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1.1 Organisation of the report 

This document fonns the second volume of five within the Bedford Southern Bypa.;s Assessment 
Report. It presents the data upon which the statements of potential witltin Volume I and 3 have been 
based. The data is presented site by site and within that in sections detailing the main data classes, 
stnIclnral, non ceramics (with separate sections for flint where this is a notable part of the 
assemblage), ceramics, animal bone etc. Within each section a basic structure is followed, the data 
first being quantified, usually a simple expression of the number of records, objects or samples, 
followed by a breakdown of its provenance, essentially an expression of its spatial or chronological 
distribution across the site. Finally a detailed description is given; for the stnICtural in the form of a 
site narrative; for the majority of other classes of data in a nUxed narrative and tabnlated form. 

In general the above structure has been followed for all datasets although where small amounts of 
material are involved, e.g. human remains and macroscopic plant and animal remains, a more flexible 
approach has been taken. 

1.2. Data collection and method statement 

gy was u.se across a 
sites. This will facilitate inter"site comparisons and the investigation of la.ndseape developments. 
Where necessary, however, sampling strategies were matched to individual archaeological 
requirements to enhance data recovery and eost effectiveness. 

For each main data se! the principal strategies and methodologies used have been briefly described, 
with particular reference to data collection strategies, i.e. sa.mpling. Where particular strategies have 
been applied to a single project, e.g. dry-sieving at Village Fann, this has been explained in more 
detail within the site section. 

1.2.1 Fieldwork 

Structural 

All sites had been evaluated prior to full excavation employing appropriate techniques. Excavation 
and recording proceeded in accordance with guidelines laid ou! in the BCAS Procedures Manual. All 
sites were stripped of topsoil using earthmoving machinery, wherever possible as pa.rt of a single stage 
process. Where ground conditions interrupted soil removalrernoval, as at Pcartree Farm, or where 
restricted $pace led to staclcing prOblems, as at Eastcotts, t.he process was carried out over two or more 
stages. Topsoil was generally removed directly down to a level at which undisturbed natural or 
archaeological deposits could be recognised Where recent alluvial or colluvial deposits were evident, 
as at Harrowden. Easteotts a.nd Octagon Famt, these were investigated for surface signs of human 

. . 
eposlts. 

Site specific pla.nning grids were laid out across all sites, these subsequently being tied into the 
National Grid to provide overalllacation. Individual feature and area plans are currently undergoing 
digitisation to assemble a.n AUTOCAD database. 

Sampling strategies outlined willtin the original Project Designs wcre followed during excavation, 
providing a minimal sample to ascertain: (a) the structural sequence; (b) infomtation on the fonn, 
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structure and internal sequence offeatures; (c) dating L'Vidence; and (d) environmental data. lf form, 
dating and environmental data could not be obtained from section excavation investigating thc 

it was occasionally necessary to vary {his overall strategy. Cer{ain features or groups of features 
demanded more extensive investigation (e.g. the kiln at EastcoUs) while others, such as iSOlated post­
holes at Village Farm, were often only planned with a sample of the total number excavated. 

Excavated contexts were recorded on pro-formae recording sheets, by plan and section drawing and by 
photograph. The basic data has been entered onto a computerised database (Microsoft ACCESS©). 

Non ceramic artefacts 

Non ceramic artefacts were collected on site in accordance with the sampling policies detailed in the 
original Project Designs and ontlined above. Recorded finds were numbered individually, located by 
context and two dimensional cO-<lrdinate. 

Metal detectors were used during topsoil stripping on all sites and subsequently as excavation 
proceeded. The majority of metal finds were located in-situ by this method, although no record was 
kept as to mcthod of retrieval, detected Or otherwise, and SO this cannot be quantified. Registered finds 
and non ceramic bulk finds in general were retrieved during hand excavation on the majority of sites 
or during dry-sieving where this was employed (e.g. Village Farm). All excavated material was 
collected and retained for assessment and laler ,malysis. 

Ceramic artefacls were collected on site in accordance with the sampling policies detailed in the 
original Project Designs and outlined above. Pottery and ceramic building material wefe treated as a 
bulk finds and located by context number. No accurate ret;ord of volume of deposits iSaIIlpled during 
excavation was kept although crude assessments of original total population can be assembled from an 
analysis of plan information. All excavated material was collected and retained for assessment and 
analysis. 

Human bone 

Nearly all the hun13n bone was retrieved from funerary contexts (a single long bone at Eastcotts may 
have been in a secondary or disturbed context). Invariably this involved 100% excavation in 
accordance with the BCAS Procedures Manual. All material has been retained for assessment and 
analysis. 

Where soil samples were taken within grave fills special cafe was taken during flotation to retrieve 
bone fragments and these have been bagged separately with the hand excavated material. 

Animal bone 

This was treated as a 
Farm, and all soil samples were wet sieved onto a 0.5mm mesh and examined for small mammal, 
bird, fish and amphibian bones. 

Bedford Southern Bypass: Pmlit &cl1Valion Assessment R�p()rt; Volume 2 Page 9 
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Macro/microscopic plant remains and invertebrate remains 

uu,; .. " me senes or excavanons, "",enslve sampling WdS undertaken on all eight sites fur charred plant 
remains. A tolal of 3 84 samples, each of about 10 litres of sediment, was taken. Hand-picked samples. in 
total 36, were taken of charcoal. These sanlples were /Ioated onto a O.5mm mesh and dried. Waterlogged 
deposits were only encountered at EastCOtls. A total of 18 samples each of about 10 litres were taken from 
potentially waterlogged deposits. No samples were taken specifically for molluscan analysis. 

A proportion of the dry /lots was sorted at x 10 magnification at St Mary's Archaeology Centre, Bedford. 
Chaned seeds, charred chaff, charcoal aud mollusc shells were picked oul Where samples contained vet)' 
lUgn concentrations of seeds or chaff, charcoal, mollusc shells and extraneous debris were instead picked out 
from the flol Sub-samples of about 2 litres from the potentially wdterlogged samples were subjected to 
paraffin flotation onto a O.3mm mesh at St Mary's Archaeology Ce.ntre. The flats were sorted in water at x 10 magnification. Waterlogged macroscopic plant remains were picked out from those samples with low 
concentmtions of remains and stored in ethanol. 

, .. .,t 

Structural 

The primmy objective M. been to produce a provisional phasing for each site in order to provide an 
outline chronological aud spatial (ramework within which assessment of the main data sets can take 
place. The main thmst of the process has been towards assigning contexts to a hierarchy of groups, 
determined as far as possible by stratigmphic relationships and integrating pottery spot dates where 
necessary. Ine most eXplicit expressIOn otthis process is in the phased database where all contexts 
are contained first within an .ssociational group, then a landscape group, then a phase (this third 
stage was only necessary at Pcartree Fmm and Eastcolts) and finally a period, A definition of these 
groupings and notes on their fomllltion can be found in Volume 5. The Updated Project Design, 
Volume 5. Within Volume 2, (the l!:v/dence) the sections detailing the archaeological sequence of 
each site have been organised in a traditional form.t; chronologically by period, and within that by 
phase, each major landscape group being discussed in tum. In general Landscape groups are referred 
to as numbers prefixed by L e.g. (L5), associational groups as numbers prefixed by A e.g, (A23) and 
contexts as simple unprefixed numbers, sometimes identified as a fill or cut, e.g, (fill 235) or (234). 

Each site has been integmted into an overall bypass phasing scheme. Briefly this has involved 
identifying all the periods of activity represented as follows; 

o Period 1 Natural glacial and alluvial deposits 
o Period 2 Early prehistoric 
o Period 3 NeQlithic 
o Period 4 Late NeolithicJearly Bronze Age 
o Period 5 Bronze Age 
o Period 6 Late Bronze Age/carly Iron Age 
o Period 7 Tmn Age 
o Period 8 LaIC Iron Age/early Romauo-British circa 18t century BC/AD 
o Period 9 Romano-British circa lale 1st to 4th century 
o Period 10 Late Romano-British/early Saxon circa 5th century 
• Period 1 1 Saxon circa 5th 10 10th century 
o Period 12 Saxo-Norman circa 10th to 11th century 
o Period 1 3  Medieval circa 12th to 15th century 
o Period 14 Post Medieval to Modem circa 16th century 10 present 

No single site had evidence for activi
'
ty throughout all the above periods, although most sites were 

occupied or in use episodically through . number of periods. 
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Several contexts remain unphased due to a lack of slratigraphic or spatial relationships and an 
"bsence of da�lble material. These bave been placed in Period 15 to allow a quantification of any 

.ro ,t. " . 
• 

< ""') aUVH .u'u" . .... u .... ; vu"m= avvve. 

Non ceramic artefacts 

All the non ceramic finds have been quantified and provisionally identified. 

Each registered find has a record card which lists simple name, context uumber, material , condition, 
QUnenSlOns anOior weIgnt ana, II Kllown, date. Following preliminary identification using the 
Bedfordshire Artefact Typology (BAn, each artefact was assigned to a functional category. This 
information has been entered on a registered finds database (using dBASE IV but now transferred 10 
Microsoft ACCESS), along witll X-ray plate numbers and UCL (University College London) 
laboratory numbers. Additionally, all have a scale drawing on the record card. Where necessary 
artefacts were retained by the conservator for investigative conservation. 

The bulk artefacts were identified by material and type and listed by context and Quantified !weio:ht or 
numbers as appropriate). Slag type, for example fuel ash, cinder, ferrous smithing, was idenlified by 
eye and weighed, This information was entered on to a computerised non-ceramic bulk artefacts 
datab"se. 

The artefact databases have been linked to the struct\lral database enabling analysis of artefacts by 
period, context/feature, associational and landscape groups and object type. 

A number of external snedalists COnlributed to the .  

Mea ofExpe� 
Conscrvation 
Petrology 
Coin identification 
Timber ID 
Vessel Glass 
Leatherwork 

Specialisl 
Adrian Tribe 
David Williams 
Peter Guest 
Rowcna Gale 
Hilary Cool 
Quita Mould 

Their findings have beon integrated into this document and their reports form part of the site archive 
held at St Mary's Archaeology Centre. 

The assessmellt of the flint asseInblagc is based upon a database comprising quantification by context, 
provisional identificatioll and spot dates determined from distinctive manufacturing characteristics 
(induding soft versus hanI hammer, flakes versus blades, thickness of butt) and an assessment of flint 
qnality. Identification was monitored by Robin Holgate of Luton Museum. Registered flint artefacts 
have been catalogued on • record card, w iU, ,Mails recorded oflocation, comext, COndition, 
dimensions and parallels/date, if known. Tlus information has been entered onto a computer database. 

Ceramics 

The pottery was rcconIed by fabric type, as defined in the Bedfordshire Ceramic Type Series, and 
form. With the exception nf a single new Iron Age fabric type and one Roman type, all other fabric 
types are known from previous work in the county. Quantification was by sherd count, This data was 
entered o�to a computer database to facilitate data manipula.tion. The pottery will be further quantified 
by rim percentage and weight at the analysis stage, in accordance with the recommendations of 
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English Heritage in The curreTlI Slale of Roman()-British Pottery Studies (Fulford and Huddlestonc 
1991, 52). 

The building material was recorded by fabric and fonn. Quantification was by sherd count and weight. 
Any abrasion present was noted; in addition tile fonn (tegu/a, imbrex etc.) and type of roof fastening 
(nange, peg hole etc.) were recorded for the tile; thickness was recorded for the brick, and the 
presence of surfaces and impressions were recorded for the daublfired clay. 

Human bone 

The human bone was assessed by Terry Jackman. Assessmeut was based on an examination of the 
paper record, drawings, photographs, and a scan and weigh ofOle bone. Observations were made on 
condition and the potential for measurement and the results integrated with the provisional phasing 
data. 

Animal bone 

The animal bone was assessed by Tony Robel1s. Both bulk and sieved samples were scanned for 
species, indications of age, butchery, pathology and potential for measurement. For each site a 
database recording these observations was compiled and integrated with the provisional phasing data . 

Macro/microscopic plant remains and invertebrate remains 

The macroscopic plant and invertebrate remains were assessed by Dr. Mark Robinson at the University 
Museum, Oxford. The sol1ed charred seeds and c!llIffalong with the partly SOl1ed richer dry flots were 
scanned at np to x 50 magnification under a binocular microscope. The charred seeds and chaff observed 
were identified and an estimate mndc of their abundanoe. The scaJlninll ill IIlc partly soned /lOts inevitably 
results in an under-estimatc of the abundance, or even presence, of smaller seeds and chaff items. 11 does, 
h�, serve to chamcterise Ill<: assemblages. PotentiaI!y identifmble remains were assessed for 53 
s,wples. Summary results are tabulated by site, each table gives a breakdown into numerical groups of the 
abundance of remains in each sample by period. The tables also show the abundance of selected plant 
remains (or each period both in total and for the sample in which Ou:y were most abundant 

Charcoal from the /lots and hand-picked samples was broken transversely and examined at up to " 50 
magnification. While this is an appropriate means for the identification of the ring-porous taxa (Frminus, 
Quercus and Ulmus) and the record of Rhamnus catharticus onght to be reliable, the other identifications, 
which arc of di1fuse porous species, must be regarded as tentative. Charcoal was assessed from 76 flats and 
the 36 hand-picked samples. Summary results are tabulated by site, each table mves the number of samnl"" 
m w/llcn me taxon IS present by period. 

Bulk flotation is not a reliable means for the extraction of mollusc shells but the shells from the flats can still 
give some useful infonnation. The presence of shells was noted for 22 of the flats asst$Sed and they are 
discussed as appropriate under the various sites. 

Four of the samples from Eastcotts, taken for waterlogged IIlllCIOSCOPic remains, were found to contain 
usefuI material (Samples 44, 45, 46 and 191). Additionally, one of the f10ts from 11 sample taken for charred 
material (Sample 85) was found to contain poorly preserved waterlogged seeds. Remains were very 
abundant and well preserved in an unsorted Sample 191. Half of Sample 19/ waS subsequently sol1ed and 
the remains extracted were assessed along with the other four samples. The remains were scanned at up to " 
50 magnification under a binocular microscope. Plant and insect remains were identified and estimates were 
made of their abundan<:e. 
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1.2.3 Storage and curation 

Structural 

The site context records and other paper records for each site have been fully indexed and stored in 
numerical order within lever aTch files. Site drawings are stored within vertical plan tanks. Black and 
while and colour prints have been attached to record cards and filed with the context records, 
negatives are filed separately in order of film number. Colour transparencies have been stored in 
plastic waUets within the unit storage facility. Although integrated into tile unit archiving system the 
structural record has so far onlv been archived to an interim 1"" • .1 10 .now "��"« fOT . " .. n 
archiving will take place prior to deposition with the receiving museum. Security copying of the 
material has been timetabled. 

Non ceramics 

The metallic material has been stored within self sealing, perforated and labelled plastic bags. The 
bags are in turn kepI within air tighl polyethylene boxes. The humidity levels within the container is 
controlled by the inclusjon of silica gel and will be regularly monitored. 

The remaining non ceramic material is in stable condition and is stored by ""ntext in sealed, labelled 
plastic bags which are in turn held within sturdy cardboard boxes. 

Upon completion of the investigative conservation. the material will be appropriately packaged to 
ensure, as far as is possible, its long"term preservation. The material will be deposited in Bedford 

, u. �u�.ysis. we IOllowing poims snowa oe noteet; 

• the metalwork; the relative humidity (RH) within the air tight polycthylene boxes in which this 
material is stored must be regul arly monitored. An RH indicator card wiU be placed jn every box 
anet as SOOIl as the RH rises above 20% fOr iron obJccts or 35% for the other metal linds, the silica 
gel must be removed, regenerated and replaced. 

• the non·metal finds; these items should be stored in as stable an environment as possible, 
preferably at an RH of 55% (±5%) and a temperature of IS-20·C. 

The lithic assemblage is environmeDlally stable and potential for long term storage is good. The flint 
has been marked, and all the material is stored, according to category, and by context, within self 
sealing, labelled plastic bags. The bags are stored in contexi order, within labelled cardboard boxes. 
Suitable , ft>r . •  nn " , t, . � 
publication, have been made. 

Pottery and Building materials 

The ceramics are environmentally stable and have been slored in labelled cardboard boxes by site and 
context. All sherds and fragments have been individually marked. The boxes are stored in context 
order. Snitable arrangements for transfer and aceessioning to Bedford Museum, on completion of 
puhlication, have been made. 

Human and animal bone 

The bone is stored by contexi within labelled cardboard boxes and requires a stable environment to 
ensure environmental stability. None of Ihe bone has vet been marked individuallv. Suitable 

Bedford Southern Bypass: Po .• t Excavation As ........ nent &porl: Volume 2 Page /3 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

"lTangemeIlL< fOT transfer and acccssioning to Bedford Muscum, 011 completion of publication, have 
been made. 

Environmental Samples 

These arc currently stored as residue. and sorted samples. Those samples that have nndergone 
assessment are stores at the University Museum Oxford, the remainder at St Mary's Archaeology 
Centre. 
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2.1 PI!�ARTRFF, FARM 

2. 1 . 1  STRUCTURAL EVIDENCE =���"��.-------------------------

Summary (figs. 2and 3) 
Although a multi·pcriod site with remains from the Neolithic through to later medieval periods, the 
evidence at Peartree Farm largely dates to the Romano-British Period; probably representing the site 
of <I small farmstead, occupied by a single family group from the early second century AD, possibly 
into tllt fifth centw-y. The oa.li""t p"lioo ufacliviLy relates to tree clearance during the Neolithic, tree 
throw holes h<lving been identified, some containing Neolithic ceramics. The land had certainly been 
cleared by the bter Iron Age and parts of a ditch system marking the site of fields or stock enclosures 
was excavated. Only very fragmentary remains of habitative occupation were recovered but the 
semement SHe may not nave Deen rar away. The Rom.1n farm may not have been established until the 
second centw-y AD and there is no evidence for any continuity from the Iron Age. The settlement 
focus was poorly preserved and difficult to identify but concentrations of pits, post-holes and gullies 
suggest it occupied the NW part of the site, surrounded by in-field enclosures. The layout of the farm 
remained largely static throughout most of Roman period allhollgh three phases of development can 
bc seen, the first two relatively minor amendments and additions to the syslem, the third representing 
a major change, smaller enclosures cutting across the earlier system. This third phase may herald the 
decline of the settlement in tlle later Roman period, two isolated inhumations also date to this time 
and there is evidence for sub-Roman/early Saxon activity into the fifth century. The resolution of these 
J<lter phases remains a key task withill anaJysis. There is no evidence for Middle or later Saxon 
activity, nor for ally settlement during the medieval period when the site lay within the open fields of 
ElsIOW. 

Background to the project 

The sile lay at the western cnd of the Bypass, to the north-west of the modern Peamee Farm, at TL 
047467, apprOximately 2.5km to the south of Bedford town centre within the parish of El stow. 
Although generally flat at around 3 1m. aOD the site was located on a low gravel ridge, part of the 
developing first gravel terrace, defined to the north by the Elstow Brook, and to the south by an un­
named tributary stream. Medieval ridge and furrow suggest a long history of cultivation continuing 
into Ihe modern period. 

The crop marks at Peartree Farm cover approximately 3 ha and are part of a complex of settlement and 
landscape features visible on aerial photographs in the EIslQw area. Excavation has previously been 
undertaken to the north at Elstow Abbey (Baker 1971 and more recently Fell 1995), at another 
'Peartree Farm' site (Woodward 1977), and SOOm to the cast at Village Farm (this volume). 

The crop marks (HER 1625) provided an indication of the archaeological potential of the site 
comprising a trackway wiLh roadside ditches and a complex of rectilinear boundaries representing 
large enclosures or fields. Within the bend of the trackway the pattern of cropmarks was more dense, 
suggesting a ra.rmstead; pottery and other artefacts recovered from Ihe surface over a number of years 
had indieated a Roman date. 

During 1992 three trellches were excavated as part of the Bypass evaluation. A Late Iron 
AgeJRomano-British date for occupation was confirmed, with pottery production suggested from kiln 
fragmellts. 

.' 
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Full excavation took place in two phases, sepamted by a period of poor weather, the first between late 
October and Christmas of 1993, and the second during February and the early pari of March 1994. An 
area of approximately 2.  7ha was investigated, Further work took place between October and 
December 1994 as part of the watching brief during construction. This phase of work allowed 
obsc",ation to be made to east and west of the site, Iron Age boundaries coming to light to the west, 

Method statement 

Excavation was carried out in accordance with guidelines laid out in Bed/ordshire County 
Archaeology Services' Procedures Manual, Topsoil was removed mechanically, at first this was 
undertaken in dry conditions, but the weather soon deteriorated with well above average rainfall. This 
led to problems of compaetion and lamination of the topsoil/subsoil structure, especially and perhaps 
predictably within the area of greatest archaeological complexity, Allied to a high water t.hle thi� 
resnlted in serious difficulties in the excavation and recording of the settlement core ofthe site. Many 
of the deeper features remained unexcavated below about Im., and in places it was impossible to 
obtain conclusive evidence for stratigraphic relationships due to the wet conditions. 

A two-pronged excavation sampling policy was operated, Across the settlement core of the site, that 
part adjacent to the tmckway in the area of densest crop-mark evidence, 40% of each recognised 
feature was to be excavated, across the rest of the site, assumed to be out-field areas, this fraction was 
to be reduced to 20%, In reality this system had to be amended a.. progress <In�d dM to the 
conditions, Sections were excavated to elucidate relationships, to obtain dating and environmental 
evidence and to characterise the overall form of features. Further excavation, dependent on resources, 
addressed outstanding problems. 

