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MEDDENS and DAVID STARLEY 

An excavation at the site if the former Fairyland Caravan Park, to the west if Laleham village, produced 
evidence for Middle to Late Iron Age occupation, probab{y commencing after 3 OOBC. During the three or 

Jour centuries prior to the Roman conquest the nucleus if a small riparian farmstead lay immediate{y to the 
north-east if the site. Part if an eaves-drip gul{y, presumab{y associated with a roundhouse, was recorded, 
along with ditches, including part if a multi-phase enclosure, and numerous pits. Evidence was recovered to 
suggest that pottery and other fired-clqy objects mqy have been produced in the immediate viciniry if the site 
during this period. Although utilization if the site continued into the Late pre-Roman Iron Age, it was 
seeming{y more peripheral to the settlement area than had previous{y been thought. The site remained in use 
following the Roman conquest, and indeed it may well have been farmed throughout the entire Roman 
period. Primary structural evidence if Roman date was, however, not found. Enclosures original{y set out in 
the Middle to Late Iron Age were still being remodelled during the late Roman period. There was some 
indication, from the ceramic evidence in particular, that there mqy have been an upsurge in activiry during 
the last century if Roman rule, possib{y in relation to the renewed prosperiry and regeneration if the Roman 
town to the north-west at Staines (Pontibus). Although on{y a relative{y small quantiry if Saxon pottery 
was recovered, there was sufficient material to indicate occupation if the site, possib{y until as late as the 
7th century AD. Apart from a single medieval sherd there was no evidence to suggest that the site was 
occupied again until the post-medieval period, when part if it mqy have been used as a market garden. 

Introduction 

An archaeological excavation was undertaken between 22January and 21 February 1997, 
by Pre-Construct Archaeology, on the site of the former Fairyland Caravan Park on the 
outskirts ofthe ancient village ofLaleham, Spelthorne (fig 1). 

The site is located at TQ 0451 6950, some 2km to the south-east of Staines, where a 
Roman settlement (Pontibus) was established in the 1st century AD (Burnham & Wacher 
1990, 306-1 0). It lies between the river Thames to the south and the junction of two 
residential streets, The Ryde and Riverway, to the north. The western boundary is formed 
by the vestige of an ancient tributary of the Thames, now known as Sweep's Ditch. 

The excavation was carried out in advance of a residential development by Crest Homes 
(Southern) Limited, which funded the project when an initial field evaluation demonstrated 
that important archaeological remains on the site were threatened by the proposed 
construction. An irregular-shaped area measuring up to 52m east-west by up to 55m 
north-south was investigated in detail during the course of the excavation (fig 2). The 
shape of the excavation area was determined by the 'footprints' of the proposed house/ 
garage plots in the north and east of the site where the evaluation had established the 
presence of archaeological remains. 

The complete site archive, including the artefacts, has been deposited at Spelthorne 
Museum. 
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Fig I Laleham: site location.(© Crown Copyright. MC 100014198) 

GEOLOGICAL AND TOPOGRAPHICAL BACKGROUND 

The Staines/Laleham area is low-lying as the Thames enters the London Basin, flanked 
by the Chiltern ridge to the north and the Chalk Downs to the south. The solid geology of 
the area is London Clay and upon this base the drift geology consists of fluvial gravels, part 
of the Thames Terrace Gravels, which are known to be capped with brickearth deposits in 
places (MacPhail & Scaife 1987, 34-5; Bird 1996, 217-20). 

Terrace gravels were exposed by machine clearance in a strip c l9m wide in the centre 
of the site. They were recorded at 13.04m OD and l2.87m OD in the north and south of 
the site respectively. To the west, where the gravels fell away towards the confluence of the 
Thames and Sweep's Ditch, they were overlain by Holocene alluvium. In the eastern half 
of the site the gravels were overlain by calcareous brickearth - a firm, light yellowish 
brown, chalky clay- which was recorded at a maximum height of 13.49m OD. In the 
north-eastern corner of the site, the latter deposit was overlain with another brickearth- a 
soft, mid orange brown, sandy clay- which was recorded at a maximum height of 13.5 7m 
OD. 

At the site itself the ground fell away gently to the south. Street level to the north of the 
site was at c l4.3m OD while the riverside footpath to the south of the site was at c l3.2m 
OD. 
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Fig 2 Laleham: trench location. 
(©Crown Copyright MC 100014198) 

The archaeological sequence 

INTRODUCTION 

Two factors ensure that analysis of the excavated data can allow only tentative statements 
to be made about the interpretation and phasing of what was essentially a scatter of 
features. Firstly, the rural location of the site meant that there was relatively little 
stratigraphy and, secondly, few features contained more than a handful of pottery sherds. 
Furthermore, as is often the case with pre-Roman material, much of the Iron Age pottery 
cannot be dated with any precision. Nevertheless, analysis of the stratigraphic data, in 
conjunction with what dating evidence there was, has allowed the majority of the features 
and deposits to be assigned to a series ofbroad chronological periods. Where there is any 
overlap between periods this is the result of an overlap in finds dating. Site-specific shorter 
event sequences, which pertain to comparatively brief episodes within a period, have been 
identified as numbered phases throughout the text. 

ACTIVITY PRIOR TO THE MIDDLE TO LATE IRON AGE 

As the site contained no obviously early prehistoric features, it seems that the area was 
apparently not intensively settled prior to the Iron Age. Nevertheless, human activity in 
the area is indicated by finds made in the immediate vicinity of the site. 

A significant quantity of lithic material, datable from at least the Late Mesolithic and 
continuing through the Neolithic/Bronze Age, was recorded. Most of the flintwork was 
recovered from the fills of Iron Age and Roman features,· the majority being deposited 
residually although a small element may have been contemporary. Since most of the 
material was in good or only slightly abraded condition and a relatively large number of 
complete flakes were recovered, it seems that, for the most part, the lithic assemblage had 
not travelled far from where it had been originally deposited. 

The earliest pottery was of Early Iron Age date, although only two sherds of such 
material were recovered. Since both sherds came from topsoil during initial clearance, it is 
possible that they arrived at the site through manuring, or some other means, having 
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originated from an Early Iron Age occupation site in the Laleham area. It seems that 
although there may well have been human activity at the site during a number of 
archaeological periods prior to the Middle to Late Iron Age, the precise nature of this 
activity cannot be established. 

IRON AGE ACTIVITY 

Period 1: Middle to Late Iron Age (c 300BC-AD1) (figs 3-4) 

The Middle to Late Iron Age is represented by a scatter of features across the site, most of 
which contained pottery and/ or fired-clay artefacts produced between c 300BC and AD l. 
This was the only archaeological era (discounting the modern) within which a domestic 
structure was erected in the area of excavation. 

The ring-gully 

In the north-eastern corner of the excavation, a 6m
long arc of a gully (245) was uncovered, which ended 
to the south in a dearly defined terminal. The gully 
had a maximum width of 0.41m and a maximum 
depth of 0.22m. Its fill contained two sherds of 
pottery, twelve fragments of animal bone and some 
burnt flint. 

Shallow penannular or annular gullies oflron Age 
date are traditionally interpreted as being the drain
age channels or eaves-drip gullies that surrounded 

roundhouses. Feature 245 may well have surrounded 
a domestic structure. 

Pits 

Thirteen pits were assigned to this period, all but 
one of which were located in the eastern half of the 
site, to the south of the possible roundhouse. The 
relatively small size of these pits (107 and 276 in 
particular), suggests that they may in fact have been 
postholes. Generally the pits were oval in shape and 
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while most had sloping sides, three ( 195, 267 and 
269) had vertical or concave sides (fig 4). 

The fills of the pits were generally unremarkable 
and relatively few finds were recovered from the 
features. One notable item was part of a fired clay 
kiln spacer recovered from pit 241 (se"e Lyne below). 
In addition, pits 84 and 272 contained fragments of 
fired clay briquettes (the latter contained a complete 
example), which were probably used to line furnace 
or kiln structures, while a number of the pits 
contained fragments of fired clay or daub, which 
probably had a similar origin (see Lyne below). 

Notable among the period l features was pit 272, 
since this alone contained over 4kg of Iron Age 
pottery (more than half the pottery of all periods 
recovered from the site) as well as several other 
important finds. It had a primary and secondary fill 
(274 and 273). The latter was probably slumped 
topsoil: it contained a sherd of 18th century pottery. 
This pit also contained part of a fired-clay triangular 
loomweight (see Lyne below) and an iron object, 
identified as an uncommon but standardized form 
of trade iron known as a hooked billet (see Fell and 
Starley below). In addition, a small assemblage of 
animal bone was recovered from the feature, with 
most of the domestic species represented. A bird 
bone, unidentifiable to species, came from the 
secondary fill, although this may well have been 
intrusive. 

Ditches 

Four ditches were assigned to period l. The most 
substantial (30 1) ran roughly north-south close to 
the western limit of excavation. It was c 2.5m wide 
and c0.95m deep, with a roughly U-shaped profile. 
It was mainly filled with a series oflaminated alluvial 
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sediments, and seems likely to have been dug 
immediately to the east of the natural bank of the 
watercourse which now survives as the slow-moving 
brook, Sweep's Ditch. Along with an associated 
bank, the ditch would have formed a substantial 
earthwork against episodes of flooding. Ten flint 
flakes and some burnt flint were recovered from the 
feature. Given that no other features at the site were 
of pre-Iron Age date, it seems unlikely that such a 
substantial cut as this derived from any of the earlier 
prehistoric periods. The struck flints, therefore,. were 
considered to be residual. 

Some 4m to the east of ditch 301 was another less 
substantial ditch (302) which, from the northern 
limit of excavation, ran to the south for c9m and 
then turned sharply to the east to end in a rounded 
terminal after c 3m. It was up to 1.2m wide and up 
to 0.2m deep, with a roughly U-shaped profile. No 
artefacts were recovered and it was cut into by the 
terminal of period 2 ditch 304. It could represent 
part of the western side of an enclosure that sub
divided the 'dry' land to the east of ditch 301. 

Approximately 22m to the south-east of the 
southern terminal of ditch 302 was a sinuous ditch 
(261). This feature was traced for c9.7m. It was up 
to !m wide and 0. 19m deep. Its fill produced 
nineteen animal bones and a large quantity (3.1 kg) 
of burnt flint. In addition, fourteen fragments of 
fired clay briquettes were recovered, probably hav
ing derived from a kiln or furnace, along with five 
sherds of Middle to Late Iron Age pottery, one sherd 
of Late pre-Roman Iron Age pottery and another, 
of Late Iron Age or possibly very early Roman date. 
The latter two pieces are likely to be intrusive. The 
alignment of ditch 261 and the southernmost portion 
of ditch 302 suggest that they may have formed parts 
of the same enclosure. 
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Close to the eastern limit of excavation was a 
fourth period l ditch ( 138) that was traced for c 3. 7m 
running east-west. It was 0.8m wide and 0.2m deep 
and its fill contained 22 animal bones and some 
burnt flint. To the west it had been truncated by a 
period 2 ditch ( 140). Ditches 261 and 138 could 
represent different versions of the same enclosure. 

