieval type. 7  The small 
reaping or pruning hook, no. 26, with curled tapering tang of rectangular cross-
section and flat forged blade, is a rare survival of a type which was doubtless quite 

1 Archaeologia XCVII (159), 73; Archaeol.  J. CXVI (1959), 82-3; (examples from Viking contexts in 
England); or Nørlund, Trelleborg, pl. xxviii (examples from Viking contexts in Scandinavia). 

2 Nørlund, Trelleborg, p1. XLI. 
Idem, pls. xL1I1 and XLVI. Such objects could be almost anything from part of a corroded arrow-

head to a punch or other worktool. 
Idem, p1. XLIII, 7. 
Proc. C.A.S. LXII (1969), 86-7; possibly linen heckle teeth (Brodribb et al., Excavations at 

Shakenoak Farm, iv (Oxford, 1972), 134). 
6 Antiquity 40 (1966), 305-8; and 41 (1967), 61-3. u and 12 are similar to the Eaton Socon 

example, Proc. C.A.S. LVIII (1965), 6-6, fig. ii, no. ii, and those from Southampton, Proc. Hants 
Field Club, XXVI (1969), 64-5, fig. 24, 1-2. 

London Mus. Mediev. Cat. (London, 1954), 112-15. 
7-a 
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common. It has parallels from contemporary settlements on the continent, where 
excavation has been on a large enough scale to provide a representative series of 
small finds.' The type is a simple one with a long life; it is still with us in essence in 
modern tools. The same problems of longevity apply to the 1-shaped axe, also from 
the 1929-32 excavation, no. 29. This example lacks the expanded haft loop, and the 
blade is seen, after cleaning, to have been forged over the neck, which itself shows 
the flow lines revealing the sequence of construction. Such axes are seen in con-
temporary illustrations from the ninth to eleventh centuries 2  and have archaeological 
contexts on the continent and in England from the seventh century onwards. 3  Some 
were clearly objects of prestige and thus presumably weapons 4  but others, perhaps 
including this slender specimen, seem to have been carpenter's tools. A very similar 
example was found with various other tools at Hurbuck, Co. Durham. 5  The small 
handle, no. 27, has expanded rectangular attachment plates each with two holes for 
attachment, and a low loop to provide the handle. 28 seems to be a latch-lifter. 

Some interest attaches to the ploughshare, no. 30, found in the 1929-32 excavation 
but not previously published in detail. It is a thick bowed plate of iron of flattish 
asymmetrical cross-section near its pointed tip, with sides forged upwards and 
inwards to form a socket for the plough towards the other end. Such a share would 
have been used with a coulter, as was the very similar example from the Westley 
Waterless, Cambridgeshire, hoard, dated to the late tenth or early eleventh century 
from the container in which it was found. -' These appear to be the only English 
examples yet recorded, but the type is known on contemporary sites in northern 
Europe. The find has clear implications for the dispute over the form of the Late 
Saxon plough and its capabilities.' It also emphasizes the agricultural basis of the 
St Neots settlement, which is only indirectly implied by the querns. 

A full discussion of the slags from the site will appear in Part IV, but suffice it here 
to say that seven Late Saxon features produced slags, and there was an amount in the 

' Nørlund, Trelleborg, pls. xuv, xv. 
2  British Museum Guide to Anglo-Saxon Antiquities (London, 1923), 90 (a St Gall MS) and 

Sir Frank Stenton (ed.), The Bayeux Tapestry (London, 1957), p. 66 and figs. 25 (Aelfric's Paraphrase 
of Pentateuch and Joshua, eleventh-century Anglo-Saxon MS), 18 and 38. In each of these illustra-
tions the 1-headed axe is being used by a carpenter; all the Bayeux Tapestry axes used for war are 
of a different type. 

Baldwin Brown, The Arts of Early England i ( London, 1915),232-3. 
Nørlund, Trelleborg, pis. xxxvi and xxxviii, for a large decorated specimen. 
D. M. Wilson, The Anglo-Saxons (London, 1960), pp. 76-9; Wilson has surveyed Anglo-Saxon 

carpentry tools in Claus, Haarnagel and Raddatz (eds.), Studien zur Europaischen Vor und Fruhge-
schichte (Neumunster, 1968), pp. 143-50. 