Factual data 

The following represents a tabulated breakdown of the quantity and type of site structural records . 
The structural evidence is also presented in the form of a detailed descriptive narrative, organised by 
Period, 

Quantification of material 

labk 2 QuantilJ! "I leat"," 'Yl'�' 

" ,.W"�'+"'�"W'W"" 

The structural remains can be characterised as 'truncated', the result of ploughing from at least the 
later medieval period up to the present day. The vast majority offeature types that remained for 
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investigation were either pits or ditches (81 % of tIle total), only 1 7  layer contexts were identified. As a 
result of truncation the quality of survival was only moderate, Pew structural features were identified 
other than post-holes, with no certain building plans recovered, Although very little vertical 
stratigraphy survived other than within negative features, spatial relatiOrtships were relatively 
abundant and clearly defined. This has enabled a secure sequence to be established. 

Evidence bv Period 

l'abl. J Summary o!provi.ional pha,jng P;'ERioD-�--�m _ _  "''''mm-'''lmco:a�E�TS i 6����APE'·" " 'mm'rj)ESCiUiTiON�m'�'�m � "' ''' 1 
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PERIOD 3 (fig.4) 
Tree Clearance rNeolithiCl 
Over one hundred fealutes interpreted as tree throw holes were excavated or plotted. TIlesc were 
concentrated to the eastern end of the site, mainly as a resnlt of enhanced visibility against the gravel 
in that area, and it is reasonable to assume that the coverage was more extensive but unrecognised, 

A large proportion of these tree throws were not excavated due to time restraints, and hence remain 
undated. A limited number however, selected at random across the site, were sampled with a number 
found to contain either burnt root material or Ncolithic ceramics. The evidence suggests at least some 
human influence in clearance, 

A single tree-throw (C1356) containd a significant assemblage ofNeolitItic ceramics and lithics, 
enough to suggest domestic activity. The ephemeral nature Qhhe evidence is consistent with 

PERIOD 7 The Iron Age (fig.4) 
Clearanee appears to have been complete by the Late Iron Age when rectilinear boundaries, probably 
marking fields, were driven across the site, Scattered settlement evidence was recovered, including 
four-post structures, to suggest activity peripheral to a nearby occupation site. 

Boundaries 
Boundaries (All and (A12). outline two sides of a large enclosure, presumably a field. They were laid 
out at an angle of 40° to the later Roman fields of Period 9 (see below), the ditChes measuring between 
O.75-J.23m. across and 0.3-O.4m. deep. Pottery suggests a late Iron Age date for their construction, 
althoogh small quantities of first century AD material may indicate that the fields may have remained 
in USe through the early part of the Roman period, A small rectangular enclosure 20 x 15m. with 
inturncd entrance may have been used for stock. 
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Settlement 
Contemporary with the boundaries were three 'four post structures', (AB-IS), and two isolated pits. 
These fcatures were cOncentrated towards the eastern end of the site and so suggest that any settlement 

may lie in that direction beyond the limits of the excavation. 

PERIOD 9 Romano-British (late 1st/2nd - 4th centnry) (fig.3) 
The small amount of first century Roman material recovered, (2.7% of dated contexts and much of 
this likely to be residual) suggests that the enclosures established during the Iron Age may have 
persisted into at least the late first century AD. It is possible that the Romano-British farmstead was 

'V' ... :. ,u� � .. / 'cw"" . Hll"" I'"a,:,s 0, ucvelOpment spanDlng apprOxlfnatelY tile 
second to fourth cellluOes can be seen, these largely relating to the changes in the form and layout of 
enclosures. 

Phase 1 (fig.5) 
Phase 1 represents the laying out of the major ditches, boundaries and enclosures familiar from the 
aerial photographs. The main elements of this system comprise a ditched droveway rulUling N-S, a 
settlement area immediately to the east of this, with fields/enclosures beyond. 

Early ditches 
A small number of ditches, predating the main system described below, appear to indicate the earliest 
form oftllat system, although in general they appear to share the Same alignments and do not indicate 
a radically different layout. 

The Droveway 
Two parallel ditches were visible upon the air photo. plots, these ,ig-za"cinl! tltrou�h the landscane in 
a generally NE-SW alignment. Clearly the ditches define the route of a drove or trackway, possibly 
linking up with another area of cropmarks to the NE (Woodward 1977) and therefore part of a more 
extensive network of communication. 

WIthin the excavated area some 70m. of tlle trackway was exposed; no surfacing survived but the 
drainage ditches were sectioned at regular intervals. An examination of the fills suggests that the 
ditches were cleaned out and re-defined on a number of occasions, although a coherent sequence 
throughout their lengths could not be seen, suggesting a piecemeal approach to re-cutting. Detailed 
analysis of the overall sequence will address such problems as how the trackway related to the 
enclosure ditches. This was too involved for the assessment stage, although a general contemporaneity 
can be demonstrated, and it also seems clear that the droveway ditChes in their latest form were still 
open after the enclosure ditches had silted up. 

FieldslEnc10sures 
(Landscape group 5) 
Two I •• �, iHt�h . �.� .  , . . '- '  _'. .A .... .. 'J auu 
separated by a wide corridor open at its eastern end. 

The northern enclosure, (A4), delimited an area at least 140m. by 120m. within the angle of the 
trackway as it turned first to the east and then north again. The enclosure itself was sub-divided by N­
S and E-W ditches into at least three separate units. The main settlement focus may possibly have 
been contained within the western unit, immediately adjacent to the trackway. 

The enclosure to the south, (AI6), was situated mainly outside of the road corridor, with only its NE 
part uncovered during the excavation. No internal sub-<livisions were identified with little indication 

of settlement Or other activities. 
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Modifications 
(Landscape group 7) 
Once established, several modifications were made to the system described above, this involved 
limited recutting ofthe main enclosure ditches, with additions such as (A25) and (A33/14). The laller, 
a pair of parallel ditches entering the site from the north, may mark the line of a trackway. 

Senlement 
(Landscape group 10) 
The western part of Enclosure (A4) has, from the very beginning of the project, been the focus of 
investigation. The assumption has been that the farm compound, the settlement element ofthe site, 

�. . , . nao uaoeu uu ,u� ou� •. uou ... " OJ crop marKS, some 0' wmcn 
appeared to form a sub·drcular enclosure characteristic of a compound boundary, Pits and ditches 
certainly do concentrate in this area, in stark contrast to other parts of the site to rhe east rhat were 
probably open yard areas or fields, but most of these date to later phases (largely 2 and 3) ,  It is very 
difficult to identify any features that might indicate settlement contemporary wirh Phase I .  During 
this Phase settlement may have been located to the north, just off site, and this may be supported by 
the ditch and gully features of (LI 0), the only possible settlement features that c.1n be stratigraphically 
tied in. 

Phase 2 (fig,6) 
This phase was characterised by the setting out of small irregular ditched enclosures within the NW 
part of the large enclosure (A4). Although some oflhese features cut those of Phase 1, they also 
generally respect the Phase I framework and il can assumed Ihat most of the major clements of that 
system are still in use. An example of this are the ditches (A75), which while cutting the upper fills of 
the Phase I eastern trackside ditch still follow the established alignment and indeed merely appear to 
be creating a new entrance into the 'settlement focus' from the trackway. 

Phase 3 (fig.7) 
A more radical re-organisation of rhe site appears to have taken place during this phase, new 
enclosures making redundant large sections of the Phase I and 2 system 

Enclosures 
(Landscape group 9) 
Up to six square or rectangular enclosures were formed across rhe western part of the Phase I 
enclosure (A4), in some cases rhese cut directly across rhe silted ditches of the earlier system and 
clearly imply that parts of that system were no longer in use. 

The northern enclosure (AI) was somewhat different from those to rhe 6Outh-west. The ditch defining 
rhe enclosure had very steep sides wirh a U- shaped base suggest.ive of a palisade trench (slight 
evidence was rccovered for posts within the ditch). Only the southern part of the enclosure was 
excavated, its northern side was however visible as a crop mark and it was clearly square in overall 
nlan �Uh A .. , ,�, ' 
packed post holes, both showing evidence of having been re<ut, prohably 

'
indicati� �«�:��N�­

evidence for internal strnctures were found. 

A number of short gnIlies cut rhrough rhe eastern most ditches of (L9), rhese are in turn cut by an 
adult inhumation (A84). This was unaccompanied by any grave goods, its late date secured On 
strati graphic grounds. Although provisionally phased to Period 9 the inhumation could be later and 
date to Period 10. 

(Landscape groups 11 and 14) 

Four approximately parallel NNW·SSE ditches (L1I), appear to have been added to rhe northern edge 
of the (L9) enclosures, all continue to rh. north beyond the limits of excavation. An E-W post-built 
boundary (L14) may be even later but stilI respects rhe enclosure. (L9). This boundary c1eady replaces 
an earlier Phase I ditched boundary and so suggests that elements of that system were also still in use 
into rhe early part of Phase 3. 
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Period 9 Senlcment features (Fig.5) 
Although it has been possible to construct the above three phase sequence to describe the development 
of the enclosures, the majority of pits , post holes etc. cannot as yet be integrated. This will occur 
during full analysis when spatial, stratigraphic relationships and the d,�ting can be fully considered. 
Three major groups offeatures should be noted at this stage: 

• (Landscape group J 2) 

-

• 

These comprise a scatter of pit.s and short lengths of gully along the northern edge of the site. 

(Lanascape group JJ) 
Two groups offeatures are represented here, (A37) in the SW corner or the Phase I enclosure 
(A4), and (A3G) immediately to the south in the corridor between (A4) and the southern 
enclosure (AI6). 

The first group (AJ7), comprises three pits, two of which appear earlier than the latest re-eut 
of the trackway ditch, and a possible structure, surviving only as a clay surface (A83). An 
infant burial (C950) had been inserted into this surface. 

Group (A16) comprises two clay and limestone-lined tanks, both possibly used for some form 
of crop-processing. Large quantities of carbonised Spelt Wheat and chaff were deposited 
within the baMlll of the larger tank suggesting that threshing and possibly dlYing had taken 
place in an adjacent area. 

(Landscape group 15) 
A final woup of pits clearly cut throu�h the boundaries ofthe Phase I ",,"em hut could 
belong to either Phase 2 or 3. In the main these were large quarry type cuts, their position 
along boundaries suggesting the open areas were still in use although the location of one, 
well within the trackway, may indicate that this was no longer open. 

PERIOD 10  Late RomanlEarIy Saxon (fig,7) 
Some or all of the Period 9 Phase 3 features may date to Period 10 but only five pits. all cutting the 
silted up boundaries of (he Roman farmstead. contained pottery dating (0 the fifth century or Early 
Saxon period. Generally, the late pottery was recovered from upper fills, with lower fills and possibly 
the constructional phases of the pits dating to Period 9.  

This may not indicate substantial settlement or activity, although perhaps i t  does represent activities 
peripheral and associated with the Early Saxon settlement just to the east at Village Farm. However, 
as indicated above, the exact components of this period have yet to be closely defined and the 
possibility of being able to identitY sub-Roman or Early Saxon nse oflhe site is intriguing. 

PERIOD 13 Medieval 
A regular pattern of medieval cultivation furrows was recorded across the whole site. These were 
spaced at 8- lOm. intervals and oriented NNW-SSE. The 1746 Estate map (CRO:XIl61I) shows this 
area to be part of the open-fields (specifically the 'Mother Field') of Elstow village. 

PERIOD 15 Unphased features 
Due to time restraints a number of features were left unexcavated and hence remain undated. Added 
to this group are also a number of excavated features which remain stratigraphieally and spatially 
isolated. 
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2.1.2 REGISTERED AND NON-CERAMIC BULK ARTEFACTS 

Factual data 

Quantitv 
The excavation at Peartrce Farm produced the following quantities of artefacts; 

L.Iyp� of �.te.ri.al 
l . .  R,egi��eTed. finds 
: Nails 

.... ", ........ " .,'" .. , ... . 
. . . . . ............. LQ��tity 

1 201 
! 36 ..................... ," ............. -\- ........... . 

: Flint 
� . , . " " " "  .... . ......... , ' ' ' ' ' '  ... . 

: Sla� . .  
; Bu.i't\t stone 

Provenance 

, 83 ..... :·· ··:C·7.i5s ... ........... ... : ..... : ..... 
. 

; 4487 

. .... . . . . . . . . . .  � 

......... ,," , ,� 

The a.ssemblage spans the Mesolitllic to the post-medicvoI perinrl Typologically <latabI. artefacts (151 
(77%) regiSlcTed artefacts a.nd 48 (58%) flints) were present in the following quantities; 

rable 5 Datahk lU1efactT by I'eriod ItiId Quantity 

Period 
Mesolithic/early Ncolithic 
Late Neolilhic/earJy Bronze Age 
Romano-British 
Saxon 
Medieval/post-medieval 

Quantity 
19 flints 
29 flints; 2 saddle querns 
134 registered artefacts 
1 registered artefac! 
17 registered artefacts 

Quantities of registered and non-ceramic bulk artefacts by feMure type are presented below; 
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Quantities of registered and non-ceramic bulk artefacts by period are presented in Table 7. An 
alph,lbetical listing of simple name classes, and their quantities, presenl at Peartree is presented in 
• au,e _ ,  .. e , v' .i"'I)1� 'li1l"" "'�"O> vy !Un"uona. category ana penOG are presentea tn 
Tables 14-25, 

Table 7 Anefacr" by Period 

'P�rt�d" " " " rR�gi�t'�red" " % Nali5· ·····�·-o;�·········T·Fi'int·····j ·oj�······-··T'Slag " or_i. ·······'r'B�·�t·si·oD·e· ·T·./� " ' .... -� 
:3 ",,,, , J t�t�f��,t!" " + ii s """"''''''' ' - '''' '''''''''j6 ' 43'S"" "· ' : !.' :"::',:·,',·,·,',·,·.·,il:·,:,:: .: :::::',',",',','" . + "'''' - 1  : .:; i j + ;;\ " " """ '-i"'i" " - i ; , ':;"' '''!'''' '- -- ''''''- ' 

The main focu .. of activity at Peartree occurred in Period 9. Landscape groups within this period have 
been allocated to one of three phases, with the cxception of groups 12, 13 and 15 where closer dating 
than the Roman period was not possible at the assessment stage_ The sub-divisions, relevant landscape 
groups and registered artefact assemblage is presented in Table 8. 

Table 6 Period 9 pha ... " and landscape groups 
, Periodl 
[ Phs5e � ............ , .. , 9.0 } .......... . : 9.0 

: Dating 
, " -, --' 1  -i;;dAii;' c: '.' _:: 1 , �?Ul' , __ , __ , _ : 1. :t;;:���et. (�); \>Itl';;��:i i, i; \;l;i:t� (  i);:I��� ,��� .. 'I ii��c�:(i);' �ii(E. : 

-n;;dAih'�: 13 , bracelet (I); hobnail (1); ve,sel glass (2); millstonc (1); ring (I); lead 

_ . "" " " " " , . . " " " " , _ L�,!�pJI);"I?�.tt�ll,m _ _ __ , . " . " " , . " . _ " " " . " , _ _ _ _  ... ,,""< 
! 9.0 : 2nd-4 th c_ 15 , millstone (I); pin (1); ring (I); whetstone (l); worked bone (1); strip , 

[9,1 . . .. .••. 
· .• ·. ti��:j;� .�· T4 .. : . t���c:.;i!ot (h; ���(�.�o:i�Ii) : .

..
... , .:.... .•• ... : '

, : .• ' •• : •........ _ 

[ 9.1 ...... 1.2ll,d:.3�� .c • 5 .. ................ ,1 . v�ss�l gl""�(?4);I:�larnl' (l); t:<>tlJry quernJl); �1lisel(I); �heet(l) 
j 9.1 j 2nd--3rd c_ 6 ! ligula (1); lead vessel (I); lead vessel repair ( 1 ); coins (364.375 xl; , 
, ,,,, . ,, .. .'. -'w. " ... . . " ... .... " 7  ' .' " .. " ... " ,, 1.3 �.8::"9.�1 ."".""."... ....... . - .... . .. " . ..... . . ... ..... ..... . . . . .. .. "" ,, ...... . .... - ".. ,, ) L�· 1 ... _ _  . .  ",,1}lld-3rd c_ 

.. , " .•. "" • . • . . . . . . .  _ LXIl%!'-':.�gD);_slI,""!_(l); . . �"','�"'I.&I'!""(2); !:?i!!.sJ3�7:3_4�;}!�:�m" . ; 9. 1 ... " ".;.2nd:3rd .c .... ,, \ 10 ..... _ _ _ L�r m . .. __ ..... __ . .  " " "  . . . . . .  _ ......... _ .. "" . . . . . . . . . .... _ ........ . .. " " . " " ... . ["9.3 ' 4th-e 5th c : 9 , bracelet (I); vessel gl"", (I); staple ( 1 ); worked bone (1); ferrule (I); 

."
'
; . . . . . . . . . . .  _ _ _ _ _L ." . _ _  , . "  . . .  _ _  .. _ L.""'iIl_Q7.�,:!�.l" ... _ _ _ _ _ _ _  . . . . .  , . " . " .,,, .. . . . . . . . . . . . .  , . ,  .. , "  ......... _ __ _ _ _ _  . . .  " .. , , ; L"t1!�,2,t1! c: . 14 , ,, , ,,, . . .i.Y.'_s?_s'���,(3;' ,�,iIl.(�8�::,,g2) ,, ,,,, ,,, , ,  _ _  

Generally the artefact assemblage displays few signs of intrusive activity. A single context (724) in 
Landscape group 16, Period I, yielded a blue, square-sectioned bead commonly dated to the third to 
fnlll1h centurie� (Guido 1978, 96), while contoxt 548 (A47, LI3) Period 9 produced a button and 
ceramic sherd of post-medieval date. The mid to late founh century coinage from L6 and L 7 of Period 
9,1  (see Table 8) suggest intrusive activity. It should be nOlcd however that although the CUIS of these 
features have been phased within 9,1, the features themselves are likely to have continued in use into 
Period 9.3, the artefacts reflecting the point at which the features went out of use_ Refinement of 
phasing at the analysis stage will resolve this discrepancy between cuts and fills. Period 13, context 
1547 AgO LI,  yielded a second button and ceramic sherd ofpost-mcdieval date, similarly indicated 
that the furrows .nay have continued to be fonned into the later period_ 

There is a greater degree of residuaHty evident amongst both the registered and bulk assemblages. Of 
the 75 flints from phased contexts, 39 come from contexts phascd to Periods 7-13 and are therefore 
residual. The Mesolithic assemblage from Period 3 is also residual, occurring in contexts containing 
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late Neolithic/carly Bronze Age flint and ceramics. The late Neolithiclearly Bronze Age assemblage 
from Period 3 however is. with one exception (1 flake. contexI 504), undisturbed, occurring with 
ceramics of the same dale range, Residual elements are also evident in Period 10, for example the fills 
of pits 880 and 2087 produced vessel glass of late firSI to early third centuries and coins of late third 
century date aloug with examples ofthe mid to late fourth century _ The plough furrows of period 13 
likewise yielded two late fourth century coins_ 

Range and Variety 

Tile samplIng POlley at Peartrce Can be summed up as follows; all pits and postholes were 50% 
sampled, linear fealures were examined for structural associations, dating and environmental evidence 
and on average a 20% sample of the volume was excavated. No sieving took place_ A metal detector 
was used to scan newly stripped areas of the excavation. Sorting of soil samples accounted for 6 
registered artefacts, 5 flints, less than Ig of slag and C 5g of burnt stones, 
The use of a metal detector will havc ensured retrieval of metalwork from the upper fills of featuTes, 
although it may have biased the overall composition of the artefact assemblage in favour of metalwork 
(see Table 9)_ The large percentage of glass recovcred is mainly attributable to Ihe fills of onc ditch 
(1276 A4) which contained 87 glass vessel sherds (74 registered artefacts), 87% of the glass 
assemblage. 

Table 9 Quantity of mefact by mllUrial 
, Material 

. . . . ... .•... 'w __ _ _: Quantity of registered 
,,, ' " : artefacts " " , "" _ _ "" _ _ 

, Iron ' 20 
" " ' ) 10% 

......... � 

... · ... ·.·.t�,-,?·?):%. 
; 10 _9% [�:��t�I%i.Oi" ,-" " ,  i �� 

: " q\,!:,� __ __ " " " , __ , __ , __ " "  " , , ""
'
:--89 

••• ,.,,,, , , ••• -!- •••• •••• •••• ••• • -,, ... .... , 
, 44.3% 

.... -.. '.'''' ... ' '.'  .. '.-.. -..... -� 

L StOlI�" ww, _, : 10 
, Bone 

-- -- , " ( 4 W 

. . . . . ....... ... ...... 
' 5% . .  _ .' ·.'.'.w.'..!"'" 

, 2% 
T

'
0'_5% - - '' ' ' ' ' ... -.. -....... " .. " .,-.. � f'-".��i�,��"·""""�.·.·'-, ... ,�.·,·.·,·,·�.·,·�.·." " ·" ... ·.·.-.·.-.·.-.. " " .