Late Iron Age alluvium 

Final infilling ofboundary ditch 30 l occurred follow
ing deposition of alluvial material at the western 
edge .of the site. Towards the southern limit of 
excavation, the upper part of the feature was filled 
with c0.5m of bluish-grey silty clay (205), which 
extended over and beyond the western edge of the 
ditch for c 0. 7m. This in turn was overlain with 

c 0.25m of greyish-brown sandy silty clay (204). Both 
deposits had been cut by period 2 ditch 303. 

The two alluvial layers had an indeterminate 
interface and, to the west of the intrusive period 2 
ditch, only a single alluvial layer (279), with a 
maximum thickness of c 0. 7m was observed, 
although its composition did vary with depth. The 
alluvial basal fill (236) of ditch 30 I, along with 
deposits 204 and 205, contained sufficient mollusca 
to allow palaeo-environmental reconstruction to be 
carried out, which demonstrates the marshy nature 
of the south-western portion of the site at the time 
(see Keen below). Lithic material was also abundant 
in this alluvial material. In addition, deposit 279 
yielded single sherds of pottery from periods I and 
2, as well as eleven fragments of fired daub and a few 
animal bones. Deposit 205 contained the mid shaft 
portion of a left femur from a young adult human, 
probably female (identified by S Mays). 

Period 2: Late pre-Roman Iron Age (c 50BC-AD50) (fig 5) 

Although the site clearly continued to be used during the Late pre-Roman Iron Age, it 
seems that it was rather more peripheral to the focus of a settlement area than it had been 
in period l. 

Pits 

Most of the period 2 pits were, like those of period I, 
located in the north-eastern quarter of the site and 
may have been associated with structural features 
lying beyond the northern and eastern limits of the 
excavation. These pits were also typically oval in 
shape and there was a wide variation in size. 
However, they all had vertical or steeply sloping 
sides and most had a flat base. Fills were again 
largely unremarkable and contained relatively few 
finds. While most contained a quantity of burnt flint, 
none produced more than ten pottery sherds and 
animal bones were particularly scarce. As with the 
pits assigned to period I, the function of most of 
these features is not immediately clear, although 185 
was a post-pit, since it contained a central post-pipe. 

Ditches 

The period I boundary ditch (301), was recut (303), 
with a slight shift in alignment to the west. Ditch 303 
was generally less substantial than its predecessor, 
being up to 1.9m wide and 0.67m deep. Its profile 
was almost V-shaped, although in the southernmost 
of the two excavated sections the stepped sides 
suggested that the feature might have been recut. Its 
grey sandy clay fill produced a total of fifteen sherds 
of pottery, from both periods I and 2, together with 
seven animal bones, some burnt flint and a relatively 
large quantity of, presumably residual, struck flint. 

Slightly truncating the terminal of period 1 ditch 
302, and presumably representing redefinition of 
that feature, was ditch 304. This ended in a rounded 
terminal to the north and then ran to the south for 
c 9m, whereupon it turned to the south-east for 
c 1 Om, ending in a narrow, clearly horizontally 

truncated, terminal. In its north-south aligned por
tion, the ditch was up to 1.2m wide and typically 
0.4m deep with a U-shaped profile. Towards the 
southern terminal it was 0.32m wide and only 60mm 
deep. The nine sherds of pottery recovered were 
mainly of Late pre-Roman Iron Age date, although 
a single sherd could indicate a (very early) Roman 
presence on the site at the time the feature silted up. 

Four other ditches were assigned to period 2. The 
first, ditch 6, appeared to be distinctly curvilinear, 
and was traced for c 8m before being truncated to 
the south by a modern drain. It was 0.9m wide and 
0.3m deep with a U-shaped profile. There was some 
evidence to suggest that it had been recut, and that 
it curved further to the east, close to the point where 
it was truncated. A short section of the postulated 
earlier phase of ditch 6 may have survived, as ditch 
14, towards the southern end of evaluation trench 2. 
However, period 3 and 4 ditches must have com
pletely truncated ditch 14 immediately to the south 
and east ofthe evaluation trench. It is unlikely, given 
their close proximity, that ditches 6 and 304 existed 
as open features contemporaneously. Either ditch 
could represent the remodelling of an enClosure 
defined by the other, but, on the basis of the available 
dating evidence, one cannot suggest anything other 
than that the two features are of the same general 
date. 

A similar problem exists in relation to the inter
pretation of two butt-ended ditches ( 140 and 222), 
found in the eastern part of the site. They are of the 
same broad date range. The southernmost of the 
two ( 140), was aligned basically east-west although 
it had a sinuous form,.rather more pronounced than 
that of period I ditch, 261. Ditch 140 appears to 
have replaced period 1 ditch 138. The fills of the two 
features were largely indistinguishable. Ditch 140 
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Fig 5 Laleham: period 2 features 

was traced for c 14.2m and it ended to the west in a 
rounded terminal. It was typically 0.8m wide and 
0.43m deep, but it became far less substantial 
towards the eastern limit of excavation, where it was 
only 0.44m wide and 0.22m deep. Generally it had a 
V -shaped profile. Three sherds of pottery, of both 
periods 1 and 2, were recovered although, in addi
tion, there were eight fragments of fired clay or daub 
and, more notably, two fired clay fragments, which 
were probably derived from the dome of an oven 
and were datable to the Middle to Late Iron Age. A 
total of c l.4kg of burnt flint was also recovered, 
along with 21 animal bones. 

Some 5.5m to the north of ditch 140, a curving 
2m length of ditch (222), was located. To the west, it 
was truncated by a modern drain and did not 
reappear beyond that. It was 0.6m wide and 0.18m 
deep with a U-shaped profile. Four sherds of pottery, 
some of Late pre-Roman Iron Age date and some 
earlier, were recovered, along with two animal 
bones. 

A linear ditch (232), was recorded in the southern 
part of the site. It ran from the eastern limit of 

Discussion of Iron Agefiatures (periods I and 2) 

excavation to the west for c 24m ·and then turned 
sharply to the south-west, continuing for c 4m up to 
the limit of excavation. The section formed at the 
eastern limit of excavation indicated that, at that 
point, the original width and depth had been at least 
l.25m and 0.65m respectively: Further to the west it 
became increasingly less substantial, peing only 0. 7m 
wide and 90mm deep in the westernmost point, 
although this was presumably the result of horizontal 
truncation. Its profile remained generally consistent 
with steeply sloping sides and a flat base. Four 
excavated sections ofthe feature yielded eight sherds 
of Late pre-Roman Iron Age pottery, a fired clay 
briquette fragment, c 0,8kg of burnt flint, and 29 
animal bones. 

Ditch 232 was presumably originally associated 
with a bank, although no evidence of any such 
feature survived. However, there was some evidence 
to suggest that a hedgerow, represented by a group 
of ephemeral shallow features (94, 98, l 02 and 132), 
had been deliberately grown along parts of i'ts 
southern edge. 

The extent of probable settlement to the south and west was essentially confined by the 
margins of the Thames and its tributary, now known as Sweep's Ditch. However, 
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substantial linear boundary ditches were cut to demarcate the southern and western limits 
of the settlement area during the Middle to Late Iron Age (ditch 301) and Late pre-Roman 
Iron Age (ditches 303 and 232). These features, along with their associated banks, may 
have been primarily defensive in function. However, they would have had important 
subsidiary roles, in that they would have enclosed livestock and would also have kept 
seasonal floodwater at bay. If a period 1 date is accepted for ditch 301, rather than it being 
Neolithic or Bronze Age, then the alluvial material that sealed it was presumably oflron 
Age date. The presence of the human bone in fill 205 may be indicative of the use of 
isolated human bone elements in a ritual context related to disposal of the dead, possibly 
to emphasize boundaries (Harding 1974, 113). During the evaluation phase of the 
fieldwork, it was noted that ditch 302 was also overlain by alluvial material, although a 
date for its deposition was not ascertained (a detailed discussion of Holocene alluviation 
represented at the nearby multi-period site at Runnymede Bridge appears in Needham 
1992). 

Even taking into account the possible effect of later truncation, the majority of the less 
substantial ditches of periods 1 and 2 were obviously barely defensive and would have 
provided little obstacle to determined thieves or predators. Therefore, it is likely that they 
defined smaller polygonal enclosures, probably used as animal pens, set out within the 
overall boundaries of the settlement. With a low bank and perhaps a hedge or palisade, 
they could have kept livestock contained and would have offered a token resistance to 
predators. It is clear that these enclosure ditches were not continuous, perhaps so that, on 
occasion, the animals could be driven down to the river for watering: a crucial 
consideration in animal husbandry. The kink at the western end of period 2 boundary 
ditch (232) adds some support to this idea. 

Primary structural evidence of Iron Age date from the site was limited. However, it is 
possible to make one or two tentative statements about the form and status of the possible 
roundhouse, the presence of which is implied by the excavated portion of ring-gully 245 
(fig 3). It is clear that the entire feature was penannular and its diameter can be estimated 
as c 13m. Penannular gullies of Iron Age date have traditionally been interpreted as eaves
drip gullies surrounding the free-standing walls of roundhouses, all traces of which have 
since disappeared. It has been suggested that the walls of such houses may have been 
constructed of turf or cob, or there may even have been a frame of beams laid directly 
upon the ground, rather than having earth-fast timber posts with wattle infill (Hanworth 
1987, 147). 

In the Staines/Laleham area close parallels for penannular gullies with little or no 
evidence of internal structural elements exist at Heathrow, Bedfont and Stanwell (Grimes 
& Close-Brooks 1993). At the Heathrow site eleven Middle Iron Age ring-gullies, 
interpreted as representing the locations of roundhouses, were recorded. One of these, 
gully D, was c 12m in diameter with an east-facing break c4m wide. At Stanwell three ring
gullies were recorded, one of which, F4, was a circular gully with an internal diameter of 
c l3.5m. At Brooklands, Weybridge, the presence of five postholes, actually within a ring
gully, led to the feature being tentatively interpreted as a bedding trench for a stave-built 
wall (Hanworth & Tomalin 1977, 12). At the latter site two ring-gullies were recorded; 
F135, the only one to be fully exposed, had an internal diameter of 12.8m with a west
facing break 3.lm wide. 

The terminal at the southern end of gully 245 indicates that there was probably a south
facing break in the feature, at least c 5m wide, which presumably represented the location 
of the entrance to the roundhouse. Although the diameter of the internal structure would 
have been less than that of the surrounding drainage gully, its doorway may still have been 
several metres wide. It has been noted that the doorways of larger Iron Age roundhouses 
often appear unusually large, resembling barn doors (Bewley 1994, I 07). 