6 C. Fox, The Archaeology of the Cambridge Region (Cambridge, 1923), p1. xxxv; and C.A.S. 
Reports xxxix (i88i), xiv-xvi. 

P. R. Finberg (ed. ), The Agrarian History of England and Wales i-ii (Cambridge, 1972), 
418-20. 
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disturbed layers; the evidence is sufficient to imply at least small-scale iron working 
at St Neots, and the township presumably had a smith or smiths capable of turning 
out most of the minor ironwork described above. 

The findspots of the iron objects were: 1929-32 excavation: nos. 3, 13, 14, 17, 26, 
29 and 30; Feature 29: no. i; Feature 52: no. 4;  Feature 62: no. io; Feature 63: 
nos. 9  and 27; Feature 87: nos. i and ; Feature 93,  nos. II, 12 and 24; Feature 95 
no. 18; area on west side of Structure A: nos. 6, 7,  8, 21, 25 and 28. The Romano-
British site underlies the last context and there is a possibility that some of the objects 
from it may be Roman. 

Copper alloy (Fig. 18, 7  and 8) 

The tapering tube no. 7  is almost certainly a ferrule of a thin staff or possibly the 
metal tag from the end of a thin rope. It resembles in form the much smaller late 
medieval bootlace and tag ends, and since it comes from a disturbed context it may 
be of that date. The strap end no. 8 is also an unstratified find but it can be assigned 
typologically to the tenth century. This type of strap end with zoomorphic terminal 
has recently been studied by Wilson, and this example is comparable to many in 
his corpus.' It is a flat copper alloy plate split at one end to accommodate the strap 
or tag, and there are two perforations for the attachment rivets. The upper surface of 
the object is decorated with criss-cross incision between two parallel lines, flanked by 
semicircular depressions. Four crescent-shaped depressions near the tip are arranged 
in pairs separated by an incised line. The object terminates in a rather vaguely 
moulded animal head, emphasized by an incised arrow on the upper surface. The 
strap end is the only object from the Late Saxon settlement for which anything like 
a close date can be assigned. It and the coin of Cnut (see below) from a building 
site nearby are the best confirmatory evidence available for the general conclusion 
that the main period of occupation of the settlement is in Late Saxon times. 

Lead (Fig. 18, 6) 
The circular disk of lead from Pit 8 in the 1929-32 excavation weighs i OZ. 15 dwt. 
It is somewhat roughly formed and may in fact have been rather a sinker than a weight 
designed for measurement, though a comparative study of Anglo-Saxon weights 
might well show some metrological correlation. 

Silver coin 
A Cnut penny was found during the excavation on an adjacent building site (Fig.'2, 3), 
almost certainly within the Late Saxon settlement area. Its finder, Mr C. Dames, 

D. M. Wilson, Anglo-Saxon Ornamental Metalwork 700-1100 (London, 1964), pp. 62-3. 
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has kindly permitted publication, and Mr Michael Dolley has provided the following 
note: 
'The coin is a penny of Harthacnut (in the name of "Cnut") of the coinage of 1040-42. 

Obv. + [NVTR/EE + AN 
Rev. + SPERT ON STANFO: 

(Swert at Stamford) 
cf. Hildebrand "Cnut" 3346: Brunn 898, etc. Wt. I67 gm. Perhaps only the third recorded 
specimen.' 

BONE OBJECTS (Fig. 20) 

The bone objects are quite typical of Middle and Late Saxon domestic sites. They 
include a 'pin-beater' (i), used in the weaving process on an upright loom' and 
a roughly shaped polishing tool (2) with a high polish on its much-used tip, perhaps 
produced through use in leather working. The small pin with perforated triangular 
head is also of a common type, and is only exceptional in having nicks along one edge. 2  
The comb fragments are single pieces from composite double-sided combs. These are 
presumably from finished combs, and there is no evidence of manufacture or bone 
working on the St Neots settlement. Many Early, Middle and Late Saxon settlements 
have produced combs of this type; the processes of manufacture have recently been 
studied and comparable examples discussed in relation to the site of Saxon Southamp-
ton ;3  they seem to have no value for dating. Findspots: I, 2 and : 1929-32 excava 
tion; 3  and : Feature 48. 
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1 Trans. Leics. Archaeol. Soc. XXVIII (1953), 50. 
2 Proc. G.S.A. LXII (1969), 86-7, fig. 16, no. II; their manufacture has been discussed in relation 

to Saxon Southampton in Proc. Hams Field Club xxvi (1969), 76 and p1. vi b. 
Ibid., pp. 75-6 and p1. via. 
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APPENDIX A 