·,·.·.·.1.,.�.. . ............. ... ,., " " ',. 
i TOTAL __ __ _ __ _  , ,' _,_,I 201 ... ·· -" " · · " T-iooo/�,." ·' · '· ·· . ... . .. , . . .  - · " '  

.... 
" ' .. ' .. 

· -

Amongst the 87 registered artefacts of vessel glass (100 sherds in total) a number of forms were 
recognised. These are presented below by Period and Landscape group. 

Tab/. IO V""sel Glas.form.. by Period and Lanibcape Group 

: :�:;�� i'-;::�-;;�scii·pe - ; -;;;�:"· '  
. . 

f ldentit1abi�'iomi�- - """' ! Date range of 

: " www _ JJ?-"�!'l', ' ._ .  _ _  L ��!C�"d�,, l. _ "  " " __ ,, , _ . .. _.,,,,:,Io ....... ! ... _ , ,, .. , ... __ . ... : 9,0. "",,; .. 13 _ _ ' ''' ', ... , ;  2 _ _ _ _.. I.,,Ildsmatic bott1�"" _ _ _ _ .. ,,, .. _ ,, _ ,;"l,!I� Ist_ - early'}!� ; 
: 9,L ... .. _; _ 5 _ " .. """ .. , ,, 87""""''' 'j' square b!>tt!�,,(Isings fo_ry_!!,,�,n_ _ _ , ,." .. " .. i late _1st .: .. I1!J�.2.Ild _ _  ; � ;  : , _ " tubular,nmrned bowl (Isings form 44) , i late 1st ,-,mid 2nd ; 

t- ... - :.1,., ... -
··· ;

' '' :J,�:0�;������;������1�(�,��I ..... _ ''::tJ;,:;J-��_�H�",,, .. - --"""-; ! globular jar or jug (Isings fonns 670 or ! late 2nd ' 
. .  ·· .... t - - - . " MW" " L m ,ww .. . " . .. ...... .. , ____ w .  _ _  .. . .  ' '''".1.. . . - -- - , ,, .... ,, 

i colourless wheelcnt beaker ! late 2nd 

; i:l =I : : �= ; I :�r���=O���i;�fr:1 \ 9j - - '·"1"i4- - - - : 3 I ; 'd I t 4th ........ ........... ". . . . . . ,  ... L�P... . . .  , . . . . ......... ............. ",.,. i � ..... : ... � e 
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All the registered and bulk lIon-ceramic artefacts have been assigned to 54 simple name or class 
groups (see Table 13), These in turn have been allocated to functional categories and the artefacts and 
their respective quantities in each category by Period are set out in Tables 14 - 25. 

The lithic assemblage by simple name and period is presented in Table 24, Table 1 1  "resents the 
pnasea assemolRge (75 flints) by Period with the date range noted where discernible, The flint quality 
encountered was variable, suggesting most if not all the raw material derived locally from redeposited 
river gravels, The colour ranged from pale grey to dark grey and light brown. Several pieces, ten in 
Period I, were patinated and significantly these tended to display MesaHthic manufacturing 
tcchniques, 

Table 11 Utllie assemblage by Period and typological date range 

' Period i Date Range TF�;;";'�'��d Qu';:';tjti�� , , , "
" ) [ 3  " '" " ' l M���i;ii;jc;';r1y N�;iilliic " "  

' '''' ' ' Tbfad�iij;fliikcs '(4); �iti�iioois (4'); ' · ' 
[ 3  
[3  
, 7  
' 7  ! q  . .  
[ 9  
1 9  rl0 
: 10 
t io" 
ijj" ...... " 13 
[,,1,3, 

" " ' , '" '" '" " "  " " ' , ' L IIli�ro'-!�l\ti�late (lL " " "  " " ' , " '
" " " " " , ""L !,ate 

"
N eolit�icJearly Broll�"i\ge ,',',', Ls�i�l a!"()�I!e.!!q (l); f)llke,< @ " LlJ!I,-!i�gll��!ic "" " " " :}la)(�s (I�L """ " ,, , 

'" ,L ,M�,�<:>litl1icJ �arly" r:<. ��Iitllic " " l bla,-!�, (I);,c:tI�llg..t�l,,( �) ;,tlllkC:" {IJ, ,... . ...... , 
... : .. 0'!�.,)\J�!.it.ll!clearIY.13ro",:e. A,/!,e ....... !.�,hisel ���,� (l); flak�.m,. 

Condition 

The followillg quantities of material were submitted to the Conservator for x-radiography and 
assessment: 

fable 12 Artefads submitted 10 the Conservator, by material 

Material type 
Iron registered artefacts 
Iron bulk artefacts (nails) 
Copper alloy registered artefacts 
Lead registered artefacts 
TOTAL 

Quantities 
18 
16 
23 
4 
6 1  

The condition of these finds was assessed by visual examination with the aid of a stereo microscope 
and by ,,-radiography, the latter carried out usillg a Faxiiron x-ray cabinet with Kodak Induslrex ex 
and DuPont NDT75 x-ray film (UCL X-RAY Nos EHOI60-4, EHO I69), Full details are given Oil the 
Assessment Sheets held at SI Mary's Archaeology Centre, 
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IrQn: 
Most of these items werc in fair to good condition, with just a small proportion showing signs of more 
extensive mineralisation, cracking and flaking. Several bore traces of carbonised wood among the soil 
and corrosion products covering them, but traces of possible mineral-preserved organic material were 
present on only one item (RP 97 T -clamp, Contexl 1274, wood). 

Copper AlIov: 
The 23 finds t'Cceived for assessment included 18 coins. Generally thesc items were in fair condition, 
with surface patinas at least partially visible on most. The coins generally bore wOrn surface deta il, 
although some were much clearer, with x-radiography proving very useful in revealing the extent of 
O�, HO "'5 U�'" ... 

Lead: 
These finds were in fair to poor condition, with cracking and crumbling apparent on three of the four 
items. Onc, a small stud, was found to bear moulded surface decoration (RP 46, Context 200). 
Although not examined by the Conservator, the remaining registcred finds were believed to be stable 
and in fair to good condition. 

Glas� : 
With the exception of onc sherd of medieval potash glass, the glass assemblage is chemically stable 
and is in a good state of preservation. 

Flint 
Overall the flint is in fair to good condition. The degree of post-depositional damage, including 
snapped flakes and abraded edges increased in the later Periods. The . I , - -

has a higher degree ofpatination and a number of the blades were snapped. 

Registered a"t! non-ceramic bulk artefact .• hw (undi(maf categpD' and period 
TaM" 1 J Pearl,.< Registered and lIoll-ceramic bulk arleftu:ts Simpk 1I11tn< /i.t 
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Table 14 Prehistoric 
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2.1.3 CERAMICS 

Factual data 

Quantification o[material 

Ellll£.!Y 
The pottery was recorded by fabric type and form; quamification was by sherd count The infQnnation 
was computerised to facilitate data manipulation, A total of 4668 sherds was recorded. This figure is 
broken down by fabric type in section U ,  

The material from the topsoil and other "nstratified pottery has not been quantified. A ,c.n tn nnl" 
sherds of intrinsic interest or new fabric or form types will be sufficient 

Building material 
The buil in 
weight. The assemblage makes up 2 18 frapnents, comprising lile, brick and daub/fired clay. 

p,.01'PH,ance 

Tabk 26 Quanlity of pottery fro". diflerentfeature types 

U::�I1���t,typ� , Ditches 
r·pi�' ................ . 
[ fi;;;rows 

··············· Sherd ����t; <y.'iQ±�, ! ·····1 ' 
2890 " 61 .9 1 ; ··· · · · ······ · · · 1 399 ) ······· ······ · 29,97 : 

r.,���tt fe"�l��� '

; 
1 13 ' 21: ',49,,29 i,:' ·············· · ····· 93 " ·· 

" ' " 7i 1 "' ''''' !:57' ! � " , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  " ... . . , .. . 

Table 26 shows the rclative quantities of pottery from the different Iypes of feature on site. Almost all 
Ihe pottery, 9 1 , 1  %, comes from pits and ditches, These cut features are usually regarded as the least 
susceptible to contamination, at least in their lowest fills. This will provide the site with a number of 
closely dated pottery groups, One context in particular (1274) will bc significant to both the dating of 
the site and its regional and national context (see volume I, section 2.1). 
Phasing and date range 
Period 9 has been subdivided into three phases as follows: 

• Phase I 
• Phase 2 
• Phase 3 
• Other 

2428 sherds 
121 sherds 
404 sherds 
694 sherds 
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The bulk of the building material dated to the Roman period occurs in period 9, with only slight 
re<idlullity and intrusion. The daublfircd elay also occurs in quantity in period 9 and is likely to date 
to this period. 

Range and variety 

Pottery 
Type Series 
The.!l'lLe series is listed below. New-=-es_ol"thllse.Jhol hove not been 
with an asterisk(*). 

};.:ARLY PREHI(;,'TORlC 

FE 

IRONAGH 

FL • 
FOG 

ROMAN 

R 
1>n. 
R02 
R03A 
R03B 
ROSA 
ROSB 
R06 
RO? 
RIO 
Rl l 
RllF 
Rl2A 
R I lB 
R13 
RI4 
R19 
KlZA 
R3 1 • 
R32 
R33 
R35 

POST-ROMAN 

A 
E02 
P 

NeolithiclBronze Age 

Early-middle Iron Age 
Late Iron Age 'Belgic' type 

Miscellaneous Roman 

Mica-gilded 
Fine white ware 
Gritty white ware 
Orange Bandy 
Fine orange 
Grcy ware 
Black sandy 
Buff gritty 
Oxford colour coat 
Oxford mortaria 
Nene Valley mortaria 
Nene Valley colour coat 
Shelly 
Red-brown harsh 
Amphora 
Hadham oxidised 
Coarse white ware 
Lead glazed 
Verulamium mortaria 
Grog tempered 

Early-mid Saxon 
Late medieval oxidised 
Post-medieval 

Miscellaneous unknown 

TOTAL 51 

51 

TOTAL 1 02 

77 
25 

TOTAL 4426 

34 
� t �  

4 
27 

473 
62 

2 
1321 

158 
12 
78 
37 
17 236 

1401 
7 

13 
3 

12 
I 
1 
8 

TOTAL 83 

71  
I 

1 1  

TOTAL J. 
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E[l"'�Y Prehistoric 
A total of 5 1  sherds of NeolithiclBrOlvc Age date were recovered. Fabrics arc grog and/or shelly 

. . -
en ou or Cen eac le out. u aces are red-brown or 

buff-brown in colour wilh reduced, dark grey or black cores and surface patches. Three rim sherds 
were found, one with incised decoration. A single body sherd of Beaker pottery was found, thin and 
well made and less abraded than the other early prehistoric sherds. All contexts with early prehistoriC 
pOUe')' were linoontaminaled by later pone,),. 

Jron Age 
A single new fabric type was identified; all the [ron Age types, however, have been grouped to ether 

ssmen . a 0 s er s was recovered from the site, 77 of which were 
assigned to lhe Pre-'Belgic' Iron Age tradition, and 25 of which were assigned to the late [ran Age 
'Belgic' trlldition. The term 'Be/gic' is used herc to define a potte,), tradition as defincd by Thompson 
(1991); it has no cultural connotations. 

The pre 'Belgic' pottery comprises 13 sherds that are residual in later Roman conlcxts; 3 1  sherds 
assigned to the early-middle Iron Age, and 32 sherds assigned to the middle-late Iron Age. There is 
no 10ubt some overlap between this laller b'fOUP and the 'Bel ic' 3ssembla e but the exten 

le nallve pOllery tradition continued in IIse alongside the 'Belgic' tradition of ceramics will be 
examined at the analysis stage. Only two rims were found, both simple everted rims, one in a mid-laIC 
Iron Age shelly fabric, the other in an early Iron Age flint tempered fabric. 

The late Iron Age 'Belgic' potte')' comprises mainly single undiagnostic sherds in abraded grog­
tempered fabrics. These fabrics range from fine to coarse, but with coarse grog predominating. Three 
contexts produced nothing but late Iron Age pottery, but even here the fabrics are limited to grog-
tempered and shell-tem red wares and the sher 

. . 
diagnostic of form, a small fragment of everted rim, probably a jar. 

Roman 
The Roman pOlte')' forms lhe bulk oflhe ceramic assemblage. comprising 441.n sherd •. Twenly five 
different forms could be distinguished from the rims (tables 30-3 1). More sherds will be allocated to a 
form, if only to 3 broad class, at the analysis stage; the totals given below should lherefore be regarded 
as a minimum. 

Table )O Number a/kitche,. vessel/orM' 

. . . . . . .  ' .' ,_.w.w.'.", ••. '. • . .  " .  ,'"'.w ...... �'.'.'. ; 
.... " '" """...... . . .. �. 

16 i ..... " ..... , .. ( 2�: 
1 1 ' 
" "7" '1 

······(1 
IO ! . . . . . .  � 

18 j 

iil ' 
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Table1] Number oflahlruweforms 

: . . !al>I�� .. r' f�r!!l' ....... . l p�ppy.�ea�.l>eal<;"r .. 
'J�ld��c.���r ,, , , 
, beaker �" , . ... ...... . . . . " " " , . . ...... . 
, bead rim dish i. pi�;��il,�¥�h . . . . . . . . · ww 

L��,I,\,,� riIl'oAi�� 
; reed rim dish l �31i��i� �o\Vi 
l r��t�Ils.u1a�,rtl1l l>°�I " .. L.p!��r L��l\on 
: lid 
'· caSior box 
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[ ;;n�����i��d i�;� '
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108 ; 
" "," ; .... ; 

A preliminary survey of the forms indicates a predominance of jars, 57, 19%, primarily used for 
cooking and 1\torar;e Other kitchen and storage vC6sels� such as amphorae and mortaJia, ulHlt: up 
8.75%, Tablewares make up 33 ,75%. There is a single unrecognised form, enough of which survives 
to draw up a full profile and determine its function at the analysis stage, 

The quantity of imports on tlle site is relatively low. With the exception oftbe samian vessels and the 
amphorae, no other continental imports were found, Tbe sources of most of the pottery are local Or 
regional. The preponderance of Verulamium, Oxford and Nene Valley wares fits into the pattern of 
Roman rural sites in the county, 

Past Roman 
A small quantity, 83 Sherds, of post-Roman poltery was found, comprising Saxon, medieval and post­
medieval pottery, Seventy one sherds are of Saxon date. Of these, three were found in ploughsoil, and 
""V "�" ' " ;" r';� � come,,"s. l lle re", were IOuno. Wlm reSIdual Roman poltery. Few furms 
could be distinguished; only three rims were found, and these are from crudely hand made, slightly 
everted jars, 

The one late medieval body sherd was found in a furrow, The post-medieval poltery was mainly found 
in furrows although four tiny fragments were found in period 9 ditches and are intrusive, A single rim 
sherd was found, from an internally glazed, lid-seated jar, 

Evidence of use 
Liltle evidence of us. was noted on the ooramic assemblage, with the exception of sooting, mainly on 
the bodies of jars, These were probably used for cooking. Few residues were recorded; those that 
survived were all off-white in· colour and found inside bases, Wear marks are present on the rims of 
lid-seated vessels, indicating long or constant use. Few ceramic lids were found; it is likely that other 
materials, such as wood, were used but do not survive. 
Context 1274, a ditch tenninal, contained a large assemblage of pottery, 140 1 sherds in total, dating 
to the late 2nd century. The vessels are unabraded and in substantially complete, iffragmentary, 
condition, Of these, Seven are stamped samian vessels, Fabric types R03A and R,03B are a major pan 
of this comext group, consisting of 436 sherds. One of the jars in fabrie type R03B is a copy ofa metal 
vessel, down to the rivets attaching the handle to the body, Such assemblages, usually pit groups, are 
kuuwJI from other Sites, among them Towecster (Lambrick 1980), Alcester (Cracknell and Mahoney 
1994) and Fel)mongers (prioo 1987), All are dated to the second half of the 2nd century; all contain 
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almost complete vessels, and all comprise a large proportion of samian vessels. The non-<;eramic 
characteristics of these groups are discossed in volume I, section 2.1. 

Building material 
Tile 
The Roman tile makes up 28.7% of the total assemblage. Three fabrics were defined: sand, sand and 
grog, and shell. All these fabric types are known from other sites in the county, e.g. Sandy (BeAS in 
prep.). Most of the tile comprises roofing materiaL The two fragments of box flue, in addition to the 
tegulae and imbrices, may indicate a substantial building in the vicinity even though no structural 
evidence for such a building was found On site. 

Tabk 31 Quantitie., of different tik forms 

, Tile 
r";i'� la , ....... zu. "  ...... 
; Imbrex f·Bo;'·'fl�'�.w·

w 
... 

L����.�.�i.�.��@�(I ........ " . .... .. .. . 
; Mcd!P-M rooftile � . . . . . . . . . .  " ,  ...... ........ . ... . .  ' . 
L:t'Q!M 
Bricklfloor tile 

....... ,-, ., ', ..... . ..... . , .............. .. , ." ., " , .. . ............ : ... l'ICI.()� f�!l:g!1l.�".t.�. 
; 22 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ............. -\- . .  . 
; 3 .,.,�,.,+ . "'"''''"''''"'M'�'··'·· .i ? ... .. 
: 4  ...... ,." " " ' "? ''' . . . . ..... .•... ... ,.' '.".''''''''''' 

77 · · · · · · ············1 · · · · · · · · · · · .. ,,··· 

······1 
. ...... � 

.... ..108, .• " "  . . . . . . . .. . . . .• • • 

The Roman "ssemblage ofbricklfloor tile makes up 67.9% of the total. The brick and floor tile have 
been grouped together because of the difficulty in detennining their function on fonn alone, Three 
fohric. ""',." . ." .. ." , ." oh�1I .... _L . . .L . 

. ,  . c· '0: . '-' . v'" "" 0 .. ' '�J ."",>C. DU'U 
pottery and building material were manufactured at Harrold, nortl. Beds. (Brown 1994 l. and this is a 
likely source for the Peartree Farm material. 

Tllhk 33 Quantil;", of brickljloo, tit • 
.. ...... ... ........... .. .... , Brick/floor tile 

i Rom.a;;:b"ricl: .... . . . . . . 

rfui;;;:ii� ;;iiidi;;:tificd .,. ." " " .'. 

rM�.;jk��{�.��k'······ · ··· · · · .. · .... · ... .. . . . :. 'rQTM ... . 

Daublfired clay 

.. ,."., ....... ... .. .. ; .. ............... "." ............ ·· .. · .. ·,·,·,·"c ; .l'i:�. oUr.1I8!11�!I�� ... . . . ...... ; 
; 15  

. ..•. . . . .  " '.'.'.'." .'-}'.w . •  " . •  , ... ··_'_'· .. "'''·,w,'.' ...... �w • •  '' •• " ... 
! �  ..... " . 
, 9  

.. ...... ... "' ......... � 
.. ... . ,.,., .. ,,,),,' , .. , ...... .......... ,,,.,'''''' , .. ,, ..... . 28 

The daub/fired clay numbered 82 fragments. Surfaces survive on 23 pieces; wattle impressions can be 
seen on 3 pieces, and 6 pieces have finger impressions, Thirteen fragments of possible hearth lining 
W�� recoverea HOm a smgle coutex! (73;)). 

Condition 

The pottery and tl.e building material is in good condition, coming primarily from cut features, and 
showing little Sign of abrasion. No further treatment is necessary. 
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2.1.4 HUMAN BONE 

Factual data 

Quantification. provenance and range ofmateriai 
Two inhumations were recovered, Both were from within contexts dating to the late Roman Period, 9.4. The first, Inhumation I (C950), was an infant burial, cut into or contained within what may have 
been the clay floor ofa small rectangular building (A3?), The second , Inhumation 2 (A84), an adult, 
was cut through pits and gullies in turn cutting part of a late Roman euclosure system (L9), The grave 
cut ofllle latter was notable for its anthropogenic shape, Neither inhumation was accompanied by 
surviving grave goods, nor were there anv indications of coffins, shrouds, or nther p""phcmalia. 
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2.1.5 ANIMAL BONE 

Factual data 

Ouantification and provenance 

Twenty four boxes orbone were recovered by hand excavation, Sixty two soil samples were found to 
contain small bone fragments or miero fauna, 

Table J4 Number 0/ conlexts conra;ning bOil. by period 

j PeriOd 
"

' " " " "rN�:,�f �,��i��,is 
r ii " " "" : 1 
fOOl" "" '" '_· " " " · 'r' 1 " ,  

...... 
' 

......................... ' .. ' ..... ............. : : 7 
" " ",i,? :9'" " " '

" ' , .... ! 197 
' 10 ' 10 :" ij ' .. ' .... ' i 's ........ 
� ,  , • • •••••••••••••••• , .. , . • • • • • • • •  -l- • • • • • • • • • • • • •  , • • • • • • • • • • •  _ • • •••••••• � : 14 " ww l l  
: 15 " ,J . . R 

Range and variety 

··············· · · · · · · · · · · 1 

Most oflhe fauna! remains at Peartree Farm date to the Roman period, Period 9, There are a few 
specimens from periods 7 and 10 but probably too few to repay analysis, Period 9 has been sub-divided 
into tbree phases, coming in the main from pits ditches and fills of features such as tanks (A36). Hand 
recovered bones Came from horse cattle pig Sheep/goat, dog, red deer and hare, The sieved samples 
produced evidence of rodents, amphibians and small birds, Preliminary examination suggests the 
predominance of cattle

. 