Clusters of pits, such as those recorded in the eastern portion of the site, are a widespread 
and characteristic phenomenon on Iron Age sites across lowland Britain. Generally, such 
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features contain few finds, a fact that has traditionally ruled out their interpretation as 
domestic refuse pits. Typically, pits oflron Age date are regarded as storage pits, probably 
for grain but a possible alternative may be for collected fruits, such as acorns or beech nuts, 
since that interpretation was convincingly argued for c 200 pits recorded at Little 
Woodbury, Wiltshire (Bersu 1940). 

At this site it is possible that as many as 70% of the pits assigned to periods 1 and 2 may 
have been storage pits, although only a handful were of the form and dimension to be 
convincingly interpreted in this way. Unfortunately the environmental samples recovered 
from these features did not contain identifiable quantities of charred or waterlogged plant 
material. None of the pits here attained the depths seen at other Iron Age sites. At Little 
Woodbury more than half the Iron Age pits were deeper than lm, while at Laleham the 
deepest was 0.45m. All but two pits were located in the eastern half of the site, cut into the 
calcareous brickearth subsoil, although significantly none had been cut deep enough to 
reach the underlying gravels. The thickness of the brickearth subsoil would undoubtedly 
have been a limiting factor, in terms of the depth of the features, if indeed any were 
intended for grain storage. While no evidence of linings to any of these features was 
encountered, the brickearth subsoil would have provided the pits with firm sides and a 
reasonably dry interior: crucial factors for successful grain storage (Reynolds 1974, 119). 

Two of the pits (195 and 267), displayed characteristics of the beehive shape considered 
to be the optimum form for storage of grain ( ibid, 129). Significantly, one of these, together 
with pit 269, were the deepest to be recorded at the site. The beehive shape is thought to 
be the result of regular cleaning of algae and eroded material from the walls of the pit, a 
process that increases the volume of the feature ( ibid, 129-30). The narrower opening of 
such features was easily sealed, probably with clay, which would serve the dual purpose of 
maintaining anaerobic conditions and preventing rodents from entering. 

The two pits (300 and 241) located beyond the western extent of the calcareous 
brickearth subsoil can essentially be discounted as being storage pits, and may have been 
the result of small-scale gravel quarrying. Pit 272, was, as described above, particularly 
notable for the quantity of finds within it. It could be interpreted simply as a pit for the 
disposal of domestic refuse, although the artefactual assemblage, particularly the hooked 
billet, is suggestive of a placed deposit and ritual practice (see Fell and Starley below). 

Some pits (107, 120, and 271 in particular) are more likely to represent the bases of 
postholes or post-pits. Some may have been used to stand barrels or pottery vessels in, to 
prevent them tipping over, in addition to keeping them cool. Some may have been dug to 
extract the brickearth. Several (eg 59/95, 87, 156, 224 and 296) can be described as 
'hollows'; at Little Woodbury several Iron Age features, described in such a way, were 
interpreted as having been the locations at which tasks of harvest time were conducted 
(Bersu 1940, 64-9). At Heathrow Airport, c 7km to the north of the site, four similar 
hollows oflron Age date were recorded (Canham 1978, 9-15). 

ROMAN ACTIVITY 

Period 3: early Roman (c AD50-200) (fig 6) 

Site use continued into the Roman period, although again it seems that the excavated area 
remained on the periphery of settlement. In broad terms there seems to have been a 
decline in the overall intensity of activity in the immediate vicinity of the site after the 
Roman conquest. 

Ditches 

The period 2 angular enclosure ditch (304), was 
remodelled in period 3 (phase I) as ditch 306 (fig 6). 
As had been the case with the period 2 version, the 
result of this remodelling was to shift the feature 

slightly to the east. Ditch 306 ran roughly north
south for c 15m, then turned slightly to the east for 
c 9m before turning to run east-west for c 4m up to a 
very narrow terminal. The enclosure is likely to have 
been polygonal in shape. 
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In the broader north-south aligned portion of 
ditch 306, where it was up to 2.9m wide and 0.26m 
deep, there was some indication that recutting took 
place. The second element may have been cut 
shortly after the first, as the fill of the feature was 
essentially homogeneous, indicating that if there had 
been two individual elements, they silted up almost 
simultaneously. The ditch narrowed gradually 
towards the southern terminal, which was only 
0.18m wide and c 50mm deep. Little in the way of 
datable material was recovered, although the small 
amount of pottery may be indicative of a pre-Flavian 
date for the infilling. 

If the period 2 boundary ditch (303) had silted up 
by the time ditch 306 was cut, then the latter could 
well have performed the dual function of defining 
both the enclosure and the western limit of settle
ment; this could explain the broadening of its 
north-south aligned portion. It may have been the 
case that a deep linear western boundary ditch, 
essentially defensive in function, was not necessary 
during the Roman period. However, it is possible 
that the boundary may have been redefined as a 
linear roughly north-south orientated feature (31 0) 
immediately to the west of enclosure ditch 306. 

To the north, ditch 310 was !.!m wide and 0.32m 
deep with sides sloping up to 45 ° from a generally 
flat base. In the southernmost portion, it had two 
distinct elements, suggesting that it had been recut 
at some stage. The eastern element, with a rounded 
terminal to the north, was c 0.5m wide and 0.14m 
deep with a U-shaped profile, while the western 
element was of a similar width but up to 0.3m deep 
with a rather more V-shaped profile. It was not 
possible to ascertain any relationship between the 
two, although it seems more likely that the shallower 
eastern one was later. Ditch 310 contained ten 
articulated bones from the lower leg/ ankle of a 
horse. The ditch was assigned to period 3, phase 5 
(fig 6). 

Period 4: late Roman (c AD200-41 0 +) (fig 7) 

Stratigraphic evidence indicates the enclosure 
ditch 306 was partially recut (ditch 307), during 
period 3 (phase 2). Subsequently, two other ditches 
(308 and 309), were cut in the same area during 
period 3 (phases 3 and 4). These may have been 
further versions of the same enclosure. Twenty 
sherds of Roman pottery were recovered from the 
excavated sections of ditches 307, 308 and 309, 
together with some fragmented animal bones. 

A group of ditches/ gullies, recorded adjacent to 
the eastern limit of excavation, were tentatively 
assigned to period 3. The first was a linear, east-west 
ditch ( 148), of which c 8m was revealed. To the west, 
it had been truncated and originally probably ter
minated here. A vertically sided posthole recorded 
in its base suggests that it may have been a palisade 
trench. Two sherds of Roman pottery were reco
vered from the ditch, along with some residuallithics 
and Iron Age pottery. 

To the north, part of a generally similar ditch 
(278), was located. This was up to 0.6m wide and 
0.28m deep and had a roughly V-shaped profile. Its 
fill contained a few residuallithics. Ditch 278 may 
have been truncated to the west by a linear pit (291 ), 
which was c 3.3m long, c 0.8m wide and up to O.llm 
deep. To the south, was a linear gully (165), which 
was 0.3m wide but only 80mm deep. On its west side 
it terminated in a butt-end, as ditch 148 must 
originally have done. No finds were recovered from 
the fill of the gully. These features were assigned to 
period 3 on the basis of their proximity and broad 
similarity to ditch 148, which was probably infilled 
during the first half of the Roman period. 

Pits 

Few other features datable to the I st and 2nd 
centuries AD were recorded at the site. Three pits 
were assigned to period 3, but one (293) could 
equally have belonged to periods I or 2 as it 
contained no artefacts. The fills of all three were 
similar and their functions remain unclear. 

Although only a relatively small amount of stratified late Roman pottery was recovered, it 
is clear that the site remained in use during the second half of the Roman period. Enclosure 
ditches, originally set out in the late Iron Age, were still being redefined during the last 
century of Roman occupation. The unstratified ceramics recovered from topsoil during 
initial site clearance were mainly of late Roman date, including several vessels that attest 
to late 4th century occupation in the immediate vicinity. 

Ditches 

The period 3 (phase 5) boundary/enclosure ditch 
(310) was redefined on two further occasions, (dit
ches 311 and 312), during period 4 (phases I and 2 
respectively). It is possible, although by no means 
certain, that the earlier of these (311 ), may actually 
have been a further, and possibly final, version of the 
enclosure ditch which originated in the Late Iron 
Age. To the north it was up to 0.7m wide and up to 
0.3m deep with an almost V-shaped profile, while 
towards its southern terminal it was as little as 0.35m 

wide and 0.12m deep with gently sloping sides and a 
flat base. Five sherds of Roman pottery, a fragment 
of tile and six animal bones were recovered from the 
feature. 

Immediately to the west of ditch 311, was another 
on a similar alignment (312) that was a partial recut 
of ditch 310. To the north, it was up to 0.75m wide 
and 0.2m deep, with an almost V-shaped profile, 
while towards its southern terminal it was 0.45m 
wide and 7 5mm deep, with gently sloping sides and 
a flat base. Seven sherds of Roman pottery were 
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recovered from the feature, along with 33 animal 
bones. Two fragments of an iron nail were also 
recovered, although its dating is questionable given 
that two fragments of post-medieval peg tile were 
also recovered from the same deposit, these presum
ably being intrusive. 

An east-west orientated ditch (4) was recorded in 
the extreme northern end of evaluation trench 2. It 
was l.lm wide and 0.3m deep with sides sloping at 
an angle of up to 50° from a flat base. It contained a 

Discussion of Roman .features (periods 3 and 4) 
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sherd of late Roman pottery, in addition to several 
residual Iron Age sherds and a greyware rim sherd, 
probably oflate medieval origin. It is likely that the 
latter was intrusive, as there was little other evidence 
of late medieval occupation of the site. If a late 
Roman date for ditch 4 is accepted, it is possible that 
the feature may have defined part of the same 
enclosure/boundary as ditch 312. Significantly, the 
fill of ditch 4 was virtually identical to the fills of 
other excavated sections of ditch 312. 

The stratigraphic evidence for Roman activity at the site amounted to a small number of 
pits and a sequence of ditches/ gullies that redefined parts of polygonal enclosures originally 
set out during the Iron Age. There was certainly no primary structural evidence of Roman 
date and secondary evidence among the finds was limited to a handful of tile fragments. 
The limited presence of Roman features on the site in general, in comparison with those 
apparently oflron Age date, indicates that although the site was clearly in use, it seemingly 
lay on the periphery of a settlement area, probably a small farm. If this was the case, it may 
have been used for corralling livestock, perhaps on a seasonal basis. 