THE MIDDLE SAXON VESSEL FROM THE CONEYGEARE, EYNESBURY 

In addition to the various Anglo-Saxon sites noted in and around St Neots there is some evidence 
to suggest that an early Anglo-Saxon cemetery existed at The Coneygeare, Eynesbury. This site 
was extensively occupied' in Roman times, and aerial photographs show that, although gravel 
digging took place in earlytimes, nevertheless there are many structures, ditches and other features 
in the area. Sporadic finds-'have been made over many years. The vessel shown in Fig. 21 has been 
published twice before' butnot to modern standards. A new description is given below and we have 
kindly had the benefit of comments on the vessel from Dr J. N. L. Myres. The vessel is in the 

' G. C. Gorham, The History and Antiquities of Eynesbury and St Neots (London, 1820), pp. 12-13, 

and V.C.H. Huntingdonshire II, 277. 
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Fig. 21. Seventh or eighth-century vessel from the Coneygeare, Eynesbury. 

University Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology, Cambridge, having arrived there via Trinity 
College Library, whose number RM7 9.12.84 it bears. 

Fig. 21. A more or less globular vessel with flattish base and tall neck, slightly everted at the 
rim, in fabric of medium fineness and medium hardness, being slightly sandy and micaceous. .The 
fabric is burnished internally and externally above the shoulder, and the surface is brownish red, 
with a medium grey core. The lower part of the pot, apparently only smoothed and not burnished 
or finished, is slightly degraded, the sand is more apparent, and there is some spalling. The vessel 
is decorated with two pairs of horizontal grooves, at top and bottom of the shoulder, the area between 
which is divided into trapeziums by groups of three vertical lines. Within the spaces so defined are 
five or six vertical lines of small stab marks with, below them, a cross formed of pairs of incised lines. 
All the decoration is applied to the vessel when in the leather-hard state, presumably immediately 
after the burnish. 
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Dr Myres says of this vessel in a letter to Mr Tebbutt '. . .1 think it is probably related to the 

Kentish bottle-vase type of the seventh century, though so far as I know it is not exactly paralleled 
there. It seems to be an extreme example of the seventh-century tendency to produce vessels with 
a low centre of gravity and tall conical neck, as shows e.g. in the Leighton Buzzard so-called 
"Christian" cemeteries published by Mrs Hyslop.' The type of decoration is also reminiscent of her 
examples.2  Although the parallels are not at all close I feel that a date not earlier than the seventh 
century is much nearer the mark than the A.D. 500  suggested by R. A. Smith as quoted by Fox. 13 

The vessel is of some interest in providing an indication of local ceramic preferences in a period 
for which there is little enough evidence in the area, Gorham's account indicates that other vessels 
were not preserved. 

'Fragments of Roman pottery are frequently found up on Eynesbury Cony-geer. They consist 
chiefly of an unbaked black or dark-blue clay, with very little ornament. Urns, of inferior work 
manship, have also been found on the same spot: they have probably been sepulchral; although the 
fact of their having contained bones has not been ascertained. Of these Antiquities a single specimen 
(found in 1816) has hitherto been preserved' (the vessel discussed here). 

The site was thus presumably a late pagan cemetery, still practising cremation, and another factor, 
therefore, in the developing pattern of Anglo-Saxon occupation locally. 

1 Archaeol. J. cxx (1963), 161-200. 
2  Ibid. p. 174, fig. 8g and p.  178, fig. iia. 

C. Fox, The Archaeology of the Cambridge Region (Cambridge, 1923),P.  267. 
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