Condition 

A good number of Ihe bones can provide useful measurements, and information on age at death is 
available from cattle, pig and sheep/goa\. mandibles, 
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2. 1.6 MACROSCOPIC PLANT AND INVERTEBRATE REMAINS 

Factual data 

Quantification, provenance and range of material 

Quercus (oak) charcoal was recovered from some Noolithic and possible Ncolithic tree- throw features 
(Table 2), suggesting that these features could have been related to the clearance of oak woodland. The 
earliest evidence for cultivated plants, however is from am Iron Age pit, (Table 35), which contained a large 
quantilY of charred Triticum spe/fa (spell wheat) glumes, a somewhat smaller quantity of spelt grain and 
little else (SlUtIpJe 85, Contl:xt 1040). While such an assemblage is entirely piausible for an Iron Age 
context, its similarity to some of the Roman assemblages from the site (e.g. Sample 76) and the ahsence of 
charred crop remains from the other Iron Age features on the site, which does not seem to have been an Iron 
Age settlement, casts some doubts on Ihe chote of the material. 

Some of the Roman features on the site contained hi!!h con : of, I ,.",",,1 -. 

Samples 64, 76, 80 and RI,  from deposits in and related to AJ6, a tank-like fealure, all contain high 
quantities of spelt glumes, about a tenth the quantily of spelt grain and relatively few weed seeds. This 
suggests that the n�1terial represents de-husking debris from relatively clean spelt spikelets. The =nce 
of disarticulated embryos and the state of the groin in Sample RI suggests that the rem.in. colltd haY<' 
resulted from the rubbing and cleaning of malted gmin. Possibly tllCl'l) was a corn drier situated near tlus 
part of the site. 111e charred weed seeds include Bromus sp. (brome grass), Agrosfemma gllhago (corn­
cockle), Rumex sp. (dock) and Avena sp. (oats), all relatively large seeds which tend to stay with tlle grain 
during the early st'lges of crop cleaning. (It is assumed lhat oats is more likely to be a weed than a crop at 
this da1<;), The only useful assemblage of molluscs is from Sample 67, from tlle fC<ut of Ditch A16. The 
occurrence of Anisus leumvloma suggests it hcld stagnant water while the presence of Vallonia COSlala and 
V. exeenlrlea suggests dry, open conditions Oil Illc site. 

The late Roman I early Saxon flots arc very sparse in cereal remains. However, the occurrence of spelt wheat 
suggests that the contexts arc likely to be Roman unless the grain is residual. 

NO. of item. within samples by 
; Period 

Iron ��� T I · · " · ' 1 · · · · · · · · · · ·  . " " " -r ' Roman Late Roman i 

Early SlIlIon 
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i Total samples . ................... ,., " " " '  ... 
l .�pccies by Period 
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Tahll! 36 Charcoalfrom Peartru Farm 

?Neolithic Iron Age Roman Latc Roman / Early SaxoD 
No. flots 2 3 4 

No. hand-picked 2 

3 2 5 
/ Cvrylus Ip. aldcrihazel 

Quercus sp. oak 3 2 4 

et: Pomoideae hawthorn ete 3 4 

ef Prunus lp. sloe etc 1 
.................. ,," ' "  H ••••••••••••••• ............ . .. .... ,., .... . ..... " " ' , ,  .. . .................... , ' ' ' '  
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2.2 VILLAGE FARM 

2.2. 1 STRUCTURAL EVIDENCE 

Summary (fig.8) 
Excavations at Villagc Fann were initially targeted towards recording Ihe ring ditches visible on 
aerial photographs. These were probably of late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age date and appear to have 
remained features in the landscape at least in to the Iron Age. Iron Age settlement wus located just to 
the north oflh. rings and comprised pit. and post·built .llU�lU"�'; no buildings were identified. No 
Roman activity was recorded. Two possible sunken feature buildings and a pit group testify to Early 
Saxon setilement just to the east of the ring ditches. Middle Saxon evidence is lacking although the 
sequence is picked up once again during the Saxo·Norman period, a partly enclosed fannstcad with 
t' ·vu;" . . -c: ' '::. '''' sile lUllS IS now ,mown 10 ve part 01 a mllcn marc extensive 
settlement, see Appendix 2). The area continued to be used for setilemenl into the flfteenlh centuIy, a 
well, bread oven, and possible furnace having been discovered. 

Background to the excavation 

The excav'dtions at vm"ae Farm lav Mmp �OOm In fl,� ..... ' Do. • "" , .,.. n<>. 
approximately 2.5km to Ihe south of Bedford town centre wilhin the parish of Elstow. They were 
located on the same gravel ridge, at around 30m. aDD. The land was generally level, although it 
dropped away markedly beyond the limits of excavation inlo the small valley of the stream marking 
the southern limit of the ridge. Prior to development. the site h.rl h""", under .... ble cultivation and 
had been subject to intensive ploughing. 

Excavation at Village Farm was undertaken belween April and June 1994 with the watching brief 
continuing, intennitlcntiy, until October 1994. Excavation ran concurrently with work at Manor and 
Bunyan's Fanns, Ikm to the east. 

One of the major objectives of the project W'dS to record the ring ditches. Although clearly visible on 
aerial photographs their precise location on the ground was uncertain. Access for evaluation had been 
denied until compulsory purchase orders were served and initial plotting suggested lllllt tbe road 
corridor might pass just to the nortb and cause litlle or no daniage. A provisional project design had 
bcen drawn up so that evaluation could take place as soon as access could be arranged. A geophysical 
survey was carried out in December 1993 suggesting scattered anomalies were located across the area 
with one of the ring-<litches within the road corridor. An area approximately 30 x SOm. was then 
opened up continuing that both rings were threatened. Trial tIenches were located across Ihe 
remaining part of the route to assess the nature and extent of any further remains. Settlement and 
boundary features were located within both the open area and the inuuediately lllijarelll trial trenches. 

Immediately to the south within OS land parcels 5600 and 8500, evaluation and full excavation ahead 
of proposed gravel extraction indicated archaeological activity continning as far as 250m south of the 
Village Fann site (phillips and Shepherd 1994, and this volume appendix I )  

Method statement 

Excavation was carried out in accordance with Bedjordvh;re County Archaeology Services' 
Procedures Manual. Work was undertaken in predominantly dry conditions and the site was well 
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drained_ Topsoil was removed by a mechanical excavatoI� after which hand excavation commenced_ 
As a result of the prehistoric nature of the site a programme of dry-sieving was maintained, initially 
based on a 50% sample by volume, of all features, although resources later necessitated that this be 
reduced to 10%. 

Factual data 

The following represents a tabulated breakdown of the quantity �nd type of site stmctural records. 
The stnJctmal evidence i . - . 
PeriOd. 

Quantification of material 

Tabk J 7 Quantity of sile .,r,ucturai "cord, fii;;�'����yp�_· ·m�-m�-rN�';';b;;-�''''''wm''''''''----''--���''''''.w-�--------1 

1�;����I{g� .. --.. --.-__ --______ --_. __ • __ ._--_--_--_ . ·--_--__ -_____ .. -_·· .. I.}}O�ii�14-.��.�i��.-pi.iii����.ti.9� �����:J 
Ll'hoto$':�!'.!:\L_�_'_'_""_''''_'M ___ ! ,864 1?!!,,!'J.�!!,",sparencies w_ .",,,.J 
Tabl. J& Quanrity of ftlllU" typ'" 

!-hi��:-: . ...... ............ _ ... . . . . .. . 
. .. _, ... ......... ... ·.·.······ ···iji 'c ... . -.. -... -... -. -. ........ \l:j i Structural contexts 527 57 , 

I . . ... " . . . . . . . . . .  j 
oiil�;:; " . .  -, 1 \3 i - 12 I riotai ' .. · .. . w m . , 926 '; · ·  .. .. 1 

, ......... w_�� ... , •••.• .w .... _ ...... �_ ...... - • •  ·;· .. . ... '-'��� .......... _ • .w �  ..... J 

nle stmctural remains can be characterised as 'tnlllc�ted', having been subject to ploughing from �t 
least the later medieval period up to the present day. The vast majority of f�ture types that remained 
for investigation were either pits Or ditches or stnlCtural features (87% of the total), only 8 layer 
contexts were identified. The stmetural fcatures were almost exclusively post holes and whereas some 
of these could be seen to be part of post -built stnteture. (e.g. the Sa><o-Nonnan buildings) the I!ll\iotity 
remained isolated, spatially and stratigraphically, and constitute a large portion ofth. unphased 
material (unphased contexts amount to approximately 30% of the total excavated sample). 

Surprisingly on site occupied through so many pertods (even though settlement appears to have been 
. - . . , - . . o e  IS a secure s cturn 

chronology_ Activity within different periods appears to have shifted �ross the site through time, 
seldom occupying the same spaee_ Pottery spot dates have been relied on to a great extent in 
constructing the provisional phaSing, and this accounts for the large number of unphased features, 
many contained no datable material.. 

Evidence bv period 

Tobk 39 l'1f1lsiIrC Smn�l1' 

rpERiOD-� 
. ""'m''':cOil!TEXTS'' LANDSCAPE I DESCRIPTION ! 

, ......... .. , . .. " ........... , .... " ..... . . . . . . . . . ....... " ... .. J�,�, !"(� ........ j .. Q�Q.!lr. .... _ ... ... .. ..... .. + ........... �_ .. . m .' ............. , .. ' m  ... ___ - -----l 
ti���.I:�����:ili::��::y. .. ... . ::: , - - : i :4, 20, 27 .. ..... . . . . + Ri�i�tches a�d oo�� - -- !  
! �r()I1�� Age. _ _ ;_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ ' 
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PERIOD 1 
Tree Clearance 
A collection of irregularly shaped features, interpreted as tree throws, were recorded. None of these 
contained datable material or formed part of a straligraphic sequence. 

PERIOD 4 Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age (fig.9) 
Two ring ditches were located on the southern side of the site. Later ploughing had removed any 
mound material. 

Ring ditch (AS) 
This measured approximately 15m in diameter with a ditch 2m. wide and Im. deep. Within the fills a 
clear break could be seen between primary silting of more mincrogenic material and secondary filling 
of a more humic nature. the two phases were separated by a possible stabilisation horizon. This 
horizon coincided with a break in the cultural record: the primary fills were largely absent of finds 
olher than flint, lhe upper fins were associated with bone, lithics and ceramics of Iron Age date. 

Rillg ditcll (A5Gl 
This measured approximately 3Sm in diameter with a ditch 3m. wide and 1.2m. deep, much more 
substantial than (AS). The ditch fills may have been substantially disturbed as a result of animal 
burrows and root action, although a similar sequence of primary and secondary deposits could be 
identified, with again Iron Ab'" material coming from the upper fills (as with ring ditch (AS), tll" fills 
have been split between Periods 4 and 7 as a result of this). 

Ditch (A46) (fig. 10) 
Towards the eastern end of the site a single linear ditch, approximately SOm. in length, was recorded 
as being cut by the later medieval field/enclosure boundarie$. No other features were found in a 
similar strati graphic position or oriented to a similar alignment Most striking were lhe fills, noted on 
e"cavation as being "very different from surrounding features" in their leached-out quality. Although 
no datable material was recovered this last characteristic suggests a prehistoric date. 

PERIOD 7 Iron Age (fig. 9) 
The site of the ring ditches may have retained some ritual significance into the Iron Age; two 
isolated cremations may indicate this. The great mlljority of features, however, may indicate 
settlement with storage pits and four-post structures having been identified. 
Ring rlitcht':§ 
Bolh ditehes were open during the Iron Age and received contemporary cultural material into their 
upper fills. The fills of(AS) produced an assemblage of bone and pottery of Early or Middle Iron Age 
date with nine contexts producing flint and bone only. The same pattern is true of \be larger ring ditch 
(AS6), although extensive animal and root disturbance had taken place and, unlike ditch (AS), no 
!:!&lI! break in lhe deposits was visible. NevertJleless, a concentration of flint and Iron Age pottery was 
observed in the upper fills. Notable finds included a flint conve" end scraper, of late Neolithic or early 
Bronze Age date (RFI7) and presumably residual, and a Roman kiln bar. The bar, together with a 
small amount of Roman pottery suggests the ditch of the larger ring remaiIled open even into Period 
9. The root and animal disturbance suggests lhat the barrow mound may have become overgrown and 
further protected from denudation. If, as the ditch diameter suggests. it had been a large mound then it 
may have remained a feature in the landscape for some time, requiring substantial effort to level it 
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!1! alignment 
a ignmen 0 pI S an arge post 

holes was located, (A 1 9). This extended for at least 40m and may bave continued beyond the southern 
edge of Ille excavation, although the alignment clearly ended before the northern limit of the site. The 
alignment comprised thirty individual features. These were not laid out end to end but in rough 
pairings creating the overall impression of a double alignment. Few relationships were identified 
between the separate pits, and so the alignment's origin as a single or multi pbase feature remains 
obscure. 

ppears 0 run angen la y rom e e ge 0 nng ( 56), a single pit (A200) 
apparently cutting the upper fills, although the definition of the diteh was confusing at this point and 
the relationship remains uncertain. The spatial relationship is nevertheless significant and provides 
further indication that the ring ditehes, and by inference the mounds, might still have been visible at 
this lime. 

A definitive interpretation of the pit alignment is not possible at this stage: further analysis is needed 
on the fonn and spatial relationships of the features. At a very sim le level, it ma resent a line of 
storage pitS, eSe ranged along, or themselves fonning, a boundary. Parallels fur this exist at sites in 
Ille Upper Thames Valley, for example at Butlers Field, Lechlade (Miles and Palmer 1986) and 
another example has recently been published from Milton Keynes (Williams 1993), found in 
association with an Iron Age enclosure similar to (AS6). Alternatively, the alignment may have had 
some ritual Significance, and this might be indicated by its association with the still upstanding (A56). 
This interpretation might be supported by the location of cremation (A20) on the western edge of the 
alignment. A number nf the pits appear 10 have held timber uprights. this could equally support a 
boundary Or ritual inte retation. 

Cremations 
Three possible human cremations were identified, Ille first (A20) on the western edge of the pit 
alignment and a second (A 78) approximately lOm. to the north of ring-ditch (A5). Both of these were 
contained within small pits and pottery of Iron Age date was recovered from the backfill. The third 
cremation (C2512/3) (fig.lO) lay 105m to the east of the larger ring in an area otherwise devoid of 
Iron Age remains. Dated by pottery sherds the cremated bone was accompanied by the in-situ burnt 
skeleton of a dog and by three cow ribs, presumably ajoint afmea!. The first two cremations may 
imply continued use of the barrow site as a focus for sepulchral and ritual activity. The third more 
elaborate cremation may not be contemporary althougll its relative distance from the ring-ditches need 
not rule out association. 

Settlement 
Post-built structures and alignments 
Five 'four-post structures' were identified (e.g. A3); a group of three within the area of Period 1 1  
occupation are not wdl dated and may in fact relate to that later activity. The majority of posl-bttilt 
structures were sited to the west of the pit alignment. (A9) may represent two further four-posters or 
an eight-post structure (AS) is possibly incomplete and may mark the site of a six-post structure. In 
addition, at least two short linear post alignments were also recorded, (A25 and A94). These were 
located In Ihe e"<I Qf the pit aligrunent and were parallel, 2m apart, and n1igned enst to wcst. It i. 
possible that they fanned fence lines, but interpretation is hindered by their location adjacent to the 
eastern limit of excavation. 

Pit groups 
To the west of the main pit alignment, a complex of small pits and post holes have been grouped 
together as landscape group (L16). In addition there is a scatter ofIron Age features. (L24), extending 
across the site. Neither ofthese groups can be convincingly interpreted as parts of 
structures/alignments but they do appear to indicate settlement activity of Iron Age date. 

PERIOD 11 Saxon (fig.IO) 
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Settlement 
Sunken Feature Buildings and Pits 

, 
y e oml 0 sca ere PI s an ill lDgS concentrate to t le east 0 

the Iron Age features, Two, (A17) and (AI6), appear to be Sunken Feature Buildings (SFB'S), The 
first, (AI7) comprised a shallow (c,200mm,), rectangular scoop 3,8 x 2.Sm_, aligned east-west, with 
post holes, located centrally, in what were presumably the gable ends, The fills contained all 
assemblage of pottery and loom weights of early Saxon type, A burnt piece of timber was also located 
within these fills and was sampled for possible CI4 analysis, 

A slightly larger, but otberwise similar, cut (AI6), was situated just to the east, This had the same 
genera e acterlstlcs as e terminal posts were not as well defined. 

The other Saxon features were less diagnostic_ Pits (A64) and (A6S) were situated in the eastern side 
of the site, They were irregular, shallow features, containing small quantities of Saxon material. 
Feature (A33) was a large, lITegular steep sided pit, containing Saxon material and may perhaps be 
best interpreted as a quarry pit, as might (A96)_ 

PERIOD 1 2  Saxo-Norman (fig. 10) 
The main focus for activity during this period lay within the central part of the excavated area; a 
collection of post-built buildings with associated pits, possibly marking the site of a compoUlld and 
defined by a ditched bonndary to the west. A scatter of pits and post-holes, including a single 
structure, indicate activity to the west and east beyond the eompound_ 

JiQundaries 

only boundary securely dated to this period_ A curving discontinuous ditch nmning the width of the 
site, its form was complicated by two short lengths of gully, and linear spreads which together snggest 
a ditched trackway rather than a single boundary. If this boundary/trackway Can be considered the 
western limit of the S.xo-Nt)rman farmstead then the ea$tcm boundary may have been fos.ili •• d in !l 
similar curving ditch, part of the later medieval field system, This would explain the form of that 
ditch when all others within that system were rectilinear, 

Settlement 
Buildings 
(Landscape group 7) 
Four buildings were recognised_ Most substantial was an east-west aligned building 8 x 4m, (A28), 
with a possible entrance midway along its' east side, Building (A27) was similar in character. 

although smaller at 4 x 2m_ and may have been a snbsidiary structure to (A28), To the south 
Buildings (A29) and (A54) may have formed a similar pairing, Together the two sets of structnnes 
may represent a single farmstead, with buildings arranged around a central yard area, 

Further traces of structures, in the form of post alignments (A30) and (A 121). to the east of building 
(A28) may have been fence Iinesiboundaries or possibly the fragmentary remains of further buildings_ 

A singlc isolated structure (ASG) was located outside tu Ul� west uf the compound. Post-bullt and 
measuring 10 x Sm_ this was again poorly dated_ Unlikely on fOffil to earlier than the Saxon period it 
could nevertheless run into the twelfth/thirteenth century, contemporary with many of the features in 
this part of the site, 

PUs 
Within the compound, on its northern side and scattered around Buildings (A27) and (A28) were ten 
pits, all in the region of I m, in diameter_ No obvious function has yet been identified. A significantly 
larger pit (A36), may originally have been a quarry_ 

Scattered. isolated features dating to this period were located throughout the site, 
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PERIOD 13 Medieval (fig. IO) 
a er m leva aetlVlty concentrates to the east and west ofthe Saxo-Nonnan occupation. To the east 

regular strip-like enclosures were formed and within the south-cast corner evidence for industrial 
activity was recovered; this continued east as observed in the watching brief. To the west more 
irregular enclosures were laid out with settlement activity recorded along the northern edge of the site. 
The spot dates for this period cover the eleventh to fourteenth centuries, a limber-lined well (A I 0) 
having filled up by the fineenth century. 

Boundaries 
To the east two systems of enclosure can bepostulated, the strip fields (L9) and a possible earlier 
system (LS). The earlier system comprised discontinuous ditches fonning an isolated rectangular 
enclosure, this dated no earlier than the twelfth/thirteenth century. The few, and rather uncertain, 
stratigraphic relationships available suggest this system was replaced by the strip enclosures: these 
were organiSed along a major NE-SW axis with the ditch fills collecting into the tltirtcenthlfourteenth 
century. The curving easternmost element of this system appears rather incongruous compared with 
the die-waight aspect of the other ditches, and this may reflect an earlier boundary, possibly that to 
the Saxo-N Ol1nan famlstead corn ound. 

A\t.hough no material later than the fourteenth century was recovered from the (L9) ditches the 
enclosures appear to have continned in use into the eighteenth century, the boundaries clearly visible 
On the Estate Map of 1746 (CRO:XIl61I). This also raises the possibility that the enclosures are in fact 
quite late or long-lived, the pottery recovered being residual. 

A further group oflin.ar ditches, (L5), is situated at the western end of the site. These are far more 
irre 
possibility exists for an earlier iSOlated enclosure, although no relationships exist to confinn this and 
the dispositioll of ditches might merely reflect a more haphazard contemporary layout. A similar 
range of twelfth, thirteenth and fourteenth century dates was recovered, 

Settlement 
(Landscape group 4). 
Located within the SE Corner of the site were two hearths (A50), both similar bowl-shaped features, 
one associated with evidence for metalworking. The lining of hearth 2955 was sampled for 
archaeornagnetic dating and gave a date of 1 140-1230 AD (AIC-119). During the watching brief a 
further hearth (A22S) was located 20m to the east. The relationship of these features and the activities 
they represent to the boundaries of (L9) is uncertain, Two isolated pit were also recorded in the NE 
corner. 