The unstratified pottery was mainly of late Roman date and, in addition, two coins, 
both dated around AD320, were recovered during site cleaning. This unstratified material 
suggests that occupation of the site may actually have been more intensive, particularly 
during the 4th century AD, than the stratigraphic record indicates. The vast majority of 
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the unstratified pottery originated from the topsoil and the underlying subsoil horizon, 
which sealed all significant archaeological deposits and features. The latter deposit 
consisted of soft mid to dark brown sandy silt, typically 0.3m thick. It contained material of 
prehistoric, Roman and post-medieval date, and had been formed by a combination of 
bioturbation, the accumulation of wind blown detritus and the effects of ploughing and 
manuring (even if such activities were only of a limited nature) over the centuries following 
the Roman occupation. It is likely that the upper parts of many features would have been 
truncated by ploughing and, as stated above, it seems that the effects of such activities were 
greater in the western part of the site. Some of the unstratified late Roman pottery may, 
therefore, have originated from the ploughed out upper fills of the period 4 enclosure 
ditches, although it is possible that horizontal strata derived from this time may have been 
the source of this material. 

SAXON ACTIVITY 

Period 5: Earfy Saxon (c AD450-650) (fig 8) 

There was continued use of the site during the early Saxon period. A handful of features in 
the eastern area contained pottery, which, although similar to certain Late Iron Age 
fabrics, was more characteristic of the period AD450-650. 

Features 
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Feature 53 was recorded in the northern end of 
evaluation trench 4. It was probably a pit, and 
measured at least l.35m by at least 0.8m and was 

Fig 8 Laleham: period 5 features 

0.25m deep. It had generally steep sides and a flat 
base and was filled with hard grey sandy silt. Eight 
sherds of probable Saxon pottery were recovered, as 
was an abraded late Roman sherd. 
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Feature 51 was an enigmatic linear slot aligned 
north-south and truncated to the north by 53 and to 
the south by a modern drain. It was 1.6m in length, 
0.23m wide, less than O.lm in depth, and had 
vertical .sides and a flat base. A single sherd of 
probable Saxon pottery was recovered. 

Feature 305 may have been a pit cutting period 2 
ditch 261. It had steep sides, a flat base and it was at 
least 0.32m deep. Eight sherds of probable Saxon 
pottery were recovered. 

Pit 88, which may have been a substantial sub
circular post-pit, was located adjacent to the eastern 

Discussion if Saxon features (period ~ 

limit of excavation. It measured 1.9m north-south 
by 2m east-west and was 0.25m deep. It had steep 
sides sloping at 45° to a slightly concave base. In 
addition to a sherd of late Roman pottery, it 
contained a chaff-tempered sherd of probable Sax on 
date. Cut through the fill of the pit, and deeper than 
the earlier feature, was what appeared to be a large 
posthole (90), some 0.66m in diameter and 0.33m 
deep, which had vertical sides and a flat base. It 
contained a single sherd of early Roman pottery, 
which was considered to be residual. 

All but one of the period 5 features were investigated only in trench 4 during the evaluation 
phase of the work and were therefore subject only to limited examination. In addition, it 
was not possible to expose fully and investigate the remaining feature, because it was 
located at the limit of excavation. Nevertheless, the significance of the evidence for early 
Saxon occupation cannot be overstated, as it indicates that the site may well have been 
used more or less continuously from the Middle to Late Iron Age, throughout the Roman 
period and into the Saxon period, possibly until as late as the 7th century AD. 

The period 5 features were difficult to interpret, since none were fully exposed. Pit 88 
appears to have been substantial and may have been dug to house a massive upright 
timber, represented by possible posthole 90, although this interpretation is unconvincing 
when the diameter of the latter feature is compared to its (surviving) depth. It may simply 
have been that pits 88 and 90 were intercutting, but otherwise unrelated. Furthermore, on 
the basis of the available dating evidence, the precise periods of origin of both these 
features are far from certain. 

Rather more secure is the period of origin of pit 53, investigated at the northern end of 
evaluation trench 4. While it can most satisfactorily be interpreted as a pit, its precise 
function remains unclear: it may have been dug to extract brickearth. Feature 305 is also 
difficult to interpret given the limited degree to which it was exposed, although it too may 
well have been a large pit. The remaining period 5 feature, slot/ gully 51, resembles. part of 
the foundation trench for a sleeper-beam within a simple timber-framed building. 

POST-MEDIEVAL ACTIVITY 

Period 6: Post-medieval (18th or 19th century) (fig 9) 

Horticultural trenches 

A large group of features, of 18th or 19th century date, recorded within the northern part 
of the site are worthy of note. It consisted of a series oflinear trenches, typically 0. 6m wide 
and up to 2.4m in length, which had been cut into the underlying natural calcareous 
brickearth subsoil, to a depth of c0.3m. The trenches were separated by narrow baulks 
(less than cO.lm wide) of undisturbed natural brickearth; this indicates that they were all 
dug at the same time and that the activity was not repeated from year to year. It is likely 
that they represent bedding trenches associated with some form of horticultural activity. 
Similar features have been recorded in Lambeth (Hinton 1988, 165-6) and Bow (Taylor
Wilson 1995, 69~80): those in Lambeth, dated to the mid-17th century, and were 
interpreted as horticultural trenches for a crop requiring support on runners. 
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The finds 

THE FLINT, by Barry John Bishop 

The assemblage 
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The lithic assemblage recovered from the site comprised 320 pieces of deliberately struck 
flint and 14.4kg ofburnt flint. 

Raw material 

The lithic material was composed of flint and cherty 
flint of varying colours and grain sizes and included 
several pieces of 'Bullhead Bed' flint, from the 
Cretaceous Upper Chalk of Kent, Essex and East 
Anglia (Shepherd 1972). 

Approximately half of the struck assemblage 
retained some original cortex, mostly of smooth 
rolled or 'chattermarked' appearance, indicating 
that it originated from alluvial gravel terraces, and 
common in the vicinity of the site. There was, 
however, a significant quantity of pieces retaining 
chalky or weathered chalky cortex, obtained from, 
or close to, the parent chalk. The flint-bearing chalk 
nearest to the site occurs in the Maidenhead area to 
the north-west and in the Denham area to the north, 
both c 15km away. Although not exclusively so, 
struck pieces considered to be the product of earlier 

industries tended to exhibit chalky cortex, whilst 
later material tended to be manufactured from 
gravel pebble flint. 

Condition 

Although much of the struck flint may be considered 
residual in context, the majority of pieces were in 
good or only slightly abraded condition with many 
complete flakes present, indicating that, for the most 
part, the assemblage had not travelled far from 
where it had originally been deposited. 

Burnt flint 

Some 14.4kg of otherwise unmodified burnt flint 
fragments were recovered, and although the extent 
of burning was variable, it was mostly fairly intensive 
and indicated that the pieces had been close to 
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hearths, either being used as hearth lining or in 
order to be heated for cooking or other purposes. 
Since many of the burnt pieces were larger than the 
natural flint pebbles found at the site, it would seem 
that they may have been deliberately selected, 
presumably to heat. 

De bitage: cores 

Fifteen cores were recovered ( 4. 7% of the struck flint 
assemblage). Eight of these utilized large alluvial 
gravel pebbles, were of irregular shape with ran
domly aligned platforms, mostly minimally reduced 
and appeared to have been used rather opportun
istically for the removal of broad flakes. Seven were 
more systematically reduced with the intention of 
removing narrow flakes and blades and these mostly 
retained small patches of chalky cortex. These 
comprised five pyramidal and one prismatic shaped 
cores, and one irregularly shaped core with opposed 
platforms. 

Debitage: flakes 

The flakes were variable both in their shape and size 
and in the technology of their production. They 
were mostly rather squat and chunky, crudely 
produced and with most exhibiting pronounced 
bulbs of percussion and hinged distal terminations 
and unmodified or cortical striking platforms. They 
generally retained high proportions of cortex and 
appeared to be the product of hard hammer 
percussion. 

Discussion if .flint assemblage 

Approximately a quarter of the assemblage con
sisted of systematically produced blades and blade
like flakes which appeared to have been the product 
of soft hammer percussion, and exhibited narrow, 
complex striking platforms. A number of core reju
venation flakes were also present. Two possible 
micro-burins, characteristic by-products of microlith 
manufacture, were also recovered, although these 
were rather uncertain examples, having atypical 
breakage patterns. 

Retouched tools 

Twenty-two struck flakes (6.9% of the struck flint 
assemblage) showed convincing evidence of second
ary reworking. As some flakes were rather abraded, 
precluding positive identification of secondary 
working, the actual number of retouched pieces 
could be higher. The commonest types were scrapers 
and fragments of scrapers, including a re-used core; 
these were mostly rather crudely manufactured but 
also present was a more competently produced long
end scraper. Other retouched pieces included two 
piercers, two serrated blades, a fragment of a leaf or 
barbed-and-tanged arrowhead, a backed blade-like 
flake and a rod-like microlith. Six other miscellan
eous retouched flakes were also present, mostly 
suggesting cutting and/ or scraping functions. The 
only truly diagnostic tools were the rod-like micro
lith, characteristic of Later Mesolithic industries 
(Switsur &Jacobi 1979), and the arrowhead frag
ment, although the lack of certainty over its morpho
logy means it could only be ascribed a Neolithic or 
Early Bronze Age date. 

Lithic material was recovered from over 60 contexts, although few produced more than 
one or two pieces of struck flint. The largest assemblages were procured from alluvial 
deposits that sealed parts of the site. These were of mixed technological traditions and 
presumably represent disparate groups of material eroded from previous land surfaces. 
The larger assemblages from individual features also tended to be mixed and a high degree 
of residuality may be envisaged. No features produced struck material that could be 
confidently associated with them. A few, notably ditches, produced relatively high 
quantities of burnt flint ( > 1kg), which may have represented the disposal of 'waste' from 
disused hearths or other practices involving the heating of flint. 

Although the assemblage was relatively small it clearly demonstrated activity at the site 
over a much longer period than the stratigraphic record suggested. It was evidently the 
produce of several periods, the microlith confirming that activity at the site commenced at 
least by the Late Mesolithic, and some form of activity probably continued through the 
N eo lithic and into the Bronze Age. The quantities of material involved, however, would 
suggest that occupation throughout most of these periods was low-key and intermittent, 
possibly involving short-term hunting or other task-specific visits to the site. 

Most of the flintwork was characterized by a technological strategy consisting of 
maximising the use of the limited qualities of the raw material, geared towards immediate 
use rather than curation and employing an ad hoc and expedient approach to obtain 
serviceable edges. These kinds of strategies are normally considered typical of later 
prehistoric industries, especially those of the Middle to Late Bronze Age (Ford et al 1984; 
Ford 1987; Herne 1991; Edmonds 1995). As many of the excavated features were oflron 
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Age date it is quite possible that at least some of the cruder elements of the assemblage may 
be contemporary with that phase of occupation ( eg Young & Humphrey 1999). 

THE POTTERY, by Malcolm Lyne (fig 10) 

Introduction 

The site produced 8592g of Iron Age to early Saxon pottery, of which the bulk is in very 
small assemblages from a large number of contexts: the only sizeable pottery groups are 
those from period 1 pit 272 and the unstratified material. Nevertheless, the pottery is 
important because of both the evidence for the production of Middle Iron Age type wares 
at or near the site, and occupation from the earliest Iron Age through to the early Saxon 
periods. 

All assemblages were quantified by weight and number of sherds per fabric, but the 
comparatively small sizes of even the largest groups of pottery render any system of 
quantification unreliable. The only way in which quantification could be made meaningful 
for the Iron Age assemblages was to combine all the individual period assemblages to 
produce overall quantifications for the pottery from both periods 1 and 2 (tables 1 and 2). 

Fabrics and their inclusions were identified with the aid of a x8 lens with built-in metric 
scale and have been given lettered prefixes. Some of these prefixed fabrics were subdivided 
according to the different proportions of the main inclusion types forming the dominant 
filler. Fabric groups H,J and M are thought to be oflocal origin. 

17ze assemblage 

Non-Roman fabrics 

Most of the non-Roman pottery from the site is Middle to Late Iron Age in date, although 
there are two sherds belonging to the transitional Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age and 
some others are probably early Saxon. 

Roman fabrics 

The Roman fabric codes are those devised by the Museum of London for use in the 
London area. The fabric coding LCV has been devised by the author to cover Lower 
Colne Valley greywares from the Fulmer (Tarrant & Sandford 1973) and Hedgerley 
(Cottrilll937) kilns near Gerrards Cross in Buckinghamshire. These wares have not been 
recognized in London but are present in very small quantities at Laleham. Lower Colne 
Valley greywares are quite varied and reflect the variety of Eocene and Quaternary clays 
and fillers available to the potters. The fabric variety present at Laleham is wheel-turned 
grey with profuse, sub-angular very-fine quartz sand and moderate up to 2mm calcite and 
soft brown ferrous inclusions. 

Early Iron Age material 

The pottery recovered during initial machine clearance and subsequent hand cleaning of 
the site included a handful of sherds of earlier date than any of the assemblages excavated 
from features. The source of this material is uncertain and it is possible that it may have 
originated from an earlier focus of occupation nearby and arrived at the site by manuring. 

Period 1: Middle to Late Iron Age (c 300BC-ADJ) 

Most of the features belonging to period 1 produced little pottery (table 1 ), although there 
was one notable exception. 
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TABLE 1 Quantities of Iron Age pottery 
fabrics in period 1 contexts 

Sherds 

Fabric (no) (%) 

A. I 2 0.8 
A.4 6 2.5 
C. I 2 0.8 
E.2 7 2.9 
G.3 I 0.4 
H. I 5 2.1 
H.2 I 0.4 
H.4 3 1.2 
J.l I 0.4 
].2 77 31.7 
].4 134 55.1 
K 2 0.8 
M.2 2 0.8 

Total 243 100.00 

Pits (fig I 0) 

Pit 272 was the exception among the period I 
features and, indeed, among all the features investi
gated at the site. The two successive fills of this 
feature (contexts 273 and 274) contained 218 sherds 
(4030g) of pottery, including fragments from the 
following vessels: 

Fragment from rim of hole-mouthed vessel in 
brown-black soapy fabric J.l ·variant with pro
fuse > 5mm rounded reddish-brown ferrous 
and sparse > 2mm shell inclusions. Paralleled 
at Brooklands, Weybridge in the 6th-5th cen
tury BC Early Iron Age period of occupation 
(Hanworth & Tomalin 1977, fig 17 .85; Close
Brooks 1977, 37). 

2 Fragment from carinated girth of a bowl in 
soapy black fabric with moderate subangular 
and angular >!mm white and grey fossil shell/ 
calcite filler. Paralleled at Brooklands in the 
Early Iron Age occupation there (Hanworth & 
Tomalin 1977, fig 17.94, 102). 

3 Large bead-rimmed storage jar in brown-black 
fabricJ.4. Ext rim diameter 260mm. 

4 Plain saucepan pot in coarse brown-black fabric 
].2 with crude facet-burnishing over the upper 
part of its exterior. Ext rim diameter 120mm. 

5 Globular bowl in handmade grey-black fabric 
].2 fired patchy buff-grey externally. Ext rim 
diameter 200mm. Paralleled at Brooklands, 
Weybridge from pit 179 (Hanworth & Tomalin 
1977, fig 24.227, 36). 

6 Bead-rimmed jar iri. rough patchy brown/black 
fabricJ.2 with a band of crude facet-burnishing 
over the rim and top of the jar. Extrim diameter 
120mm. 

7 Another such vessel with better-formed bead 
and in black fabric ].2 with overall surface 
polish. Ext rim diameter 120mm. Fragments 

Weight 

(g) (%) 

20 0.5 
52 1.2 

5 0.1 
82 1.9 

6 0.1 
104 2.4 
42 1.0 
36 0.8 
8 0.2 

1538 35.8 
2288 53.2 

46 1.1 
74 1.7 

4301 100.00 

from two more bead-rimmed jars were also 
present. Jars ofthis.type were one of the most 
common Middle Iron Age forms in Lowland 
Britain from the 3rd to 1st century BC and 
many parallels can be cited (Harding 1974, fig 
66R). 

8 Saucepan pot with flattened rim, in black fabric 
].2 with facet-burnishing 6ver its exterior. Ext 
rim diameter 120mm. 

9 Saucepan pot with cordoned rim in brown 
fabric ].2 variant with sparse inclusions and 
some additional chaff temper, fired smooth 
grey-black. Fragments from another two sauce
pan pots were also present in pit 272. 

10 Bead-rimmed jar in grey-black fabric E.2 with 
neck cordon and burnished crosses in panels on 
the shoulder. A vessel of this form but with 
burnished lattice decoration came" from pit 142 
at Brooklands and was regarded as Belgic 
because of its association with a sherd from an 
amphora of uncertain type (Hanworth & Toma
lin 1977, fig 23.219, 35; Close-Brooks 1977, 44). 

I! Lower half of a cooking-pot in patchy brown
black fabricj.2 with external facet burnishing. 

The bulk of the pottery from pit 272 consisted of 
very basic undecorated slack-profiled bead-rimmed 
jars and saucepan pots of Middle Iron Age type but 
thought to have continued to be made in the Late 
Iron Age in some areas (Harding 1974, 190). If the 
identification of fig 10, no 10 as Belgic is correct, 
then the continuation of these simple Middle Iron 
Age forms into the Late Iron Age of north-west 
Surrey is confirmed. 

Of the remaining 12 pits of period I, pits 84, 241 
and 267 were lacking in pottery and all the others 
yielded four sherds apiece or fewer. The majority of 
the sherds from these pits are featureless, but include 
the following more diagnqstic pieces: 
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12 Basal sherd from large jar in crude handmade 
fabric M.2 fired earthy, friable brown with grass 
impressions on its underside. Pit 195. 

13 Rim sherd from hole-mouthed jar or saucepan 
pot in black fabric H.4. Pit 200. 

14 Everted-rim jar in rough black fabric A.4. Pit 
257. 

Pit 296 contained a storage jar basal sherd m 
black fabric H.2 fired orange-brown. 

The period 1 material is dominated by fabric group J and, to a far lesser degree, by 
group H, although the importance of the first fabric group may be exaggerated by the 
presence of a number of sherds from just a few vessels in the fill of pit 272. The possibility 
that fabric groups H,J and M vessels were made on the site is discussed below. 

Period 2: Late pre-Roman Iron Age (c 50BC-AD50) 

The features assigned to period 2 features produced far smaller amounts of pottery (table 
2) than period 1, presumably because of a shift in the focus of the associated settlement. 

TABLE 2 Quantities of Iron Age pottery 
fabrics in period 2 contexts 

Sherds 

Fabric (no) (%) 

A.l 34 42.5 
A.2 3 3.75 
A.3 l 1.25 
A.4 8 10.0 
B l 1.25 
C.l 4 5.0 
D l 1.25 
E.l l 1.25 
F l 1.25 
G.l 3 3.75 
G.2 3 3.75 
H.l 5 6.25 
H.3 l 1.25 
].2 ll 13.75 
].4 2 2.5 
SAND l 1.25 

Total 80 100.00 

Pits (fig l 0) 

Of the twelve pits assigned to period 2, pits 87, 122 
and 169 contained no pottery at all, while pits 91, 
145, 156 and 300 had only two sherds each and pit 
124 yielded only four sherds. The ten sherds reco
vered from pit 182 included six fragments from the 
following vessel: 

15 Bowl rim with finger-impressed decoration, in 
black fabric A.4 fired brown externally. 

The two sherds recovered from pit 271 included 
the following: 

16 Plain saucepan pot rim in black fabric C .I. 

Weight 

(g) (%) 

245 36.8 
14 2.1 
4 0.6 

44 6.6 
4 0.6 

64 9.6 
2 0.3 
4 0.6 

10 1.5 
159 24.0 

7 l.l 
22 3.3 
20 3.0 
28 4.2 
16 2.4 
22 3.3 

623 100.00 

Ditches (fig 10) 

The period 2 ditches had similarly small amounts of 
pottery. Ditch 14 had no pottery at all, while ditch 6 
had eleven body sherds and ditch 140 had five 
sherds, including the following: 

17 Bead-rimmed jar in brown fabric C.l. Ext rim 
diameter l40mm. 

Ditch 222 had four body sherds, while ditches 232 
and 304 had eight body sherds each and ditch 303 a 
somewhat greater fifteen sherds, which included: 

18 Bead-rimmed jar in black fabric A.l fired 
reddish-brown. 

The bulk of the period 2 pottery consists of sherds in the sand tempered, and sand with 
calcined flint tempered, A group of fabrics. The black fabric A.l with quartz-sand filler is 
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the most common single fabric. Wares in a similar range of fabrics as that covered by 
Group A were manufactured at Wheatley near Alice Holt during the Late Iron Age (Lyne 
in prep (a)): fabric A.l being used for cordoned jars with pedestal bases and fabric A.4 for 
bead-rimmed cooking-pots in the northern Atrebatic tradition. It is possible that the 
Laleham vessels in fabrics A.l to A.4 originated at Wheatley and other production centres 
in and around Alice Holt, as the Alice Holt industry can be seen to have gained control of 
the greater part of the Staines region coarseware market very soon after the Roman 
conquest (Lyne in prep (b)). Such control may have already been established during the 
last years of the pre-Roman Iron Age. 