(Landscape group 15) 
A second group offeatures indicating settlement were concentrated along the northern edge of the sitc 
in the area oflhe boundaries (L5). These comprised a number of pi Is and post holes and in particular 
a possible bread oven (AlOO) and a well (AIO). The oven was sampled for arcIlacomagnetic dating 
purposes and gave a date of AD 1060-1120 (AIC-lIS) derived from the lining. 

(L""dscapc grollp 12) 
A group of three pits (L12) indicate a third focus of activity within the area of Saxo-Norrnan 
settlement. The pits were rectangular, c.3m long with well defined edges and flat bases. All three 
contained material of medieval date- notably an 'A ve Maria' brooch, dating to the thirteenth to 
fourteenth centuries from (CI852). 

PERIOD 15 Unphased groups 
A large number of the features recorded at ViUage Fann were effectively isolated, possessing no 
stratigraphic or physical relationships and containing no datable material. In most cases these were 
without doubt archaeological in origin, largely pils and post holes, and indicative of activity and 
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indeed stmctures. It has however been difficult to integr .. te these features into the provisional phasing 
and they await integration during full analysis. 
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2.2.2 REGISTERED AND NON CERAMIC BULK ARTEFACTS 

Factual data 

Quantification (If material 

Registered finds, recorded on site nwnbered 76 artefacts, Of this material four pieces were of flint 
(these will be discussed along wilh the bulk flint in a separate secLion) and eighteen were ceramic� 
these also will be discussed separately. The non-eeramic bulk finds assemblage (excluding flint) 
comprised slag (7082 g), burnt stone (3284 g), non local stone (232 g). fourteen fragments ofplaster, 
one slone roofing tile and twenty· five iron nails. 

PrQvenance 

The re 'stered and non·ceramic bulk finds ran in 
period. Typologically datable artefacts are present in Ihe following quantities; 

Date 
Roman 
Saxon 
medieval 
post-medieval/modem 

Quantity 
I registered artefact 
2 registered arlefacts 
1 2  registered artefacts 
4 registered artefacts 

Registered find 48 was one of eleven lava fragmoms, nine from period 13,  one from period 12 and one 
unphased, to be recovered and the only example 10 relain a deeply grooved grinding surface 
identifying it as Roman. Lava querns, from the Mayen quarries in Germany or possibly also from the 
Auvergne region of FIance were imported throughout Roman period and again from the middle Saxon 
to the later middle ages, Without surviviug details of form, such as the grinding surface, il is 
impossible to date the lava fragments Iypologically. It however seems likely that Some fragments, at 
least, judging by their battered state, are residual. 

Easily identifiable residual elements, (discounting the flint) are presenl only in period 13 in the form 
ofRf 25 (Seax knife blade) and Rf 48 (lava quem fragmenl). The majority of registered finds derived 
from features attribuled to period 13 and the presence of residual pieces is not unusual considering the 
long sequence of occupation Or peripheral activity evidenl on Ihe site. 

Phasing and date range 
The non-ceramic artefacts recovered from hand-excavated fcalures and metal detected/surface finds 
are presented by period and associational group in table 40. 

Tobk 40 Regist.,..dji"ds (l!J<cIudingj/inl ""d «ramic). 
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The majority of registered finds derived from hand excavated features. Additionally, extensive use of 
the metal detector, both over the area of excavatiotl and the stripped topsoil accounted for a large 
proportion of metallic artefacts. Whilst this policy resulted in the rccO'Iery of a full range of metalwork 
it may have also resulted in some bias. 

Twenty-four different fonns of registered artefact (discounting the flint and ceramic material) were 
recovered. These have been allocated simple names and are presented below in Table 42. Functional 
categories have been assigned to them according to the Bedfordshire Artefact Typology. 

T4bIL 42 Regi<l.,ed artefacts by function. 
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T4hle 43 Industrial residuttS (.fmithillgJ 

7 

11 
12 
12 ........ .. �l.� .. 

15 

IS . .  .1\2.06 .... .......... . 

Table 44 ["du<trial residu .. (.",./ting) 

Condition 

The condition of the non ceramic finds varied according to the materiaL All the ironwork and one 
copper-alloy artefact (Rf. 29) was selected by the Non-Ceramic Finds Manager for examination by the 
Conservator. The condition of the metalwork was assessed by visual examination with the aid of a 

d the sin le cO -allo were selected to 
undergo investigative conservation to assist with identification, illustration or construction. 

The iron artefact' and the ferrolls slag were in fair to poor condition, partially covered in soil and 
brown, dark brown and some orange-brown corrosion products_ 1vfineral-prescrved wood and/or 

vegetable matter were present on six of the registered finds and two nails. 

Distortion, by corrosion waS less apparent in the remaining metalwork. The copper allay brooch (Rf. 
29) was in fairly poor condition and displayed light green, dark green and patchy purple-red 
discoloration. 
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2.2.3 FLINT 

Factual data 

Quantification 

A total assemblage offour {cgistered flint anefacts and c_225 bulk finds, comprising flint tools, cores 
and debita e was recovered from Village Farm, 

Provenance 

The majority of flint from Village Farm was {ecovered from excavated features, only tMee pieces or 
1.3 % derived from topsoil stripped from the excavated area (context no_ 10 16) or were allocated this 
number due to uncertainty of their origin_ The two ring ditches together yielded 97 pieces, or 42_3 5% 
of the total assemblage_ 

Phasing and date range 

Table 45 Quantification offlitrl by Landscope group andperiod ... . '�(�.'.�f.'.�'�.��.f,:,: 
2_62% : 

; laciallalluvial ['4 i�i� N-';;;:i T L1  !-ft�:.tge" : i:ijj�'Li6:i'i4: ' ' ' '''' '' ' '' ii;3 " ' ''''''''71: 17% : 
5 2_18% 

: 126 ; ii: s';;;;;� ' " L;;:i ' ---------------------- ' \0 ; 4 J6i; : 
i i2:'saxO:' - - ;- L6;i'i;Ti l;L23 " '"  - "" ' is \ 
: Norm"" nj-Medi�-;'�I -----T u, i3: ii:Lii;-Lii; ----------- -

; 122 j" 'i'4':"po';;t�M·�:t 'T'L'i'7' ................. "., ...... � ......... ,,""'_ ... . 
: modem 

20-: 
4 1 """" 

655% : 
.......... -.... � 8,73% 

1.77% : 

f1JnjiE���,: .-- '[ ii<i -------- - - " " -- : :  --------------- - - - - - - - -6 ' ----------- i62'�1 
l _ _ _ !.��_�l.,_, _ _ " _ ; _ _  -_ _  -_ •• -_ ::::::')��. l" ,_,_ :i�·!�, j 

Provisional assessment indicates that the recovered flint assemblage ranges in date from the 
eso t le to ear y Jon ge, ' 

flint quality suggestive ofMesolithic or earlicr Neolithic date and 184 pieces showed characteristics 
appropriate for the later Ncolithic tMough to the eady Iron Age. The remaining fourteen pieces were 
too fragmentary to be datable, 

The majority of worked flint from Village Farm is likely to bc residual. The material from the two 
ring ditches will be discussed separately because of the possibility of 'jn situ' flintwork 

Smaller lUng Ditch 
Approximately 50% of the smaller ring ditch in plan was revealed by the initial topsoil strip. It was 
sectioned at intervals in such a way that approximately 70-80% of the revealed exrent waS fully 
excavated, In addition 50% of the excavated ditch material was dry-sieved using a 50rnm mesh. The 
small assemblage recovered included thirteen pieces of struck flint_ None of the material derived from 
the primary fills, associated with the construction of the monument. Tcn pieces, date 10 the Mesolithic 
or earlier Ncolithic. The remainder, including a crude flake core are broadly datable to the later 
Ncolithic or later, 
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Larger Ring Ditch 
A smaller proportion, perhaps 30-40%, ofthe second ring ditch was revealed by the excavation. It 
was, however considera y arger t an t e ifS 0 In efmS 0 pro' 

. 

and the depth and width of the ditcll A Slightly smaller sample was excavated, compared with the 
smaller ring ditch, although a much greater volume of material was removed. As a consequence of the 
increased volume of spoil, the sieved sample was cut to approximately 20%. 

In common with the smaller ring-ditch. the contexts asoociated with the larger were allocated to two 
periods. The sterility of the earlier phased fills seen in the smaller ring ditch was mirrored in the 
larger, with only two undiagnostic pieces, deriving from period 4 fills. 

Three tools, and large quantity of debit age (c.81 pieces) were recovered from the upper fills of the 
larger ring ditch (tables 45-46). The dcbitage was, generally of a very simHar nature with hard 
hammer strock flakes and rough cores predominating and oome pieces clearly deriving from the same 
nodule. The manufacturing techniques seen on this material is suggestive of a late Neolithic or later 
date, although two blades and a son hammer struck flake may be Mesolithic or earlier Neolithic. The 
flint itself was uniformly dark grey and most pieces bore traces of fairly thick buff coloured cortex. 

The extreme scarcity of flint dcbitage or tools from the primary ring ditch fIlls would appear to 
suggest limited activity prior to and at the time of the ring-ditches' construction or a situation where 
domestic activity is divorced from the ritual element.. The large quantity of flint debitage recovered 
from the humic upper fills of the larger ring-ditch almost certainly relates to the secondary use of the 
monument, associated with the early Iron Age settlement. The extremely crude appearance of the bulk 
of this material makes it likely that it is closely contemporary with the Iron Age pottery found in 
association. 

Range and Variety 

A scan oftlle flint assemblage indicate. that the majority (198 p;=.� I RR%) comprise debitage or 
burnt pieces. Of the remaining material, nineteen pieces were cores and eight displayed secondary 
working in the form of partial or continuous retouch and are here classed as tools (table 46). 

Tabk 46 T 00/$ by 1J., •• odatioltai group Il1td period 

The qualiry of the flint encountered was variable, with some pieces being worked despite flaws and 
calcareous inclusions. The flint ranged in colour from pale grey to mid brownish grey and black. 
Cortex survived on 168 pieces (74.7%) this ranged in colour and thickness but generally was thinned 
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and abraded. The variable quality of the flint , and the abrasion present on the cortex strougly suggests 
that most, if not all of the raw material was obtained locally from river deposited gravels. 

Condition 

The condition of the flint assemblage was generally good, with few pieces other than those recovered 
from the topsoil showing signs of extensive post depositional damage. The material from the larger 
ring ditch was particularly notable for the sharpness of the flint edges, a good indicator of primary 
de osition. A ve small ro mtion or the assemblage showed signs of patination. Significantly, those 
that did are datable to the Mesolithic m earlier Neolithic. 
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2.2.4 CERAMICS 

Factual data 

Quantification of material 

� 
The Village Farm pottery assemblage was recorded by fabric type and form. Quantification was by 
sherd and vessel count. This was en on to compu er 0 . 
of 2404 sherds was recorded representing 1779 vessels. 

All quantitative stalements made in this assessment, are based on sherd count. 

Building Material and Miscellaneous Fired Clay 
A total of 157 fragments of nat rooftile, 224 fragments of daub or fired clay, 2 fragments of ridge tile 
and a single fragment of brick was recorded. In addition single intmsivc examples of kiln bar and clay 
pipe stem were recovered_ 

Provenance 

Table 47 QIl4nrity o/pollery, by .• hml,/rom varying/eatu,. Iypa 

[ ··;if!��'.iYP�-•• -•• -.· -::::::::::.:. -._-._ . ::: .
.
... ... :::[:. - -- --- - . . ............. ------------·"ffti'·j··:·:·:

--- --- ---- --:-:::::::::::: :-
-
----
_
.i.·li�J� � r- Structural -- ------ ........ · ·- --------- j' 

. . . . . . .... - .. - - : . :.:::::?2)1).
;:::'.;
: . - - ... . . . . . .. · ...... :iii:ii% 1 

r
·
i"�i�

·
�

··
dit�s;fillTo�

· ....... "" .. ", .... . .......... " ... ".".. .1 .......... .. ........ " . ,  ...• ············" .. '''' .... ·''
s:

·
95o/�

··
1 

[:g;i;ii§�J;;;�··: ·:··::::::::·:: ·:: · -----: · :
·:.::· .. . ::::'1;: : ::::: ::: ::: :::::·: .... - : : : ::::::::)�fF : : : ·: ·:: ::::::::: ·: : : :: ::'::::::::::::"H��) l:�spiii .. ::.::.:: :::·:::·::· :·_ • •  :: ....... . . .. _ _ _  I _ . ::::: .::::::: :· ·::·::·.: •• • •• •.. :.::.:::::1� .. F .: • •. :::.:::::.

::::: .. ::.::::: .• • : .. ::.::::::::::�:��o/;; .: 
L.���,��g,��"" .. , ...................... "'''''''' .. -... ...... 1 ... .. ,,,.,," ........................ .... ,,"" ........ .. . ..... " .... ...................... ""." .45� .. 1 
[�������?-t�1�����t·.:.::: : :::::::.t.::." .::: : : : : ·:. ·:::.::. :·:: :: : Jii::::::::::::::::: :: : : : :·:·.::::

·
:::.:::::: : : : :H�::l 

l Tr<:e·thr.<>�.!\2Ie. . "  .. " ... .. _ _ L........... . ....... """"." .. _ . 6 :-:::::::::::::.:· •• _ .".".... ... :7:5%· ·1 
L.�9��... . ........... "...... __ _ .... L" .. .... _ _ _ ... . . . . . " ...... . i1# L .... "...... _ _ _ " .. "........ j§ilJ.:�::J 

The distribution of otte reflects, the nature of the archaeology at Village Farm (table 47). Intact 
vcnical stratigraphy was almost entirely lacking and ditches were few in number an gener y 0 
small dimensions_ Pits and structural cuts predominate and correspondingly, 85.6% of the pottery 
derives from these features. Risk of contamination is lowest in cut features such as pits and ditches, 
particularly in their primary fills. Contamination is generally low at Village Farm, due mainly to 
limiled incidence of intcrcutting features. 

Levels of abrasion were recorded, however they cannot be seen as a reliable guide to the extent of 
residuality. The proportion of different fabrics and the ratio of sherds to vessels and sherd weight are 
of more help in defining residuality. 
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Building materials and miscellaneous fired dID' 

As with tile pottery, the other ceramic material derives predominantly from pits (46.1%). The fills of 
large pit or well 2724 (part of associational group 80) accounted for 70% of all brick and tile. A total 
of 1 12 fragments from 54 separate flat rooftil .. were recovered from this featuTe, 

Phasing alld date range 

Tabk 49 QUaNi/ieJJ of pottery, by sherd (within pha., .. 66 " herds from unpha.""l coTllexlS and 8 undiagnosric 
sherds have bun omilled) 

The pottery assemblage dates from the carly Iron Age to the post-medieval period. All phases, 
SIIbsequent to the Iron Age, display incidence of residuality and this rises gradually with cach 
successive phase. Intnlsion, in small numbers of sherds, occurs fairly consistently throughout the 
represented periods and is only absent in the Sal<on phase. Such small scale Intrusion can be 
explained by animal and root action. 

Twen -six sherds of ttery were recovered from lower fills of the ring-ditehes which have been 
attributed to period 4. All the recovered material is of Iron Age le an as SIIC IS mtruslve. e 
intrusion is explicable, in this instance by t1Ie extensive animal disturbance encountered in the area of 
the ring-ditches. 

Three landscape groups could not be attributed to a particular period. Feature fills and layers 
belonging to these groups yielded sixty-two sherds ofpottery of Iron Age, Saxon, Saxo-Normall and 
medieval date. 
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Building material and miscellaneous fired clay 

Tabl. 50 Quantification of building material andfired c/ay by period 
[ C;,:i��;.y " ' rPeriOd 7 : period'iiTperiod 12 : Period 13 , Unpha,ed . : TOTAi, , .  
[ ri��biri�;;d i S7 ig 'M' 7S ' 31 ' 4 1 Ti:!2 �" �:i�k' 

·
··
·
····

·
···t ....... :. . .... +...... 'r- " 'C " "j"" i R��i'iiie ' !" " ' ; : 156 : 4 ' J,,:,,1160 " " " ' :" � ...... : .... -........ " '" "'\" ......... {,,'" ...... �' _ . . .................... ; ........ " ,  . .  

�::¥��i�jf�$.;:::r::::::::: ........ :::::r:X'''' ·
·
:::::t· · · · · · · · · 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. ... ! ................... . . . .... .L.t.. . . . . . . . ................ , 

! Cl�U'ipe " i",L , , , . +  ............. :... : I 
: .. ::r.9::r.A.r, ......... L��. ., 19 .......... , 75 .............. 1.88 .. " . " " 45 : ,:, ,  })8� 
The distribution of building material through time shows a predominance of Iile in period 13. The 
large quantity of daub in period 1 2  results from Ihe concentration of this material in a single structure, 
interpreted as an oven superstructure, 

Range and variety 

Pottery Type Series 
Fabric types marked with one ast.erisk are known types, but new to the Bedfordshire Type Series; 
those marked with two asterisks are completely new types, 

8ARLY-MIDDLE 
IRONAGE 
F01A 

F01B 

F02 

F03 

F16 

F17 

F18 

F19 

F20 

F22 

F23 

F27 

F28 

F29 

F32 

F 

F 

F 

F 
F 

LATE IRON AGE 
F04 

FOM 
F06C 
Fa7 
FOS 

F09 

ROMAN 
ROI 

Coarse flint 
Fine flint 
Grog and flint 
Grog and Sand 
Coarse shellY 
Grog 
Shell and sand 
Sand and organic 
Calcareous inc1u..;;ions 
Grog and organic 
Grog, shell and sand 
Shell and grog 
Fine salld 
Coarse sand 

Sand and Flint 
Sand and white inclusions 
Sand and gold mica 
Coarse ,hell and sand 
Grog and calcareous inclusions 
Coarse sand and flint 

Grog and organic 
Fine grog 
Coarse grog 
Shelly 
Grog and shell 
Sand and grog 

Samian 

•• 
•• 
•• 
•• 
•• 

TOTAL 1245 

91 

23 

8 

45 

2 1 9  

46 

37 
3 

32 
4 
2 
2 

130 

1�7 

,3 

23 

1 10 
2 
S 
S 
5 

'[QTAL 45 
I 
3 
2 

31 
1 

7 

IQTAL 10 
I 
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ROG Greyware 3 
Rl l Oxford 1 
RI2 Nene Valley OOIOllf coat ] 
R13 Shelly 2 
R Mis.c. sandy 2 

SAXON TOTAL 149 
AOI Organic and mica 3 
A06 Sa"dy 4 
Al l Ma"ey type 4 
AI6 Coarse sand 50 

me san 
AI9 Quartz and orgo"k 8 
A23 Sand>;l:one 22 A25 Sand and calcareous 5 
A Coan::e sand and mica • •  4 
A Sand, calcarCQus and gold mica • I 
A Sand and gold mica • •  3 
A Organic .. 1 
A Red quartz .. 16 
A Sand and organic .. 2 
A Coarse quartz •• S 
A White mica and sandstone • •  1 

SAXO-NOIiMAN ,[OTAL 357 
Ba] SI Neat' type ware 355 
Cl2 Stamford ware 2 

lvfED-IEVA:L TOl'1! 572 
B07 Shelly 1 1 0  
COl Early tnedieval sandy 5 1  
C04 Sandy 2 1  
COS SaJldy reduced 40 
CIO Potterspury \07 
C l l  BrilUBoarstal 2 
C59a Sandy reduced 13 
C60 Herts grcyware 4 
EOt Late medieval reduced 133 
E02 Oracgc gritty 88 
P12 Cistercian ware 4 

Mi,o. medieval 8 

POST MEDIEVAL TQldf., 7 
P07 BrilUBoarstal 2 
P Creamwa.re 1 

UNDIAQ./:LQiiVC rOTAL 12 
Mise. sandy g 

Few vessels could be reconstructed to fun profile, The forms of 1 25 vessels, 7.02% of the total 
assemblage, could however be distinguished from distinctive rim or base sherds. The majority of 
pottery consists of nnrecognisablc body or base sherds. Some distinctive body sherds, such as those 
bearing stamped decoration, dating from the Saxon period, or glazed medieval sherds can be strongly 
linked with a particular vessel form, in this case, urns and jugs respectively. However, not all stamp 
decorated vessels were urns, or glazed vessels, jugs_ Consequently, these body sherds have been 
recorded as coming from unrecognised vessels. 
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Table 51 Ve.r."lfo""., by chron% gicalgrouping 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . "l" ,. 

: Jars!c""ki�ir��' . ; bowls 
ju�s ... . . . . . . . . ..... , . ...... . 

carinated fonn� 

• • • • • • • ••••• ,w, • •• ! 
. . . . . . . . . . ... ..... ..... ; 

} !  : cistern:; 
L�M))��rlkher ...... . . le 

. .  .:-
· · ·t 

. . .  ... ,.� .'.'. 
6 . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . .  

· · · · · ··· · · · ·'·'.w 
.. . . . . . ... . . .. '.'.'.'.',., .. , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ,.-. 

... . . . . . ... .  , ., .. " .. ,j . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... .... � .. . 

. .) . .  �' 

Norman 
19 
1 1  

..... " " . , ! 1 5  . 9)  
9 . . .... . .  ';-, ...... ,. ' 2 f 

. . . . . . . . . . . ....... �,.,� . . . . .. . . . .  1" 
. .. .. .I:T.· 

TOTAL 

86 ' . . . . . . . . . . .  � 21 ' . . . . . . . . . . .  1 

10 ' 3 !  i i  . . .  ' ....... ' ..• � 

........ :::::�:.L: . . 
49 : . . . . . . . . . . . . . • .  w.w.· ·� . .  