Period 3: early Roman (c AD50-200) 

There was very little pottery from features belonging to period 3 and most comes from the 
sequence of recuttings of ditch 306. · 

Period 3: phase I 

Ditch 306 in its earliest form yielded seven sherds of 
pottery, of which one was a residual piece of fabric 
].3. Of the remaining six sherds, five were in sandy 
Alice Holt/Farnham (AHSU) fabric, including four 
fresh-looking fragments from a Class 4 bead-rimmed 
jar dated c AD50-80 (Lyne &Jefferies 1979). 

Period 3: phase 2 

The 307 recut of the ditch produced seven sherds of 
pottery, all but one of which were residual Iron Age 
pieces in fabric ].3 and possibly part of the same 
vessel as was present in ditch 306. The other 
fragment was from an Alice Holt closed form of 
probable late 1st to 2nd century date. 

Period 3: phase 3 

The 308 recut yielded 2 sherds of pottery, namely a 
sherd of Late Iron Age fabric A. I and a sherd from 
an Alice Holt/Farnham closed form of late lst to 
2nd century date. 

Period 3: phase 4 

The 309 recut produced 22 sherds of pottery, of 
which four were residual Iron Age pieces. There 
were fourteen sherds in grey Alice Holt (AHSU) 
fabric, including the carinated shoulder from a Type 

Period 4: late Roman (c AD200-400 +) 

1-20 or similar jar. A rim fragment from a pie-dish 
of Monaghan's Type 5D2-2-(1987) in grey Thame
side BB2 fired polished black was also present and 
together with the Alice Holt sherds indicates a late 
1st to mid-2nd century date for the assemblage. 

Period 3: phase 5 

Ditch 310 produced nine sherds of pottery, of which 
five were residual Iron Age. The remaining material 
was Roman, three sherds in Alice Holt/Farnham 
AHSU fabric and the other a body sherd from a 
flagon or cooking-pot in Verulamium Region 
Whiteware (VR W). The assemblage is not closely 
datable but is earlier than AD250. 

Period 3: miscellaneous 

Of the remaining period 3 features, three produced 
early Roman pottery. The fragment of Alice Holt 
greyware from pit 99 cannot be dated with any 
precision, but two sherds from pit I 04 in Highgate 
Wood B (HWB) fabric should be earlier than AD I 00. 
Ditch 148 produced two Roman sherds, both in 
AHSU fabric variants, also probably 1st century in 
date. One of these body sherds was from a closed 
form in wheel-turned black fabric transitional 
between Iron Age fabric A. I and grey Alice Holt 
AHSU fabric. This suggests a pre-Flavian date for 
this feature, but amounts of pottery are too small to 
be at all certain. 

Very little stratified late Roman pottery was recovered and most of this came from the 
re cutting of the period 3 boundary ditch (31 0). 

Period 4: phase I 

Ditch recut 311 produced eight sherds of pottery, 
including three residual Iron Age sherds, three 
pieces of pre-270 Alice Holt (AHSU) fabric and part 
of a white-slipped Alice Holt (AHFA) fabric Class I 
or 3B jar with a girth cordon. It would appear from 

this that rubbish was being deposited in the feature 
after AD270. 

Period 4: phase 2 

Ditch recut 312 produced twenty sherds including 
twelve residual Iron Age fragments. The remaining 
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sherds were all from late Alice Holt/Farnham prod
ucts and include an example of a straight-sided dish 
of Type 6A-4 with internal white slip. 

Period 4: miscellaneous 

Posthole 130 contained an abraded everted rim from 
a white-slipped Alice Halt cooking-pot. Ditch 4, 
which contained an Alice Holt/Farnham body 
sherd, also produced a late medieval cooking-pot 
rim, which was probably intrusive. 

U nstratified late Roman sherds 

The unstratified pottery assemblage from the site 
includes much larger amounts of late Roman 

Period 5: Early Saxon (c AD450~650) 

pottery, including rim sherds from nine vessels. The 
five Alice Holt/Farnham rims are from a Class 5C 
strainer, a Class 5B beaded-and-flanged bowl, a 
Type 6A-8 dish and Classes 3B and 3C cooking
pots. There is also an abraded rim sherd from an 
indeterminate Oxfordshire Red Colour-coat 
bowl form, rims from two Overwey (PORD) hori
zontally rilled cooking pots and a shell-tempered 
(HARSH) cooking pot from the Harrold kilns in 
Bedfordshire. The presence of the latter three vessels 
indicates late 4th century activity in the vicinity of 
the site. 

A few features at the eastern end of the site produced sherds of early Saxon pottery. It is 
unfortunate that there were no rims or decorated sherds: as a result it is not possible to 
date the period 5 features more closely than c AD450~650. The presence of late Roman 
sherds within two of the features does, however, suggest a date early in this period. 

Features 

Pit 88 contained a single sherd of the quartz sand, 
grog and chaff-tempered fabric K and a late Roman 
Alice Halt greyware fragment, while the stratigraph
ically later pit 90 produced a single, presumably 
residual, sherd from an Alice Halt (AHSU) closed 
form. Pit 53 produced eight bodysherds from small, 

thick-walled cooking pots in brown-black fabric B as 
well as two late 4th century sherds from horizontally 
rilled Overwey /Portchester jars. Slot 51 produced 
another sherd in fabric B and feature 305 had six 
more thick-walled cooking-pot sherds in a similar 
fabric. 

Discussion if the Middle to Late Iron Age wares thought to have been made at Laleham 

Wares in the Groups G, H and J fabrics seem to have had a very limited distribution, 
although globular jars in similar, but finer, fabrics are known from the Brooklands site at 
Weybridge only 15km south of Laleham (Hanworth & Tomalin 1977). A few of the 
Brooklands sherds were, however, in Laleham fabrics: a sherd from posthole 30 in cutting 
51 was in fabricj.2 and another from pit 180 was in fabric H.3 (ibid, fig24.233). It has 
been suggested, on the strength of the profuse red ferrous inclusions, that the Brooklands 
pottery was made of iron-rich Lower Bracklesham Beds clay from St George's Hill, 
Weybridge, as an adjunct to the working of iron ore from the base of the same formation 
(Potter 1977). The red ferrous inclusions are also characteristic of the Laleham fabrics and 
raise the question as to whether the source of their clay was another Lower Bracklesham 
Beds outcrop nearer the site. All the Lower Bracklesham Beds clay outcrops in the Thames 
valley upstream of London lie south of the river but the most extensive outcrop of all lies 
within 5km of Laleham at Chertsey (Sumbler 1996, fig 26). This is near enough to have 
been exploited by potters at Laleham. 

THE FIRED CLAY OBJECTS, by Malcolm Lyne (fig 11) 

Briquettes 

Five features produced fragments from small fired-clay bricks (briquettes). Table 3 shows 
clearly that they are a feature of period 1: 

The fragmented briquettes were mainly in fabric M.2 with the same rounded reddish
brown inclusions as found in the finer H andJ groups of pottery fabrics, which, therefore, 
suggest a similar origin. The briquettes tended to be in streaky, poorly-prepared clay with 
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TABLE 3 Number of briquette fragments by feature 
and period 

Feature Context Number of briquette fragments 

Period 2 3 Total 

Pit84 85 3 3 
Ditch 232 230 I 
Ditch 261 260 14 14 
Pit 272 274 16 16 
Ditch 307 84 I 

Total 33 35 

brown to black coring and reddish-brown surfacing: some fragments were clearly from 
wasters as they were also reddened on the surfaces of breaks. Although none of the 
briq~ettes were in situ, they were almost certainly used to line structures for the firing of 
pottery vessels and other fired clay items. There was one reconstructable briquette: 

Fig 11, no 19 Complete sub-rectangular briquette in streaky, cream/ reddish-brown fabric 
M.2 with profuse > lOmm rounded reddish-brown ferrous inclusions and moderate 
> 2mm crushed grey furnace-lining fragments. Pit 272. 

The presence of the Belgic pot (fig 10, no 10) in pit 272 suggests that some at least of the 
postulated pottery manufactured in ovens constructed from these briquettes took place 
after 1 OOBC but before the final phase oflron Age occupation. 

The loomweight 

The contents of period 1 pit 272 also included a large fragment from a triangular 
loom weight: 

Fig 11, no 20 Half a massive triangular loomweight in reddish-brown fabric M.2. 

The loomweight was too fragmentary to determine whether all three corriers were 
perforated in the usual manner, but the general proportions of the object suggest that it 
might be of Winnall Down Type B with single horizontal perforation and dated there to 
the Middle Iron Age (Bates & Winham 1985, 91 ). The fabric of the loomweight was 
identical to the briquettes, suggesting that loomweights were also made in the vicinity of 
the site. 

Kilnfomiture 

Further, more direct, evidence for pottery manufacture at Laleham takes the form of part 
of a crude handmade fabric M.2 kiln spacer (fig 11, no 21) from the fill of the period 1 pit 
241. In addition, a large convex-sided flake in very coarse fabric M.l, fired dirty-buff
brown with grey patches, was recovered from the fill of the period 2 ditch 61 I 140 and this 
item probably originated from the dome of an oven. Only the exterior ·surface of the 
fragment survives, but the thickness of the piece is in excess of 30mm and, therefore, it is 
unlikely that it came from even the largest conceivable storage jar. 

Numerous features produced amorphous lumps of fired daub or furnace-lining in H or 
M fabrics and details are presented in table 4. 

The average fragment weights, assuming that these fragments came from furnaces, 
would seem to confirm that the kilns were operating in period 1. The larger numbers of 
fragments in period 2 and later contexts may well be because of destruction of the ovens or 
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TABLE4 Quantities oflron Age fired day by feature and period 

Feature Context Period 1 Period 2 Roman or later or unphased 

Frags Wt Frags Wt · Frags Wt 
(no) (g) (no) (g) (no) (g) 

Ditch 6 7 6 14 
Feature(s) 81 82 2 52 
Pit87 86 12 138 
Pit 59/91 92 5 11 
Pit 99 100 2 10 
Pit 104 103 1 1 
Ditch 232 115 3 4 
Ditch 611140 39 8 80 
Ditch 142 141 3 76 
Pit 169 151 
Posthole 153 152 2 
Pit 156 157 9 38 
Pit 182 183 10 92 
Pit 200 201 10 
Pit 224 225 8 
Ditch 311 238 2 2 
Posthole 253 252 1 6 
Ditch 304 264 2 58 
Pit 267 266 2 32 
Pit 276 275 4 42 

Total 8 92 56 436 12 149 
Avwt 11.5 7.8 12.4 

kilns at the end of period 1 and their scattered debris being disturbed by the digging of 
later features. Of particular relevance in this aspect are the relatively large quantities of 
Iron Age fired clay recovered from post-medieval boundary ditch 142 and the extensive 
series of post-medieval garden features (81 ). 