2 ······· .... · c .. ··· .. ·· · .. · · 
. . . . .  32 .. .... :·.· .• ·· ··· .. · 36 .• i ········ ····· .. · .· .. �2}j 

Table 52 Types of IJewration 

� ·jj�t�" ''' 'T Forms of decoration ···········i '" '·Toi·ai··of"d��'���ied··ve5��i"�'''1' ' ' ' ' ... ... ....... .. ,''''''' " .. , 0/. of venel assemblage 
....... . ···· ·· ···1 _ 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ; . 

ron � mg � �::on . �"i:���7���:'g��ve�' . \ ......... '.' .. ' .. .  ' .. 
.. L �t"'n,\''1 .............. . � Saxo- . linger indented 

! Norm. � ·M�d: ·· · · · ·t" iilcis�;;Cth�b�d"bO:��· 
.. ...... : a�gl'''; .pp lied �\fips ' .. 

Table 53 P�ltery Imports 

Iron Age 

6 '� · · · · · · ..... . . ' ........ w,'. · • • •••••••••• • ' •• '.'.' ........ ' •• 5% 
. .... 3""1" 1 %  

4 1 %  

The Iron Age pottery assemblage comprises 1290 sherds, representing, over half of the pottery 
recovered from Village Fann (53.66%). Early-middle Iron Age fabrics dominate, with only a small 
quantity of fabric types characteristic of the late Iron Age. The presence of carinated forms and porous 
or 'corky' fabrics might imply a late Bronze Age residual element in the assemblage, although this 
material may continue into the early Iron Age. 

The majority of Iron Age fabric types encountered at Village Fam, are known from other sites in the 
county. However, five new types, using combinations of [elOperS, have been identified. These are 
marked •• in tbe type series. 
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FOrly,niIlc early-middle IrOIl Age vessels with recognisable rim forms were identified, Three sherds 
derived from carinated vessels, either bowls or jars, and forty-six from jars, displaying a variety of 

, , 

Table 54 1,on Ag. ,,,,,,,.If"m .. , 

L�i;�d;;Eoi0�4,���j'0!: : ,',', """"", : : : : : :  ..... : I �, " " " ; 
i. . ,i���,��,.�.i��.I!1.�j�� . . . . . . ...... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  L} . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , , TOTAL ' 46 

The forms represented in the Iron Age sample are typical of the region, with upright rimmed jars 
being a common feature at sites such as Stagsden, north Beds, (BeAS in prep), and Puddlehill, south 
Rerl. ."rl 1 Q'l?\ I i... ' , , tn the Viii."" F.rm 
examples have been found at the Iron Age settlement site at Salford, mid Beds, (BCAS in prep), and 
Warren Villas, mid Beds, 

Decor3tion, in the rorm of scoring, and more commonly, finger indenting on tIle rim or in a single 
line below the rim, occurred on twenty-five vessels (table 52), The apparently random incised 
decoration or 'twig brushing' on the Iron Age vessels is as much as a functional device as it is 
decorative, and was probably designed to roughen lhe pot's surface to facilitate handling, 

All the [ron Age pottery from Village Farm is likely to have been made locally. 

Roman 
Te" .herd. of Roman pottery were found at Villase Farm, Thi. material amount. to I"". than 1% of 

the total assemblage and was evenly distributed throughout the phases as residual or intrusive 
elements, 

Two sherds from the residual Roman assemblage were of recognisable form: a greywJre bowl and 
samian platterlbowl (form Drag 18/3 1), Continental and national imports make up 30% of this group 
(table 53), 

Saxon 
Saxon pottery from all phases amounted to 149 sherds or 6,2% of lhe total assemblage. Included here, 
are sixteen sherds of sandy fabric which are probably of Saxon mauufacture, The uncertainty arising 
because to the similarity of Saxon and Iron Age fabric types. The Saxon assemblage contained six rim 
sherds, all of whieh probably derive from jars or urns 

Six Saxon vessels bear decoration executed in a variety of ways (table 52), The use of pro-formed 
stamps to decorate pottery only occurs in the Saxon assemblage, Three vessels are decorated in this 
way: two cany Impressions oftlve or seven amed 'stars', and a third displays a more most eIabornte 
scheme, with star and ring motifs, within triangular zones defined by grooves, The vessel falls into 
Myres' group of enclosed zone decoration, which may, be funher subdivided into his 'stamped chevron 
group',  The style is likely to have developed in Eastern England in the sixth century (Myres 1977), 

All the Saxon pottery from Village Farm is likely to have been made locally. 

Saxo-Nonnan The Saxo-Norman pottery makes up 14,85% of the assemblage, 357 sherds, 

Wheel-thrown shelly St Neots type pottery dominates this group, A number of sub-divisions have been 
defined on the variation of sorting and fineness of temper (Baker e/ al 1979, 165-167), These sub-
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groups al,o appear at Stratton (near Biggleswade) and analysis may determine if this variation is 
chronologically significant. 

Jars and bowls make up the bulk of the recognisable forms in this chronological group (table 5 1). 
Single examples of a jug and of a 'spouted pitcher' in St Neots type ware were also identified. Little 
decoration was noted on the S.xo Norman pottery: The handles of the spouted pitcher and the jug 
bore finger indentations across their upper surfaces and a bowl was finger indented along its 
carination. 

The bulk of the Saxo-Norman pottery, including the St Neots type was probably produced within the 
C<JUnty. i lle Stuau quamHy or :stamtora ware recoverea, reIlects Dorn 1(S high status and the distance 
from the kilns (�'ble 53). 

Medieval 
Pottery datablc 10 this period comprises �� I sherds or 24. 16% of the total assemblage. 

All the fabric types belonging to the medieval period are known from other sites in the CO\lllty. The 
assemblage spans the period from the 12th to the 15th centuries and includes two good groups of 15th 
century material, containing a wide variety of diagnostic fabric types. Decoration is limited to 
thumbing or slashing at the base angles of jugs, slashing or stabbing of jug handles and a single 
inslnnce of applied strips. 

The range of fomlS from a medieval site can in SOme cases prove to be an indicator of status. There is 
US\llllly a contrast between the limited number of forms found on a peasanl site, compared to the widc 
variety encountered on high StalliS manonal or monastic siles. The quantity of medieval pottery found 
at Village Farm however is not sufficient to do mOre than hint at the ... ,,,. "f th� ';t� 

National and regional imports account for Over 20% ofthe medieval assemblage (table 53). 

Post medieval to modern 
Three sherds date to this period, representing less than 1% of tile assemblage. The material is either 
intrusive or from topsoil. No forms or decoration was evident. 

Building materials 
71Ie 
Four fabric types can be distinguished, primarily by main inclusion. The incidence of the fabric types 
is given below. 

Table 55 Tile fabric types r F�bri� Type' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ········ T N� of · · ·  

, ........... . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . ......... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ;J����!!:t.� . .  

i Sa!ldy 
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·························· · i1P . .  

, Gault I 13 " " " ': 

(8;;(i ;riiii' c.;i��; i;-;a�s;ons · www 'r ii t. S.��.IIy. ·· .. .. ... . . . . . .......... ...
.. ... ......... ................. . ... . .......... '1

. 1.' 
.... ..... ... ..

, 

Peg holes survived on ten tile fragments. In all cases the holes were round or oval with the diameter 
larger on one surf.1ce (from where the hole was pierced). The tiles generally displayed smoothed upper 
surfaces and were rough and sandy underneath. 

Brick 
The single fragment of brick was made from a hard fired sandy fabric. It retained no diagnostic 
features. 
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Daub/Fired clay 
Five fabric types could be identified in the following quantities; 

Table 56 Fired clay fabric type., 

, Fabric type 
, 
L ��ndy 
l" �,��<l! ?r��!li�" , 
L.9.r9g1s�lld .. 
i Calc./flint [:Qiga;';coi�i�t -_-_-
i TOtAL 

, No of 
............ . . . . . . . . . . . .  1.J���,��t.� . .. . . . . . . . . . . . ; 

. 159 

, 7  - - -·- -·- -·-·- - - - '3 
············· · '··i 

Piecemeal deposilion of the daub and fired clay is suggested by the fragmentary nature and poor 
condition of most of tile material (table 56). Few pieces sbowed clear wattle impressions or surviving 

An ' ." .h' • •  h . I f.;'� . . , "� "h'ch • '1n 
fmgments, in a orauge sandy fabric, the larger fragments of which 

�
reU;incd s'moothed surfaces and 

bore finger impressions, curved surfaces aud thick cireular wattle impressions. This material, phased 
to period 12, probably derived from the domed superstrllcturc of an oven. 

Kiln bar A single fragment of a kiln bar was recovered from the upper fills of the larger ring ditch.  
TIle sand/organic fabric and the form arc consistent with Romano British mauufacture and the 
fragment has much in common with kiln bars from Eastcotts. It is likely that this piece is intrusive. 

Mould Fragment A single sherd of a hard fired sandy fabric from period 6 may be from a mould. The 
remaining surfaces however, retain no details. 

Clay pipe A smull frogment of stem was thc only find of this type to be recovered. 

Eyidence for use of the pottery 
Evidence for uSe in the Village Farm pottery assemblage is confined to surface sooting and internal 
residues. Ten vessels, comprising one Saxon and nine of medieval date, display external sooting, 
whilst internal sooting is limited to two vessels of a St Neots type. Internal residues were noted on four 
vessels: three are of Iron Age date and the fourth a 15th century cistern. The residues which adhered 
to base sherds of Iron Age dale took the form of a relatively thick carbonised layer. In contrast the 
residue in the medieval vessel is harder and off-white in coloof. The types of substances contained 
within these vessels may be revealed by residue analysis. 

External sooting of vessels may be seen as evidence of heating above a fire. The majority of the sooted 
sherds are of medieval date. This may either result from a higher degree of surface abrasion on the 
Iron Age and Saxon pottery, causing traces of sooling to be lost in the ground or during washing, or 
the possibility that these vessels were used to heat their contents not over a hearth, but by the use of 
heated stones. 

Condition 

Pottery 
The condition of the pottery from Village Farm was generally good, with I I  () sherds, 4.53% of the 
assemblage displaying various degrees of abmsion. This would appear to be most pronounced in the 
Iron Age pottery assemblage, this is explicable by the inferior firing of prehistoric pots compared to 
later ceramics. 
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Recognisable fonns account for 7.02% ofth. vessel assemblage, suggesting a high degree of 
fragmentation, prior to deposition. 
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Factual data 

Quantification 

A total of eighteen ceramic registered finds were recorded during the excavation. These comprised 
fragments from seventeen separate artefacts, of which, fifteen have been identified as loomweights 
and Iwo as spindlewhorlS. 

Provenance 

All the ceramic registered finds derive from sample excavated features (see table 57, below). It should 
be noted that Sunken Featnred Building I (B 17) was fully excavated whereas most pits and post­
holes, including those containing Ihe remaining ceramic registered finds were half Sectioned. 

Tabk 57 Ceramic registered/md, 

A provisional assessmenl of the registered ceramic assemblage indicates that it may be splil into two 
distinct groups; 

A small Iron Age grou!, (P7), ""nsisling offragments of two loomwcJghts and two spindJewhorls. 
An Anglo-Saxon group (PIl), comprising fragments offourteen loomweights . 

Range and Variety 
Fabrics 
Spindlewhorls 
Two fabrics arc discernible by visual examination. These compare with pottery fabrics F16, shelly and 
F26, fine sand. 
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Loomwcights 
Four fabrics can be discerned by visual examination, aided by a magnifying 

" ey 

F'ahric A 
Fine to medium quartz sand wilh occasional fine grog and coarse quartz. Pale orange surfaces with 
red-brown core. Hard fired. 

Fabric B 
Fine to medium quartz sand with occasional coarse quartz, medium grog, and larger stones, also some 
voids indicating the prcsence of vegetable matter. Surfaces are pale orange and Core is dark grey 10 
black Hard fired. 

Fabric C 
Fine to medIUm quartz sand with occasional larger stones and vegetable matlcr. Pale orange-red 
surfaces, usually with grey or blaek core. Hard Fired 

Fabric D 

Fine to medium sand with occasional larger stones, vegetable matler and snail shell. Reddish brown 
surfaces and pale grey core. Probably low fired from unprepared clay. 

Form. 
Spindlcwhorls 
The two spindlewhorls were recovered in fragmentary condition and their forms cannot be 
reconstnlcted with any certainly. 

Loomweights 
Three loomweight forms arc recognisable: 

Pyramidal 
Loomweights of this type are well known from the Roman period, but are also found on Iron Age sites 
(Wild 1970, 63). A single, near complete example was recovered in eighl fragments from pit 2916 . It 
was formed from fabric B, measured 150mm from base to apel<, 100mm at the base, 80mm across the 

curving edges, from adjacent pits/poslholes 1599 and 105 1 almost certainly represent a second 
pyramidal loomweighl, Or possibly a contemporary triangular form. 

Annular 
Parts oftwclve annular loomwcights were recovered. Of these six were complete enough for their 
external and intemal dimensions to be calculaled (see table 58). The best preserved example was 40-
50% complete and weighed 377g. All the ioomweights oflhis form were circular or sub circular in 
swion. Annular loomweight fonns are the earliest of three related types known in the Anglo-Saxon 
period (Dwming et al 1959, 24-5); as such they are unlikely to date any later than the seventh century. 

Tabu 58 Annular /oomweights, comparati ... diamet." 

t}��g��J�-�:�:!��:�:��:::::I:�!:����ip.������i;:::::T:�����n��:����:��: 
, 14 , 150mm ; 60mm !.," "',.," , •. . ... ........ ... , , , , , , , . , ,  ... . . . . .. ;-............. .... .... ...•... " ." " " ' ' ' ' ' ' ' . ' ' 'l', .  . ... . .. ... , ..  ," ' " ' ''' ; I ,  , 140mm , 80mm :" 'i"7" " " " " " " '-" - "- " -"" " " "'''''''r''15'O�''" '-" -" - "- " -'-" " '''''''r''70� ....................... " .," 

ij�::::::· ·: : : : ::::::::::::::::IH� ::::::::::::::::::::t�� : :: ::::::::::: 
rSquared' 
One example of this unusual form was recovered, made from fabric D. Although in six fragmenlS it is 
almost complete and its full dimensions can be reconstructed. It was approximately 120mm square 
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and weighed 534g, The suspension hole, which was pcsitioned off the contreline measured 
approximately 450mm itl diameter. The fonn shows some affinities with Dunning's intermediate 
form, in thal the internal diameter is considerably smaller than the annular types, The squared form, 
however, is wlusu'll and its association with 'convention.1' annular types makes it unlikely that it 
belongs to the later intennediate tradition, Instead it may represent a crudely Or hurriedly fashioned 
annular type or else it may have been made for a speCialised but otherwise unknown function, 

Condition 

The condition of the registered ceramic material is variable. None of the material was recovered 
complete and although in the main hard fired, many pieces suffered additional damage on recovery, 
due mainly to its bulkiness. All pieces with the exception of the near complete pyramidal form (RI. 
32), were slightly abraded. 
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Factual Data 

Quantification and provenance o{material 

Three possible human cremalions were idenlified, the first (A20) on tile western edge of the pit 
alignment and a second (A78) approximately !Om. to the nonh of ring-ditch (AS). Both of these were 
contained within small pits and pottery of Iron Age date was recovered from the backfill. The third 
cremation (C25l2/3) lay 105m to the cast of the larger fing in an area otherwise devoid ofIron Age 
remains. Dated by pottery sherds the cremated bone was accompanied by the in-situ bnrnt skeleton of 
a dog and by three cow ribs, presumably a joint of meal. 
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Factual data 

Quantification and provenance o[material 

Ten boxes of bone were recovered from hand excavation. Forty soil samples contained bone fragments 
or micro fauna. 

Table 59 Numher of contexts containing animal bone hy p£riod 

�::�;�I������'�:� " " " " .' ""rN��'�;':����'i�rt�" " '� 
, 1 ·' ·4· · · .. · · · ·· ··, I····· , .. ·······················i ' 4 

.. .. .. .. .. .. '·7 .... .. · 

?"" .. j .. ... ... ...... ... ... ... .. . . . . . . . . . "; (7 ............... 1 46 ] 
i ll ..... . .. . . . . . . . j 215 . .. : 
I 12 25 ·  .. · ........... , 
�........ . ................ , ........... .. ,"" ................... -:, i I}  . . . . . . . 54 . . . .. . ... . . . ... ... . . . . : 
i. 15 ... J .. 6 .. . w . . ,  

Range and variety 

Village Farm produced iutcresting animal bones from a variety of periods. A goat skull came from 
period 4 fills of the ring ditch (A56). Badger bOlles recovered from the same context may result from 
later burrowiUg. A large group of hones came from period 7 with domestic and wild species 
represented includillg horse, cattle, sheep/goat, pig, dog, hare, rabbit, guuse .ml bird. All almost 
complete dog skeleton accompanied a human cremation. 

The Saxon aud Saxo-Norman periods ( 1 1  and 12) produced reasonable qualltities of bone from 
settlement areas with . marked incrcase in the medieval period. The majority of the medieval material 
came from enclosure boulldaries (L5) and pit groups (L12) and (L15). 

The sieved samples contain rodent, mole and a great quautity of amphibian bones. 
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2.2.8 MACROSCOPIC PLANT AND INVERTEBRATE REMAINS 

Factual data 

Quantification. provenance and range of material 

Much Que"cus (oak) charcoal was recovered from a possible Nedithic tree-throw hole, (Sample 47), (Table 
61). In this instance, some oflbe charcoal was root material. Oak charcoal was also present in Ibe late 
Neolilhic I early Bronze Age ring ditches. The occurrence of the molluscs Pupilla mUSCQrum and Vallonla 
excenlrlca in the ring ditches suggests dry, Open conditions. The only crop remain is a single grain ofnaked 
Hordeum sp. (barley), (Table 60), a very plausible cereal for this period. Crop rcmains are also very sparse 
from the Iron Age pits witll the only identiflable cereal being a single grain offree..thrcshing Triticum sp. 
(wheat). Although a possible flnd for tile Iron Age, it is not Ibe most usual wheat for this period and given 
the medieval activity on the site, it is possible that it is intrusive. 

Crop remains were not recovered from Ibe Saxon fcatures on the site although they contained a range of 
charcoal iucluding Fraxlnus excelsior (ash). In contrast, the Saxo-Norman samples, from a couple of pits 
and a boundary ditch, yielded crop processing remains, mostly grain of Hordeum vulgare (six-row hulled 
barley) and frcc-tluesJring Triticum sp. (wheat) but Avena sp. (oats) is also present. The crop weeds from Ibis 
period include Vicia I Lathyrus Sp. (vetoh, tare etc.) and Galium aparine (goosegrass). There is much 
charcoal from some of these contexts, particularly Quercus sp. (oak). 

TI,. medieval charred assemblages follow the pattern shown by !be previous period. The richest samples are 
from two hearths, ASO and A228. The grain from Ibem includes a much higher proportion of oats, but free.. 
threshing wheat and six-row hulled barley remain important There arc also sparse seeds of other 
characteristically medieval crops including Secale cereale (rye) and Viciafaba (fleld bean). Vicia / Lalhyrus 
sp. are the most numerous weed seeds. Charred chalfremains were not olJseIved, and it might be thought 
lbat the assemblages represent cleaned grain lbat was being parched to harden it prior to hand milling. 
However, Sample 71 from Hcath A228 includes pellets of silica ash which contain numerous macroscopic 
awn fragments of wheat in !be form of welded phytolilbs. This suggests lbat much chaff had also been 
included in Ibe flre and lbat the predominance of grain was the result of selective charring. There is much 

I fl'01lL1be. 
. , hpo ... h< · ..... o<>I.-U •• . _.. • TrI. , -c' .�. ,. ..,. 

I 

�---------------------------­
I 

I 
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Table 60 ChaTr.d Steds and Chafff,om nUage Fwm 

o",W" " " ' " " 'mw'��'�,_,. '" ' "  " ' " '''''' " "'w,," w, ..... ,," ' "  " ' " " ,"" " w'mm'''�''' ''' '''' '"w,'''''''',_'_'_�mo''ww''' " '" " "  '" "', "" , .... ,�w""" '''' ' '' ', . ; i ' " " : " . . " , � ! No. of samples by PeriOd Late Neolithie / , Iron : Suo - , MedIeval i 
i , Early Bronze Age , Age : Norman : ; � " " " " " 'W��h'�w'nn'M"" " " "  '," ,"".w.w.w.��'n'n'n'n " '.' " ,w,w,'·'n,.w�',.,".��wn�," · '" " .',''''.''' ... ·'n'n'�h��M'''',',�,' ' ' ' ',.,','''),' .......... '.'.�wn'.=nMy'n�.,�," .• - " , ...,.'.nn'.w�1 

I No. of samples with l�lO itCItlS 
. 