THE IRON OBJECT, by Vanessa Fell and David Starley (fig 11, no 22) 

This complete hooked block is an uncommon, although standardized, form of billet or 
early trade iron. Another twelve or more complete or partial blocks are now known from 
Britain, with distribution based on central southern England. The weights of the complete 
ones vary from < lkg to nearly 3kg. The Laleham block is from the lower fill of a refuse pit 
that also yielded pottery dated 300BC-AD 1, animal bone, hearth lining and a complete 
loom weight of triangular Iron Age form. 

The three earliest known examples of hooked blocks, all dated on ceramic evidence are: 
Charlton, Andover, Hampshire, from occupation deposits of 6th-5th centuries BC (Grove 
& Rawlings forthcoming); Houghton Down, Hampshire, assigned to 5th-3rd centuries BC 
(Cunliffe & Poole 2000) and Gussage All Saints, Dorset, dated to 4th-3rd centuries BC 
(Wainwright 1979, 104, no 1019). The majority of the blocks, however, are from contexts 
associated with later Iron Age material and some cannot be closely dated, including three 
examples from the Meare lake villages, Somerset (Gray & Bulleid 1953, 244, 1.28 & 1.32; 
Coles 1987, 123, 1.39) and single examples from ironwork hoards from the hillforts at Hod 
Hill, Dorset (Brit Mus ace no Pl975 7-16) and Barbury Castle, Wiltshire (Macgregor & 
Simpson 1963, 396, fig 2, 26). An unstratified example from Hunsbury, Northamptonshire 
(Northampton Mus ace no Dl44 1957-8) could conceivably date from earlier Iron Age 
occupation at the hillfort. Another block is from a clear Roman context at Asthall, 
Oxfordshire, where it was found within the fill of a 2nd/ early 3rd century AD iron working 
hearth (Booth 1997). 
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Fig 11 Laleham: 19 briquette; 20 loom weight; 21 kiln spacer; 22 currency bar /hooked billet 

Although there is a strong possibility that some of these blocks may have been used as 
anvils, such as the one from Barbury Castle with well-burred edges, or that they had other 
secondary purposes, on balance it seems likely that they were primarily billets, or a form of 
trade iron, comparable in function to currency bars. (Crew 1994; 1995; 2000; Salter 1997). 
Crew suggests that these blocks are products of the early stages in the refining of iron, and 
that the smith was able to demonstrate the quality of the iron by drawing down one end of 
the block of iron and bending it round to form a hook (Crew 1995, 277). Furthermore, he 
suggests that these billets were used to make products which were relatively short and 
thick, such as adzes, hammers and picks, in contrast to currency bars which were more 
likely to have been forged into thinner items such as blades, sheet products and light 
implements (Crew 1995, 281-2). The hooked blocks, however, seem to precede currency 
bars and so they were not concurrent until the 2nd and lst centuries BC, which is the 
generally accepted date for currency bars (eg Allen 1967; Hingley 1990). 

The finding of incomplete billets, such as the cut off hook at Dane bury, Hampshire 
(Cunliffe & Poole 1991, 351, no 2.276), confirms that some of these objects were utilized as 
a source of iron for manufacturing artefacts. However, the context in which many of these 
objects have been found suggests a less functional significance for the archaeologically 
recovered examples. The Laleham hooked block, like the examples from Hough ton Down 
(Crew 2000) and from Andover (Crew forthcoming) were found intact in pit fills. As has 
previously been suggested for currency bars (Hingley 1990), the burial of these blocks may 
have been the result of ritual deposition. Although such activity was sufficiently common 
that significant quantities of trade iron survive from the Iron Age, it would be expected 
that the great majority of the hooked blocks, as functional billets in the iron production 
cycle, were utilized and, therefore, rarely, if ever, entered the archaeological stratigraphy 
in a recognized form. 
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The Laleham billet, like some of the others, has an irregular surface with deep weld lines 
giving the appearance of having been lightly forged. It was examined by optical 
metallography to investigate the nature and quality of the iron (Fell 2000). Samples from 
the hook and the end face comprised ferritic iron with numerous non-metallic inclusions. 
The hook contained some phosphoric iron, where the hardness reached 207 HV(0.2), and 
the end face had traces of iron carbide, although the hardness was only 94 HV(0.2). 

The results suggest partial refining of the iron, with smithing at elevated temperatures. 
The billet was forged from impure iron containing smelting slag, which had not been 
expelled during preliminary smithing, although it is reasonably well homogenized 
compared with the porous, unconsolidated structure of raw blooms. The structure is 
similar to two other hooked blocks which have been examined by metallography: 
Hunsbury (Ehrenreich 1985, HNY69a) and Hough ton Down (Fell forthcoming). Currency 
bars have also been found to contain higher levels of inclusions (Ehrenreich 1985, 60) and 
therefore in terms of refinement may be similar to the blocks. 

In general, artefacts from the Iron Age have been found to be made of relatively low
quality iron (Ehrenreich 1985 ). The Laleham block had probably been refined sufficiently 
for many purposes, perhaps for example for various fittings, implements, and some types 
of tools such as anvils and picks. However, it would have been unsuitable for manufacturing 
many of the more specialized products, such as certain types of edge tools and blades 
including some hammers, which were often made of steel and hardened by quenching (Fell 
1998). 

Fig 11, no 22 Hooked iron block, rectangular in cross-section, tapering from a flat 
rectangular end face to a hook at the apex. Length 158mm. The end face measures 
67mm x 30mm. Weight 1579g (including accretions). Period 1 pit fill, context 274, 
SF 7. 

THE COINS, by lan Anderson 

Two late Roman coins were recovered; both during initial cleaning by hand of the site. 
1 Virtus Exercitus (AD320-21 ). Trier mint. Unstratified. 
2 Constantine I (AD319-20). Unstratified. 

THE ANIMAL BONE, by Beverley Meddens 

A total of 326 animal bones, from 43 contexts, were recovered by hand from the site. 
Where possible the bones were identified to species and anatomy and measurements were 
taken. Data were recorded using the method of J ones et al ( 1981 ). Some measurements 
were those defined by von den Driesch ( 1976). 

17ze assemblage 

The species present were cattle (Bos domestic), sheep ( Ovis domestic), sheep/ goat (Ovis domestic/ 
Capra domestic), pig (Sus domestic), horse (Equus domestic), red deer ( Cervus elaphus) and dog 
(Canis domestic). The term ovicaprid has been used since sheep and goat are typically very 
difficult to distinguish. 

Where bone was heavily fragmented and diagnostic identification points were absent, 
bones were assigned to size groupings: these being the large artiodactyl (LAR) category 
and the small artiodactyl (SAR) category. The former will comprise mainly cattle, but also 
horse and large deer, while the latter will comprise mainly ovicaprids, but could also 
include small deer and pig. In addition, the small mammal category is more likely to be 
dog or smaller animals, but not necessarily rodent. 

Table 5 gives the numbers of bones from each species or category for each of the 
archaeological periods 1-6. 
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TABLES Numbers of animal bones by species/ category and 
period 

Period 2 3 4 5 6 Total 
Species/Category 

Cattle 17 39 11 11 80 
Sheep 2 2 
Ovicaprid 22 4 6 3 36 
Pig 9 7 3 2 21 
Horse I I 12 I 16 
Red deer 2 2 
LAR 21 39 18 14 2 94 
SAR 21 7 1 10 5 6 50 
Dog 2 2 
Small mammal 2 1 3 
Unid. mammal 7 6 6 19 
Unid. bird 1 1 

Total 103 103 59 44 6 11 326 

Discussion 

Unfortunately there were too few bones with which to undertake meaningful analysis. 
However, both the species present and the bone elements were normal for what is 
commonly described as domestic refuse. Assemblages from British Iron Age sites tend to 
have a higher proportion of sheep/ goat than Roman assemblages, which tend to be 
dominated by cattle, particularly during the late Roman period. The assemblage from the 
site is broadly consistent with this observation. 

The general preservation of the bones was good. Often the bones were very darkly 
stained and hard, particularly those from period 4. The fragmentation of the bones was 
relatively unnoteworthy, although little evidence of butchery was noted. Knife cuts on the 
proximal articulation of a cow ulna from the period 1 refuse pit 272 and knife cuts on the 
shaft of a cow tibia from the period 2 ditch 140 were the only butchery marks to be seen. 

Instances of pathology were similarly scarce. Malocclusion on the third molar of a cow 
from period 1 ditch 261, some lipping around the cranial articulation of a cow second 
cervical vertebra from period 1 ring-gully 245 and some extra bony growth (exostosis) 
around the proximal articulation of a cow metacarpal from period 2 ditch 232 were the 
only cases. 

A number of the bones had been gnawed, suggesting that they had lain around before 
ending up within the fills of features. Evidence of gnawing was noted on three bones from 
period 1, eleven from period 2, two from period 3 and two from period 4. The gnawed 
bones from period 3 were both horse bones from the ten articulated bones found in context 
106, a fill of one of the excavated portions of ditch 310. These bones were the distal tibia, 
calcaneum, astragalus, tarsals and proximal metatarsals. The long bones both had new 
breaks, so measurements for size were not possible. 

THE MOLLUSCA, by David Keen 

Samples were recovered from a section through period 1 ditch 301 and associated alluvial 
strata. The basal fill of the ditch, 237, layer 204 and the upper portions oflayer 205 yielded 
over 100 specimens ofMollusca and can, therefore, be used for environmental reconstruc
tion. The lower portions oflayer 205 and other fills of the ditch, 233, 234 and 235, yielded 
far smaller quantities. The usual convention of molluscan analysis was used that each 
gastropod apex was counted as one individual and each bivalve hinge was counted as 0.5 
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of an individual. The findings are accessible with the site archive. The nomenclature 
follows Kerney ( 1976) for the aquatic taxa and Kerney and Cameron ( 1979) for land taxa. 

Discussion 

The fauna consisted of 36 taxa, 14 from aquatic and 22 from land environments. In terms 
of total numbers also the land Mollusca were by far the most numerous with aquatic 
molluscs making up less than 15% of most samples. 

The aquatic fauna was derived from a number of habitats: moving water ( Theodoxus 
jluviatilis; Valvata piscinalis), still, but well oxygenated water (Bitfrynia tentaculata; Bithynia 
leachi), water with some macrophytic plant growth ( Valvata cristata; Gyraulus spp.; Armiger 
crista; Batfryomphalus contortus) and aquatic 'slums' with low levels of oxygenation (Anisus 
leucostoma; Lymnaea truncatula). The relative numbers indicate that the aquatic fauna is one 
of a ditch or pond with mainly still or very slowly moving water, but which perhaps still 
had some connection to the main river to introduce moving water species such as 
T.jluviatilis from time to time. 