' ! ' ! ! 1 1 1 1-100 2 I , J i 101-1000 2 J 
l"""""""" ' "  """""" "' " , , ' "  ' ' ' ''''''''''''''''''''''''''''' ' ' ' ' ' '  ' "'' """""""""""""" """'" '' ' '' ' """""i . . " " "" """""" " " , ,1 
� 1 
1.:,��!�':'P!:�mm,���" ,w,',,,,u,,,,w,,.,,,,,,","�,,,,,,�,,,,,,, ""'''''''''''''''�'_'��wJm"""""""�,�3��

,
, -" '"'W;,,,.,,,,,,�l � ; \ i Species by Period : I Iw ...... �' . .. ...... .. , ' " ' '  , ,',','"," �' ........... '" .'" .�. . . '"'''' , .. , , ... ,,' "'" .' . .  '.'.'.'� .' ................. ' •..• '. �' ..• . ' .. -;. , . . • .  , . ,  ., , ". , ........... � ...... " '. � .. ' ... ' •. , ... "" '1'" ,"',','" ., ... ,.j.w.w.� .. w.� •• �. • • . • • .  i·" , '"' ' " "  , " " "  .... . w.w .. w.'1 1 Triticum sp, frcc-threshing wheat + +++ ' 

+++ i : I 1 Secale cerea/e lYe + 1 
I Hordeum vuif!are six-mw hllne� ""rlcv ,-'-" i 
, i Hordeum Sp, naked barley 
, dveno sp. oats I I Vicia [aho field bean 

1 ef, Fisum / Vicia saliva pea / 
i cultivated vetell 
I 
t�r�l.� ,�����" ." . . .  ' .'. , ' ' "  ,. " " " ' " . ,. ,., . 
+ 1-10 items, ++ ! I -WO items, +++ 101-1000, ++++ 1000+ 

Tabk 6] CI.wcoalpom ViUag. Fwm 

+ 
++ +++ 

+ 

+ 1 
, , , 

++ ++++ ! 
. . . . .  " . , " "  "'" "", """'�;.w.w.w., .• ,._J..w .... .. . '. " .. '." " " " " !" "  "." '.'�'�'.w.w •• '�'.w • •  , •• J 
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2_3 RlJNVA.N'� VARM 

2.3.1 STRUCTURAL EVIDENCE 

Summary (lig.n) 
Excavations at Bunyan's Farm were limited to the area ofthe drainage nms to either side ofthe main 
road corridor. A single pit of late Bronze Age/early Iron Age date was recorded and parts of a 
droveway of landscape boundary, possibly of Iron Age date. 

Background to the excavation 

The excavations at Bunyan's Farm were located 2.5km to the south Of Bedford town centre at TL 0610 
4730 within the Parish of Elstow. Immediately to the west lay the excavations at Manor Farm, and 
approximately Ikm. to the east those at Village Farm. The site lay on a low ridge of the first gravel 
terrace, (at 27m OD). south of the River Great Ouse between and two small tributary streams, the 
first, the Elstow Brook being some 200m to the north, the second, an 111lllamed stream, 200m to the 
south. The land had been under arable cultivation for SOme time and had been subject to intensive 
ploughing. 

Excavation at Bunyan's Farm was undertaken during April aud early May 1 994 and proceeded in 
parallel with that at the adjacent Manor Farm. For practical purposes the two sites were considered a 
single project at this stage although for phasing purposes they have been separated. 

simpler system of rectilinear b0111ldaries, possibly representing field-ditches. Beycnd this, two ring 
ditches, one immediately sou!h of the enclosureS, the other 160m to the east were also clearly 
identified. 

Evaluation, comprising four trial trenches, took place in 1992 (Dawson 1993a), the results having 
been integrated into this report Geophysical survey was also undertaken to the east aud west to 
determine the limits of the site. These investigations, in taudem wi!h the crop-mark evidence, indicate 
!he presence of extensive aud comple" archaeological remains. Initial proposals for full excavation 
were replaced by a scheme designed to minimise ground disturbance involving the building of a 
protective embaukment over the site. Under this revised scheme archaeological excavations were 
limited to the line of the roadside drainage ditches. 

Method statement 

Although preservation of the major part of the site had been proposed, ground disturbance was still to 
take place along !he line of the roadside drainage ditches aud these were the focus for our 
investigation. Two parallel trenches were opened up, 50m. apart, both Srn. wide and 260m. and 270m. 
long (trench I (south) aud trench 2 (north) respectively) totalling O.26ha Trench 2 continued, without 
a break, into Manor Farm's trench 2. 
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Fieldwork was carried out in accordance with the 13edjord'hire County Archaeology Service's 
I • Procedures Manual, Work was undenaken in predominantly dry conditions, Topsoil was removed by 
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of material from within the topsoil. 50% of.ll fcatUfes (archaeological and non archaeological) were 

I 
investigated in trench I, alld 20% in trench 2, This reflects our increasing ability, as the excavation 
progressed, to differentiate hetween features of archaeological and non-archaeological origin. 
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Factual data 

Quantification of material 

Table 61 Quantity of" ile "rudural record .. 

Table 6J Quanlijicotio" of f.otu," types 
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The majority of features excavated at Buny.n's Farm (81 % by feature type) have been interpreted as 
• natural in origin. All plough tnmcated with no horizontal stratigraphy surviving, The sequence 
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Evidence by Period 

Tabl. 64 Summary of provisional phasing 
r PERIOD �"> •• 

'
" i CO·NTEXT : LANDSCAPE-r DESCRIPTIDN �--. 

, 
PerlCid i'-Natural glacial and j- ''�tL'y. 45 � ��:9:r�, ,-wL .. , , ' ww ' w w __ __ 

�!��all���;:;,n� A�iy + 32 j I6 1
.
· ·

I,  3 : Landscape boundaries anii"scati�;;d--'¥:�����'p�stmedjw�li�""""""" l" 6 , 3 ' I "ii'''' ''' ' ''' - - - ; -�iJ�t�n''''''' - - - - - -- - -- -
1 '���rh�Ii,�Ii�j;;d'i��tiiIes , :�L� 70 :" " ""jS ! 4, �,I:-:_� ""' "; ' ===_:�,�=:: _ m '' ' ''' ' :::m::J 

PERIOD 1 
Paleochannel 
(Landscape Group 6) 
Clearly marked as a dark linear stain on the aerial photographs, the channel was indicated on site by a 

change from the natural gravel to a yellowish·brown silty clay, It measured up to �Om, wide and ran 
north-west to sQulh""".t across the two trenches, It was not excavated, The major crop marks appear 
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to respect the site of the palaeochanncl, the ring ditches being positioned to either side and the major I 1I __________ �e�n�c�lo�s�u�re�t�o�t�h�e�w�e;s�I.�T�rn;·�s�sU�g�g�e;st�s�
it
�

m
�

a
�Y�S�

ti
�
ll

�
h
�
a
�
v

�
e

;
c
�
arn�·e�d�w�a=t=e�r,�cv�en�if�o=ru=�y s�eas=o=n=al=��,�i=n=to�a=t� ________________ __ 

� >Od" mo mu"," "go "-lilt possioly iUIO me Koman penoo. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

·1 
I 

I 

I 

Tret cleamnce 
A number of tree throw holes were identified. On other Ouse Valley sites, e.g. Pearlree Farm, 
eleomnce ean be provisionally dated by ceramics to the Neolithic. While oruy Iron Age material was 
recovered from trns group, and this might be residual, Ihe majority of fearures were undated and might 
represent an early clearance phase. 

PERIOD 6 Late Bronze-Age!Early Iron Age (fig.12) 
Settlement evidence 
(Landvcape Group 2) 
Two features wC£e identified that may indicate settlement oflate Bronze Age !Early Iron Age date. Pit 
(A3), containing a good group of datable material, was located al lhe western end of trench I, and 
contained fired clay, daub (some with wattle impressions) and Late Bronze AgelEarly Iron Age 
pottery. There did not appear 10 have been any in situ burning in the pit, although a scatter ofbumt 
material was found to the immedialC south-east of this pit, and undiagnostic fired clay fragments were 
found on the surface of ditch fill (222) to the west (see L1 above). 

PERIOD 7 Iron Age (early to middle) 
Boundaries 
(Landscape Groups 1. 3) 
Both trenches were located to the south of the main crop-mark enclosure and observations confirmed 
the position of elements recognised from aerial photographs. Two sections through a double 
ditchlboundary, possibly a narrow trackway running south from the main enclosure, were excavated 
(Ll). Two sherds of Early Iron Age pottery were found in the western ditch fill, (217), with fired clay 
in the eastern ditch fill (222). lOOm to the cast an undated dilch On a similar alignment, (AI9), but 
unassociated with crop-mark evidence, may also be part of this system. 

Identified within the main trenches and within the evaluation trenches were parts of the crop-mark 
"0". 'Y" O'" ILJ), 1"0 vi POSt aating me mam enClOSure. NO aanng evidence was recovered. 

One other feature (A9) of possible early Iron Age date was also identified, although the small amounts 
of material recovered and its uncertain form suggests the material may be residual. 

PERIOD 15 Unphased features (fig.13) 
The relative paucity of cultural material and the difficulties of feature recognition within narrow 
trenches has lead to a great deal of uncertainty when attempting to understand the origin of the 
majority of features observed. This is reflected in the large number of undiagnostic and unphased 
features, none of them associated with closely datable material, and all apparently irreglliar in form. 
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2.3.2 REGISTERED AND NON CERAMIC BULK ARTEFACTS 

Factual data 

Quantification o{material 

The non ceratnie assetnblage frotn BWlyan's Farm cotnprised seven pieces of worked flint, and one 
iwn nail. Qftlle flint, two pieces display secondary working, and are here classified as '(ools', three are debitage and two are burnt but otherwise unworked, 

Provenance 
Of the non ceramic " sctnblage, only the flint is typologically datable with any degree of certainty, 
Provisional identifications of the Bunyan's Farm flint suggest that one piece displayed characteristics 
oftn"nufaelure and flint quality suggestive ofMesolithic or eadier Neolithic date and five pieces 
showed characteristics appropriate for the later Neolithic through Bronze Age (table 65), 
The Bunyan's Fartn lithic assemblage is likely to be residual or intrnsive, Two flints were recovered 
frotn the (opsoil, and the retnainder frotn natural ground disturbance 'fills' (table 65), 
rable 65 Non ceramic mtllerial provenance and dating 

f context ' context , a���iaii��'�i'rp�riiid f de�ripti�;; Tdai� ' L.l1u.lII.b�r iJm .... . . . . c gr()up . , 100 i topsoil ' 26 14 i fii�i · ·  

· tT';t';N�olithicIBroii:;;ep;g;; ' 

:. ...... . l scraper 
, ! flake i , 

. .;. . . •. , . . . .  , " ' " ''' '' ' _ • .!. • . • • . • . • • . • • . •••••••• . •• . •• •••• "/" . .  • . •  , , " ' ' ' ' ' '' , . . . . .••.•.••.••.• • . •• . •••••• •• . ••• 
• l··t�j , ' · " " ·· j ·��s:�WI ·i! ,,,,,, , " ''''''' '''''' ''·�··�· •••• ,J.����:;jil, •••• i.,M,S�I\���IY}ie�li�� ... ", .. " •••• ] ! i08 ' rh�d'g�' 8 '  i 1 utilised , iate Ne�iiihl�iB';��'Age . 

: 208 
. . _.!. .. w.w .. �..... ••...••.. ••.. • . . .• . • . . . . . . . . .. . . . . ..... �. 

: hedge ; 8 
..... .\li",.. . . L . 

, tree bowl , 23 
· Ti fi;;k� T iate N;;oiiihicIBroID:;;p;g;; " 
",,,l. .t,,�,�!..�i,':lt , , ,,,,, ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ,,, _ _  , 

Ranr:e and variety 
Table 65 illustrates the range of non ceratnic material encountered. The restricted nature of the 
satnple and the apparent residuaIity of the flint makes any cotntnent of litnited value. However the 
correlation in date range to the later NeolithiciBronze Age with four of the five datable pieces tnight 
suggest an increase in activity in this broad period, 

The quality offlint recovered frotn Bunyao's Farm was good. It ranged in colour frotn brownish grey 
to black, One item, the Mesolithic or early Neolithic blade from context 132 was (significantly. as it is 
the earliest piece) patinated to a paler blotchy grey colour. Relatively thick and unworn cortex 
survived on three pieces, perhaps indicating a possible source from local subSOil gravels, 
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COnllition 
ne non cerallllc arte act, an HOn nal rom context , was su mIlled y t e Artefacts Manager to 

the conservatoT (A Tribe) for visual assessment and x-radiography. The nail was in poor condition, in 
two fragments, thickly covered in soil incorporating some small stones and the usual orange-brown 
and dark grey corrosion products. The x-radiograph showed that mineralisation was extensive. 

The flint from Bunyan's Farm was recovered in relatively complete and recognisable condition. All 
pieces, however had suffered some post-depositional damage in the form of edge damage and all had 
the burnished appearance typically seen on flint which has been exposed in Ihe ploughsOil. 
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2.3.3 CERAMICS 

Factual data 

Quantification of material 
� 
The Bunyan's Farm pottery assemblage was recorded by fabric type and fonn. Quantification was by 
sberd and vessel count. A total of 65 sherds was recorded, representing a minimum of 19 vessels. 

All quantitative statements and tables in this report are based on the sherd count. 

Building Material 
The building material was quantified by sherd count and weight. A total of871 fragments weighing 
12734g was recovered, comprising I fragment off\at roof tile, 3 fragments offired clay, and 867 
fragments of daub. 

Provenance 

!:m!m 
Table 66 below, shows the relative quantities of pottery recovered from (he varying feature classes 
encountered at Bunyan's Farm. The figures are expressed as a sherd count and as a percentage of tile 
total. 

The distribution ofpottery as illustrated by table I reflects the limited nature and extent of the 
archaeology at Bunyan's Farm. Intact horiwntal straligraphy was entirely lacking and cut features 
yielding ceramic material restricted to a single pit and ditch. These are features which are normally 
regarded as the least susceptible to contamination, particularly in their primary and lower fills. The 
absence at Bunvan's Farm "r i . �Hche< nr n,h, . •  . i.�. .. .. 1. ,< 

contamination. 

TaiJl. 67 Qutm1ificati." "I pottery, by .. herd, wIlhin phase 
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The pottery assemblage shows a wide dale range, from lbe late Bronze Age/early Iron Age to the post­
medieval periods, However, pottery recovered from cut features as opposed to natural deposits or 
disturbed layers is confined to a single phase, period 6. Rcsiduality or intrusion cannot be 
demonstrated in this period, 

Building Material 

Tabk 68 QUlInllfu:ation ofhuilding material by featu" type 

L c::�!!!���! rype 
. .  
" ' : : : :!jl� j  .',." .,.,. I1aut l ii[r;;� �i�iT .... T()TAi j 

U'it�" ,w , .. . . .. . . . .  " ' w'ww ,. 
. ...... . . .. 8�7 ;:.· ....... 

2 
..... ,... . . . 8§72 1: ; tiiiches ..... . 

ryo'p"'·'so"ii" . ,'i.,'.w.'� ·····.·,·.,·.,·.,·. ·.,·.,·. ·.,·.I,·.·.,j"·· . . .  ·"i ... ' . . . . . . . . . . . ,... .'.' . "j'""'"; 
; " ." .. "." w ....... . . ......... .. . , , ..................... i .  ........ : i !<?!M- ' ... w .. 1 ; �§7.i . .................... tL. 8.n..l 

Table 68 shows lbe quantities of building material recovered from different feature types on site. It 
should be noted that both the danb and the fired clay derived from single features. 

Tabk 69: Qurtnt/jication of building mourial by phase 

f::�!�rr7 ,:::::::::::i::'::'::': : i�Tj�{�: : ! :::,: ,::,:r.�i1�d i�'" 
i" Daub .......... , ....

.
.... 

, 
.. , "8"67··0[ '''ji ;;;j 'I ''' ''''' '' ····· ' 2; 

\ , .. ,.� ..... � .. �y. . . ........ ,.:.,' '" '" ,,, ..... ............... "I ". 
l"T()TM" ' ,,",, """" " ...... J�� .. L. ... "." .1.. ; 

The large quantity of daub from a single feature phased to period 6 and its recovery in large 
unabraded sherds is strongly suggestive of deposition as a single event, following the destruction or 
demolition of a structure, 

Range and variety 

Type Series 
The type series is listed below in chronological order. 

lATE BRONZE 
AGE/EARLY IRON 
AGE 

F26 

EARLY IRON AGE 
F28 
F29 
F30 
FI6 

MEDIEVAL 
EOl 

POST MEDIEVAL 
POI 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Carinated forms 

Sandy 

Fine sandy 
Coarse sandy 
Sand/calcareous inclusions 
Coarse shelly 

Late medieval reduced 

Glazed earthenware 

TOTAL 45 

43 
41 

I 

TOTAL 10 
2 
2 
2 
4 

TOTAL I 
I 

TOTAL 2 
2 

TOTAL 7 
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R06 orEOl? Grey ware 
Mise. fragment.s 

Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age 

5 
2 

Late Bronze Age/early Iron Age pottery from Buny.n's Fann comprises 45 sherds or 69.23% of the 
total assemblage and makes up the largest chronological grouping from the site. The material from pit 
(A3) from which all but one sherd was recovered, consisted of well made, burnished, fairly thin­
walled sherds. Pottery of corresponding type was first recognised at Sulfon! Quarry (BeAS in prep) 
where it was often found in sharply carinated fonus. At lca,t four vessels dating to this period were 
identified. One vessel form was recognisable as an upright rimmed jar. The three vessels from (AJ) all 
bore d�coration in the fonn of grooves, and in one case grooves and notches. 

E&rly Iron Age 

Pottery of this date amounts to 10 sherds, 15.38% of the total assemblage. All the fabric types 
represented are known from other sites in the county including Village Farm and all are likely to have 
been produced 10caHy. No fonns could be identified and no sherds bore any decoration. 

Medieval 
" si�gle sneru Ot laTe memeva. reOuced pottery was recovered from Bunyan's Fanu. A further five 
sherds of miscellaneous grey ware sherds probably date to this period. This material represents 9.23% 
ofthe total assemblage. Three rim sherds were recovered and all arc consistent with jar or cooking 
vessel fOrms. 

Post-medieval 
Two sherds of externally glazed post-medieval pottery of unknown form were recovered, representing 
3 .07% of the total assemblage. 

Evidence of use throughout the phases 
No physical evidence for use of the pottery was recorded. The lack of evidence probably results from 
the limited size of the sample and also the possibility that the finely decorated material from 
assOClabonal group 3, which makes up the bulk of the in situ pottery, may never have beell used ill a 
way that would leave any such evidence. 

Building Materials alld Miscellaneous Fired Clay 
Roof tile 
A single small fragment of flat roof tile was recovered. The sandy fabric and the thickness are 
consistent with late medieval or post-medieval date. 

Daub 
All 867 fragments of daub recovered from BUrly-dn's Farm derive nom associational group 3. This 
material included large fragments, many preserving smoothed swfaces and clear impressions of 

,tt'p< Al.", .h th NfiA'", ,, . ';h";, ;, . . -" , .  . �. , u,� 
unabraded condition of the daub suggests that it is contemporary with the associated late Bronze 
Age/eady Iron Age pottery. 

The wattle impressions which survived on 225 fragraents vary in diameter from 5-16mm. Five 
fragments also bear a much larger concave impressions, probably from posts. The majority of 
fragraents have at least one surface remaining and one piece which fonued a right angle must have 
come from a corner. Two fragments preserved squared timber impressions and a single piece had an 
angular 'notch'. It is possible that these marks may have been made when the daub was smoothed 
over, whilst wet, perhaps by a wood�n stave. 

It has been noted above that the large quantity of daub recovered from the single pit is suggestive of a 
demolition or destruction deposit. The hard, fired appearance of the daub makes it likely that the 
structure whiCh this deposit represents, was destroyed by'fire. This is limher indicated by the sooting 
present around some of the wattle impressions. 
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J-ired Clay 
I • Three small and abraded fragments of miscellaneous fired clay were recovered. Two fragments were r--.'------w.v. ".-, I!i 6"=v",ff",,>t,, .. ml-u . .  rr"Ibri':c.-at\J allud,lll\i vuc�"-,, ""cm ",.nm" yyr:, ,fubdUUri'CC: .. -Ni "u=U""CQf"rtlrt Imiss rrmIaar.He:rnilial11 o, o(ollr'Ccaarrnyvlma Gllaii!gnnorusffiulcci I<ea�tuiiirrees.s,----------

I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

.. 
I 
I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

Condition 
Pottery 
The coudition oflhe pottery is fairly poor, with twenty-three sherds or 35.38% Or lhe total assemblage 
showing varying degrees or abrasiou, 

Recognisable forms account for 6,15% of the assemblage, suggesling a high degree of fragmentation 
as a whole. 
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Factual data 

Bunya.n'. Farm yielded only ungulate lootl. fragments and a small piece of burnt bone. No funher 
analysis is necessary. 
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Factual data 

A few fragments of charcoal, including cf_ Prun"" lp. (sloe etc.), and an unidentifiable cereal grdin were 
recovered from possible Neolilhic tree-throw pits erables 70 and 71). A few fragments of Cory!"" ""el/ana 
(hazel) nut shell fragments and a IIordeurn sp_ (barley) grain were recovered from a late Bronze Age / early 
Iron Age pit Such remains would be more usual from a settlement ofNeolitlrie date. 