The assemblage is largely composed of species that would be common in the Thames 
catchment at present, but two species, Bithynia leachi and Gyraulus acronicus, are rare today. 
B. leachi (syn. Bithynia troscheli) is a species much more common in early Middle Pleistocene 
times where it is often the only Bithynia present in temperate stage deposits (Shotton et al 
1993). It is distinctly rare at present, although it occurs in small numbers in most river 
catchments of southern England. G. acronicus is a very rare species, never recorded 
anywhere outside the Thames basin in Britain (Howard 1952; Preece & Robinson 1982) 
and currently restricted to a short stretch of the river between Henley and Windsor. 

The land fauna is dominated by Mollusca from marsh, grassland and disturbed ground 
habitats. The almost constant presence of Carychium minimum, Vallonia pulchella and 
Succineidae is typical of marshy areas which might range from wet, seasonally flooded 
meadows to bog alongside the river. This group is by far the most numerous in the fauna 
and must, therefore, indicate the predominant local conditions. Also very numerous is 
Trichia hispida, a species which lives in disturbed habitats with bare soil and scattered 
vegetation cover. At this site such conditions could be provided by expanses of unvegetated 
flood deposited alluvium or by eroded soil caused by bank collapse. In light of the suggested 
use of the site perhaps the most likely cause ofbare soil is trampling by animals. 

Although the marsh group is by far the most numerous, there was also drier, undisturbed 
grassland in the vicinity, as indicated by the presence of Pupilla muscorum, Vertigo pygmaea 
and Truncatellina sp. Such species would typically occur on chalk grassland, but would also 
be found on the drier parts of river flood plains especially those at no great distance from 
their preferred chalkland habitats. Some degree of shaded environment, probably 
woodland or scrub, on the floodplain in the vicinity of the site is indicated by a number of 
taxa, especially Carychium tridentatum, Discus rotundatus and Clausilia spp. 

It was noticeable that deposits containing the largest faunas were either within the lowest 
portion of the section from which samples were collected (basal ditch fill 2 3 7) or from the 
upper portion (layer 204 and the upper parts of layer 205). These assemblages perhaps 
indicate phases of greater water flow through the site since they contain higher numbers of 
aquatic taxa as well as the more varied land fauna concentrated together by flood activity. 
The intermediate deposits (lower parts of layer 205 and ditch fills 233-235) had low 
mollusc counts possibly resulting from more rapid sedimentation, and thus a dilution of 
molluscan input, or due to a lack of water flow following the cutting of connections with 
the main channel of the Thames. 

The age of the fauna from the site cannot be determined by biostratigraphic criteria. 
However, it is known that faunas of this type were already established in the area long 
before the 1st millennium BC, since a very similar fauna to that described above came 
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from the Mixnam's Pit site, dated by radiocarbon to 6655bp, on the Surrey bank of the 
Thames, close to Laleham (Preece & Robinson 1982). 

Conclusions 

EARLIER PREHISTORIC 

The lithic assemblage would suggest activity was occurring at the site from at least the later 
Mesolithic, and probably continuing through the Neolithic and Bronze Age. The quantity 
of material involved would suggest that occupation was probably of low density and 
intermittent with no intensive settlement occurring until the Middle to Late Iron Age, 
probably after c 300BC, although it is possible that the site lies on the periphery of earlier 
and more extensive settlement, possibly of some importance. 

IRON AGE 

It is becoming increasingly clear that the landscape of north-west Surrey was dotted with 
many small settlements during the second half of the Iron Age, which would have 
supported small social units, perhaps extended families. 

The location of the site, at the confluence of the Thames and its tributary, now Sweep's 
Ditch, would have had obvious attractions to ancient settlers, with the river providing a 
source of water, as well as a means of transport for goods, animals or people. From the 
evidence provided by the features of period 1, a picture has emerged of a small riparian 
settlement, such as a farmstead, established at and immediately to the north and/ or east of 
the site during the Middle to Late Iron Age, probably after c 300BC. Therefore, the 
establishment of the settlement here may be seen in the wider context of the rapid 
development of society after c400BC, particularly in central southern Britain, possibly a 
direct result of significant growth in the population (Cunli:ffe 1995a, 40). Although 
utilization of the site continued into the Late pre-Roman Iron Age, it seems likely that the 
focus of the associated settlement may have shifted further to the north and/or east. 

Given the excavated evidence, an estimate of the overall size of the Late Iron Age 
settlement, only partially revealed at the site, can never be more than purely speculative. 
However, a broad parallel may be drawn with a site at Heathrow, c8km to the north-east, 
where a Middle Iron Age settlement was enclosed by a single but substantial bank and 
ditch which gave a quadrangular internal area measuring roughly 130m by 110m (Grimes 
& Close-Brooks 1993, 331 ). If the overall settlement here was of similar dimensions to the 
example at Heathrow, one might expect up to a dozen other ring-gullies to lie to the north 
and east of the site. In this respect, it is perhaps worth mentioning several crop marks, 
identified by aerial photography but not otherwise investigated, which appear to indicate 
the locations of several ring ditches to the north-east and east of the site and within 700m 
of it (Surrey County Council SMR nos 811, 816 and 826). While they could derive from 
any archaeological era, their proximity to this site may be significant. 

It seems certain that the economy of the settlement, like that of any Iron Age farmstead, 
depended upon maintaining a careful balance between crop production and animal 
husbandry. Certain aspects of crop production can be discussed in relation to the excavated 
evidence, although it is unlikely that cereals were actually cultivated within the limits of the 
site. It is more likely that extensive fields for the cultivation of cereals were set out beyond 
the domestic area, to the north and east. The soils there, overlying fluvial gravels, would 
be relatively fertile, well drained and easy to work. 

After harvesting, when the fields would be given over to livestock for grazing, the crop 
would have been transported back to the nucleus of the farmstead for further treatment, 
perhaps undertaken in large working hollows situated around the farm dwellings. Parching 
of any of the grain would have been undertaken in temporary ovens or simply on animal 
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skins spread out over preheated flints. This could have been the origin of some of the fire
cracked flint recovered at the site, although most of the pieces were probably derived from 
hearth stones. Parched grain for short-term consumption was probably stored above 
ground in large ceramic vessels while unparched seed grain was probably stored 
underground throughout the winter in numerous pits. The activities outlined above 
probably account for most of the features (apart from the ditches) assigned to periods 1 
and 2. 

Although only relatively small quantities of objects were recovered from the features of 
periods 1 and 2, there are several crucial clues as to the other activities of the Iron Age 
inhabitants of the site. Of undoubtedly the greatest significance is the evidence for the 
firing of pottery vessels and other clay objects in the vicinity of, if not actually upon, the 
site during the Late Iron Age, probably after lOOBC but before period 2. This evidence is 
provided by the presence of fragmented fired clay briquettes and other lumps of fired 
daub, derived from kiln or furnace linings, along with part of a fired clay kiln spacer and 
possibly part of an oven dome. Since the raw material used to produce these artefacts 
shares certain characteristics with some of the pottery fabrics found at the site, as Lyne has 
discussed above, this clearly implies that the site was a production centre for pottery and 
fired clay objects. Furthermore, Lyne has proposed that the raw clay may have been 
quarried as close as c 5km away, near Chertsey. What degree of commercialization was 
involved in the Laleham pottery production remains uncertain. 

Apart from the presence of a single fired clay triangular loomweight, probably produced 
locally, little evidence for home crafts was recovered. The weight was probably used to 
keep bunches of warp threads taut on an upright warp-weighted loom, principally for the 
manufacture of woollen fabrics, undoubtedly one of the most widely practised home 
industries of the Iron Age (Cunliffe 1991, 444). The presence of sheep, to provide the wool, 
at the site during periods 1 and 2 is attested in the animal bone collection. 

The single human bone recovered fits in with the common pattern for Iron Age human 
remains, with inhumations and cremations being comparatively rare and isolated human 
bones turning up in ditches and pits. This probably reflects the rituals associated with 
disposal of the dead (Harding 1974, 113) and in this instance is possibly related to beliefs 
associated with boundaries. 

ROMAN 

During the 1st and 2nd centuries AD, the site would have been situated within an extensive 
agricultural landscape around the prosperous and strategically located settlement at 
Staines (Robertson-Mackay 1987; Canham 1978). However, the status of the satellite 
settlement with which the site was associated during the Roman period is far from certain. 
The evidence of periods 3 and 4 is only broadly indicative of the early stages of 
romanization of a small native farm. As such this forms yet another example, among many 
others recorded across central and south-eastern England. In this particular case there was 
no evidence of marked progression, with the site seemingly remaining relatively simple, 
probably throughout the entire Roman period. The focus of the settlement may have been 
a small group of farm buildings, or even a single farmhouse, lying to the north and/ or east 
of the site. It is even possible that the land here was farmed from Staines itself, as has been 
broadly proposed for many of the gravel terraces in the London region (Bird 1996, 220). 

Very little can be deduced from the excavated evidence regarding the various socio
economic factors influencing the local Romano-British population. It is likely that the site 
would have been used to corrallivestock, as indicated by the successive redefinitions of the 
earlier enclosure ditches. The features of periods 3 and 4 contained only half as much 
animal bone as those of periods 1 and 2, and it would be unwise to draw even tentative 
conclusions from such a small assemblage. The presence of red deer could be taken as 
evidence for hunting in the vicinity. 
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Excavations in Staines have broadly established that there was a marked decline in the 
settlement there during the mid-late 2nd century AD, before expansion in the later 3rd 
century and throughout the 4th century (Bird 1987, 169). The outlying settlements may 
have been similarly affected. 

SAX ON 

It is uncertain whether continued use of the site, following the collapse of imperial rule in 
the early 5th century, was even an option for the local ('sub-Roman') population. The late 
4th and 5th centuries witnessed a period of climatic deterioration leading to prolonged 
flooding of low-lying areas and riverside locations (]ones 1982, 188). However, as large 
parts of the Romano-British landscape fell under Sax on occupation from the mid-late 5th 
century onwards, it seems that the site was made use of to some degree. Evidence of early 
Saxon activity was recorded on the eastern margin, although its precise nature is difficult 
to establish. In broad terms, early Saxon occupation of the site may be viewed as a process 
of immigrants fitting into or taking over a long established settlement pattern. 

MEDIEVAL AND POST-MEDIEVAL 

For most of the medieval period, and until relatively recently, the site probably remained 
under pasture, although it may have been cultivated from time to time as part of the 
medieval manor ofLaleham, one of the abbot ofWestminster's monastic estates (Adamson 
1989, 13-16). 

The post-medieval cartographic record demonstrates that the site formed part of the 
field system around Laleham village (Kain 1996). A boundary ditch located at the site is 
probably that shown on the 1844 parish map of Laleham as one that divided two 
properties. More recent adjustments of the land boundaries created the site as it was at the 
time of the excavation. Apart from the post-medieval gardening trenches, little or no 
evidence for exact site use in recent times was discovered. The cartographic record shows 
that by 1974 it had become the Fairyland Caravan Park. 
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