TIle limited sample size renders it impossible to address any oftl!e original site specific project aims 
although the material does have potential when viewed alongside that from Olher bypass sites (this is 
addressed in section 3) 

Quantification and provenance of material 

Tabl, 70 ChaT"d S.<ds and Chaff from Bunyan's Farm 

fable 71 Charcl)alf,.om BuII.Y��9 Farm 

[�.pe of .�;;��� �·:::.:::�:�=�::·:I,,?��O�ith��.I.:.::���te !�;�;.;�} 1��;�;.� _ _ -�I�u�n����;�J 
! No. (Jots 2 3 2 

i No_ hand-picked 
, [ Total samples 3 4 
� ... , ... ·,�·,� ............... ,.,..,. ... ".,.,�y����,.,.,w, 'W'W'W�'=W��"""""""" " " � " " " "'M"WM'���'�'';''''''''''�'MW��'''' ''' " " " ,,,,,",,.,��W" ....... .,.,,,.,.,...,, .... ,�w ,,,. __ ' ..... ' ....... " ... ""��j 
: No. samples with charcoal 

2 

!" M," " ,  ... ,' .... ���.�,," ' w.,.�.,��,��,.�.,." " '," ,'�,�-��·��F"'··" ,'," ·',', ... ,w�_'"'"""!" �'."�· " '," , ... '"""��_�w.," " ',',w'�.������w.' '','.�,' .. ,'�w=--��.'1 lAlnu, / Corylus tp. alderlhazel 3 i Quercus sp. 
i ef Prunus Ip_ 

oak 2 

sloe ele . 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , ' " . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , . "  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  · · · , n  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , . . . . . . . . . .  ,. , ' " . 
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2.4 

2.4.1 STRUCTURAL EVIDENCE 

Summary (fig 11)  

A single pit of NeolithiclEarly Bronze Age date was recorded and parts of a field system dating to the 
Iron Age, were investigated, Only a very limited amount of Roman period remains were identified but 
evidence for Middle Saxon settlement, in the form oflarge pits, possibly associated with post-hole 
structures was recovered, 
Background to the excavation 

The excavations at Manor Farm were located 2.Skm to the south of Bedford town centre at TL 
06S04740 within the parish of El stow, Sited immediately east were the excavations at Bunyan's' 
Farm. The site lay on level ground (at 27m,0.d.) on a low ridge of the first gravel terrace, to the south 
of the River Great Ouse between two small tributary strearns. the first, the Elstow Brook being some 
lOOm to the north, the second, an unnamed stream. 200m to the SOUtll, The hInd had been under 
arable cultivation for some time and had been subject to intensive ploughing. 

Excavation at Manor Fann was undertaken duting Aptil alld early May 1994, Fieldwork proceeded in 
parallel with that at the adjacent Bunyan's Farm excav .. tions and for practical purposes the two were 
considered a single project although for during provisional phasing they have been separated, 

The Manor Farm tTench,,� passed actoss the southern edge of a seTies of five north west-south-cast 
oriented linear crop marks (HER 162S), probably part of a field system and including to the north 
smaller sub-circu1ar enclosures; which were interpreted on form as ofIron Age/Romano-British date. 

, u e en 0 
the east and west to determine the limits of the site (Dawson 1993), These investigations, in tandem 
with the crop-mark evidence, indicated the presence of extensive and complex archaeological remains. 
Initial proposals for full excavation were replaced by a scheme designed to minimise ground 
distnTbance involving the building of a protective embankment. Under this revised scheme 
archaeological excavations were to be limited to the line of the roadside dr.linage ditches. 

Method statement 

Although preservation of the major part of the site had been proposed, ground disturbance was still to 
take place along the line of the roadside drainage ditches and these werc the focus for investigation. 
Two parallel trenches Were opened up, SOm, apart., each Sol, wide and 450m, in length (trench 1 to 
the south and trench 2 to the north), totalling OASha, Trench 2 continued, without a break, into 
Bunyan's' Farm trench 2. 

Fieldwork was carried out by experienced excavators, in accordance with the Bedfordshire County 
Archaeology Se",ice's Procedures Manuor Work was undertaken in predominantly dry conditions, 
Topsoil was removed by mechanical excavator, after which hand excavation proceeded, Therc was no 
programmed collection of material from within the topsoiL All archaeological featmes weTe 
investigated, 
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Factual data 

Quantification of material 
Tabk 72 QuatUity of sile structural ,.co,ds 

Tabk 73 Quanrificatlon of featurc types 

I .J��t�;';;:!Yp�::,: . ............ .... ... ..... .... . . .  '.' . . ' . . . ; .·:. : ··· ·:·: i��;..��;'T .. ' . :·� j.��t� i }P\t�lles .. ���.J;Ulli�S. · · · · ····
i· ...... . 

·.· . .  · . .  ·.· . .  ·.·. · �2 J ..................... , ... �.�. l 
!+�y�!s . . ... ... . . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... . . .. ........... . L . .... } . . . ! 
I. . '''' . .. .. .. .. . . . . .

.
, ......... ................... J." .. ' . . . .. 1 1 . , 

i Structural contelds 1 13 39 i l'O' ,., ". ,., . ,w,'.w.w •• '. " '  •• '. ." .w.'�'.w.'.""'+' ...... .  � .' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..  ,. . �.w.w.w.w.'� . .  '... . . .  .•. ... ... � 

LJ:'I�t.u!'!1....... . .  63 ' . . . . ... . ... ... 22 i 
I Total ·'· · .. 29i i i �w......................... 'W,..,..·.w.w.w ... v.., .... ,·.-.Jw ,,.,.., ..... ,,.'-".u •. ' . 

....,w .•.•.•. 1: 

In contrast to Bunyan's Fann the excavated evidence at Manor Farm is dominated by features of 
archaeological origin rather than natural origin (only 22% by feat\l[� type), This is partly Que to the 
enhanced confidence with which the excavation team was able to identify natural features, after 
exhaustively sampling them at Bunyan's Farm, bnt it also reflects the very real increase in the density 
of human activity. 

The level of survival was similar to Bunyan's Farm. 

Tabk 74 SummlllJ' of provi.fiOlla/ phllSing 

.. ��� .. �.!i �i���: : · : . � : � : .: � ••• i • • " • .  j7 1 · · : �tU .. ... . .
. . .

. ··· . L§��ie;;;;;;'t .. . .  " _ . : : : : : : · ••• : • . . 1 
Period 14 Post medieval to ! 17 ! 6 ; 9 ; Cultivation J t���l�.Q�y���ii?�p.� ..... ..... :J: :jj .. �l�.:. :::�Q.j .A.: :�.:�: �� : :., . : •• :I.: .. : ...•..•.. :.� . . ::.: � : : ... ::,:: .. ::.:. ::: •. :.�.� �j 

PERIOD 1 Alluviation 
At the eastern end of trench 2 a sequence of alluvial deposition probably associated with the nearby 
Elstow Brook was noted. The earliest deposits were cut into by one of the ditches of the earliest 
boundary system (LI) (see below), a second phase of deposition then sealing that ditch. No dateable 
material was associated with these deposits 
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PERIOD 3/4 NeolithiclEarly Bronze Age (fig. 14) 
A single isolated pit (1007) was excavated and found to contain sherds ofa single carinated vessel and 
lilhics, probably of early prehiSloric da�, AI\ almost complete vessel of this type may indicate 
purposeful depOSition and overall the assemblage has similarities with that recovered from a pit (A50) 
al &\stcotts. 

PERIOD 7 Iron Age (fig.14) 
Boundaries and enclosures 
During this period the major crop-mark endosares appear to have been established and then to have 
been in continuous use throughout the Iron Age. There was no evidence for Iron Age settlement 
although this may have been situaled just to the north of the Elstow Brook (crop marks have been 
noted on the site of the John Bunyan school). 

An earlier system ofE-W ditches, at approximately 45° to the later fully developed system, may be 
represented by the undated landscape b'IOUP L A single observed relationship supports this 
chronology. The easterrunost ditch of this system, close to the modem course of the EIstow Brook, cut 
, I .  ,j . ,,' to .1,,,H " 1, t. -, -, -, ,- . 

The system ofN-S aI\d E-W ditches (L2), representing the fully developed enciOSlUe system, was 
sampled at a number of points; a small amount pottery was recovered, predominantly of Early to Late 
Iron Age dale, A number of undated ditches have been included On ground. ofaligrunent and form. 

PERIOD 9 Romano-British (fig.l4) 
Only a very small amount of Romano-Srilish material was recovered, most of this residual, only one 
feature, a small pit (A30), perhaps representing activily, The evidence indicates a low-level of activity 
during the Roman period, with any settlement located some distance away. 

PERIOD 11 Saxon (fig.14) 
The majority of Period 1 1  artefacts and fcatures were dated to the Middle Saxon period. This was 
primarily represented by three large pits. Within trench I, two pits were obviously contemporary: their 
shapes in plan and their depths are almost identical, and they contained a remarkably similar pottery 
assemblage, These two pits may have been dug as wells or originally perhaps as quarries, they had 
been excavated down to below the level the present water table. once silled to around a third of their 
depth, they had been backfilled with material containing predOminantly mid Saxon pottery (Maxcy 
ware). Other finds included fragments of Niedermendig lava quem, A similar pit in trench 2, (AI9), 
contained a smaller amount of pottery, but also descended to just below the water table, Nearby, a 
small pit (A26) has a similar date but no other obvious associations, 

PERIOD 13·14 Medieval to Modern 
Although no medieval features were discovered on sile, slight traces of ridge and furrow survived as 
bumps in the fann track to the south of the excavated trenches. These were much more pronounced in 
Bumpy Lane (sic), which defined the eastern limit of Ihc site and in the field beyond that to the east, 

PERIOD IS Unphased groups; (Period 3/4, 7 or (1) 
In the absence of spatial and stratigraphic relationships many undated or poorly dated features, while 
undoubtedJy being of archaeological origin, cannot be incorporated into the above phasing scheme. 
These have been placed in a single landscape group and probably date to either of the three main 
periods of activity, Consisting largely of isolated pits and POSt holes, some groupings may be of morc 
significance. 

Bedford Southern Bypass: Post Excavation A.�sessmenl Report: Volume 2 Page 83 



I 
I 
I 
I 
'1 
I 
I 

rT 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Pqssible structurc� 
Mid way along trench 2, the largest area of post hOles (twenty four), if not the most coherent, has been 
interpreted as a possible structure (AI2). One of the post-holes contained a single sherd that could 
date to either the Iron -Age or Saxon periods 

To the sOUlh in trench 1, the possible right-angled arrangement (AI4) may be the nortllem Corner of a 
square or rectangular building. 

In the eastern part of trench I the corner of a square or rectangular ditched feature was located, (AI6). 
This may be the south-eastem corner of a more extensive ditch system. However, the ditch was cut by 
a post hole on its inner side, and a stake hole was recorded in the corner. Although incomplete (AI6) 
resembles stmc!ures at Bumpy Lane and Easteotts. 
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2.4.2 REGISTERED AND NON CERAMIC BULK ARTEFACTS 

Factual data 

Quantification 

A total of eleven registered artefacts were recovered from Manor Farm. Non ceramic bulk finds 
comprised fourteen fragments of slag weighing 417 g, two fragments of burnt stone and seventy-three 
strock or burnt flint pieces (a further seven were registered finds). 

Provenance 

Of the non ceramic assemblage only the flint is typologically datable with any certainty. This material 
will be discussed separately in the subsequent section. 

The remaining registered and non ceramic bulk finds are presented below with details of provenance 
and phasing, The phasing has been allocated according to strati graphical sequence and by association 
with other datable finds. 

Table 75 Register.dfindr, pr.ven""ce ""d phltS/ng 

r'R�gi's'icred"fi�d'�'''''i''A'����'i�ti�'��'i'- ! 'p�'ri�d-" rcoiitclt" " '-" !"-deStripti��" "
" " ' " ' ' ' ' ' ' . . . . .  ! 

L�L�!l . . . . . ..... . . .. ...... .  .J.g��.�P. � < 9Pe . I ; . 6  . . . . . .. . . . . . ..... ... . . ..... ...... :.11 
. . . . . .. ·······

'
·
" !'ii· ' . i filI�fpii lTr�� �ifiPl1Jja4�ii:8:��\: ! 

7 i l l ,  1 1  i fill of pIt , M.yen lava quem : ,. ...... ................... . . .  I .. , .L····, ······
·
··f· ····················· ·

· 
.. LfraJlI1l��t . , .. ,, . . ... . i 

; 8 i l l , 1 1  i fill of pit i Mayen lava quem ! 
: .. 1 ! ... ... ... .....•• 

·
.
··
: •• , : , : , I,)}" .'::.'::' ::t:h::::: ': ::LMi�t:ji�i •• j i��;��,: •.. " "  .. , .. , ......... : ::: -1 

Associational pit groups 1 1  and 19, (period 1 J) account for all the registered finds and the majority of 
the non ceramic bulk finds (excluding flint), These features are interpreted as 'water holes' or quarries 
although reuse as robbish repositories also seems likely. 

lObi. 76 Non ceramic bulkfuuk 

rPeriOd ' TA��o�i;;'ti��al j Fe 8iag· · · · TB�-;:;;-j"Sj"���' rF�'o;;ji . . .. ' ·1 
L ....... . ... , ... .. .. . .  Lgr""p ................... ... _ .. 

: 7 , ... . . . . . . .. :..9 ..... .......... ..L2.�,!L ...... . . . . . " . . .  ,L, .  1 
[ .. ,1,1",,,,.,,,.. .L.�.I ..... .... .... .... .. , .. .. " '.,; .. �,�g, .. , .. ,." .. " .. .. , .. L9.Js ...... . .  - . .1.......... "

,

'

,�,] 
; I I LI? . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . L35}S . , . . : .. .. . . " .. 1 : J�. . . .  ' 38 . , '' '''' '' '' '' " '' '  : I .. ..i 

The fragmentary nature of the two imported Mayen lava quem fragments recovered from context 

1095 unfortunately meant that their fonns could not be recovered, They could equally be residual 
Roman, Or as the phasing suggests, of rnidllate Saxon date (Bucldey and Major 1981, 75). The sooting 
noted on one of the fragments and the generally poor condition is suggestive of reuse possibly as 
hearth stones, It is however impossible to state how long after manufacture this reuse took place. 
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Range and Variety 

l ne regislerea Hnas ana the non ceranuc bulk unas were, lor !he most part, hand collected from 
excavated features. In addition smaller fragments of slag were sorted from soil samples ( 1 1 .5% of the 
non ceramic bulk finds were retrieved in this way) . 

AI; previously noted, the non ceramic assemblage comes almost exclusively from pits fills ascribed to 
period 1 1  (see tables 75 and 76). The recovery of ferrous slag, an iron blade or strip fragment and 
quantities of charcoal is best interpreted as evidence of small scale industrial activity, probably 
<mitlting. Thc sparse quantities involved however means this material may well be rcctcposited and 
that any interpretation is tentative. 

Condition 

Two artefacts, Rf,6 from context 1095 and nail from context 1 1 10, both of iron, were submitted by the 
Artefacts Manager to the conservator (A Tribe) for x-radiography and visual assessment with the aid 
of a stereo microscope_ 

The two items, were in rair condition, thickly covered with soil incorporating a few small stones and 
the usual orange-brown and dark grey corrosion products, 

The potential of these finds in helping to achieve the research objectives was assessed to be nil. 
Therefore no finds were selected to undergo investigative conservation. 

�--------------------------­
I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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2.4.3 FLINT 

Factual data 

Quantification 

A total assemblage of eighty worked or burnt flint pieces, weighing 326.4g was recovered from Manor 
Farm. 

Provenance 

The majority of the flint from Manor Farm (98.5%) was recovered from featute fills, the remainder 
from topsoil. 
Worked or struck flint material may be considered residual when associated finds dale to a period 
beyond that when lithic technology had ceased to be in general use. Even where flint is the sole dating 
evidence recovered from a particular context there is a likelihood that it is residual if it shows signs of 
post-dcpositional damage and abrasiOIl. nlirty-two pieces (

4
0%) of the recovered assemblage were 

demonstrably residual, occurring with later ceramics or other datable artef.cts. The remaining 
material, all from associational group 23 is unlikely to be residual and will be discussed separately. 

Provisional dates and details of provenance arc set out in tables 77 and 78. 

Took 77 Flint rools by con/aJ 
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Range and Variety 

Tables 1 and 2 show the range of tools and debitage encountered, The residual material has little 
relevance in terms of a coherent group, but does serve to demonstrate flint working activity in the area 
from Ille Mesolithic through to the later Ncolithic and Bronze Age_ 

The quality of the flint was generally good, Tt ranged in colour from mid grey to dark reddish brown 
and black. Fonr pieces, (notably those dating to the Mesolithic or early Neolitltic, from possible tree 
bowl contexts) were patinatcd and of white or mottled grey appearance, Cortex, where it survives 
indicatcs that the majority ,at least of Ihe ninl was obtained from the local gravel deposits. 

The material from associalional group 23 is worthy of some further attention. It comprises forty-eight 
pieces, (see tables 77 and 78 ) of which thirty"sevcn were recovered on site and eleven sorted from soil 
samples. The recovery of unusually large quantities of flint, and morc significantly, of very small flint 
debitage, is a good indication that the material was deposited at or close to the time of manufachlre 
(the material from assodational pit group 50 from Ille Eastcotts site, provides an earlier Neolithic 
parallel). 

With two exceptions, whcre discolouration had resulted from eontacl with fire, the flint was of 
uniform dark grey colour and the quality good, Cortex survived on fourteen pieces, tltis was buff or 
off-white in colour and would suggest a limited number nodules being used. 

The flint recovered from this pit has much in commOn with the Eastcotts pit assemblages, with blades 
and soft hammer struck flakes predominating and the flint quality high, suggesting a Mesolitltic or 
earlier Neolitltic date. Additionally, a leaf shaped arrowhead, a form characteristic of the early 
Neolithic, and a fragment of a second were recovered. In contrast to the pits at Eastcotts, associated 
pottery was recovered, however further work will be needed to confirm its identity. 

Condition 

In general the Manor Farm flint assemblage Was in good condition with only a few pieces (principally 
those from topsoil or late feature fills) shOwing abrasion or post depositional damage. 
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2.4.4 CERAMICS 

Factual data 
Quantification 
Pottery 
The Manor Farm pOllery assemblage was recorded by fabric type and fonn, Quantification was by 
sherd and vessel count. A total of 174 sherds was recorded, representing a minimum of 94 vessels. 

All quantitative statemen�� and tables in this report arc b<lsed on the sherd count. 

Building ¥atcrial 
The building material was quantified by sberd count and weight. A total of fourteen sherds weigbing 
556g was recovered, comprising SCVen fragments of brick, one of roof tile and ten of daub or fued 
clay, 

Provenance 

Pottery 
Table I below, shows the relative quantities of pottery recovered from the varying feature classes 
encountered at Manor Fann, Tbe figures are expressed as a sherd count and as a percentage of the 
lotal. 

Table 79 Quantification of poa,ry by featlue type 

Lfonte�t typ� , 
; Pits 

Due largely to the lack of intact horizontal s[ratigraphy on site, the bulk ofthe ceramic material 
derives from cut features, primarily pits and ditches ( 93. 1  %). Tbese are features which are nonnally 
regarded <IS the least susceptible to contamination particularly in their primary and lower fills. The 
constant re-cutting and intercutting of boundary ditches and other features seen on Ul'ban sites and 
some rural sites is absent at Manor Farm' ,hi. f.rlnr fi..-ther ' . ... , '.L �, , .  

Phasing and date range 
A single landscape group made up of a number of disparate, poorly dated features, is unphased and 
allocated to a miscellaneous period 15, 

Tabk 110 Quantification ofpouery, hy .herd, within p',iod 
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: :'A�c . ,  . . . . ... . . . ..... . . .. .. .. . . .  , ... , '  . . .  . '  ......... . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' "  . . ................. ! ..................... .. ,
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Mid ��x.;� : :: ::" : " " "',,,, , , , 59 I 1 "" """" 1 ' 60 
Po:o:t Med.- ......... ........ .. ... . " " " , . , .  · · · · · · · · ,"j· ·C ····w, · " ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '  .................... , . " .3,' "  

. . . I.����9.l.. " . . . . . . . . . .  ; . . . . . . . . .. . . . ... . ... . . . . .  , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ' . , ' . . . . 1 .. . 

Mise. I .. . . . . ,i . . . ... ... ... . . . .. } L. " . ... � TOTAl, 63 : i L 75 § ! . . .  , . , " " "  , .... .3. ; , 11.4 . .  

The pottery assemblage shows a wide date-range, from the early prehistoric to the Post-medieval 
periods, Residualiry OCCurs to the greatest extent in period 1 1 ,  (Saxon) indicated by the presence of 
Roman material. 

Building Material 

Table 81 QWUllijicatio1l of building material by featu,. type 

: Vitohe, 
' TOTAL " '  . .  '.'. �'" " '. .. 

�"" 
. 

\ ' , .,  ....................... .1 .... . 

5 : .'.' . . .  � ... 7 ' • • •  '.·.w.'�'.'�'.'_w�'.' •• 

Table 81 shows the quantities of building material recovered from different feature types on site, The 
small quantities invOlved and the fragmentary condition suggest. piecemeal deposition and/or 
redeposition, 

Table 31 Quantijicarion 0/ buildi1lg mat.,iQ} by phase 

The distribution of building material through time (table 82) shows no easily discernible 
concentrations of materials, but does reflect the pottery assemblage in terms of incidence by per period 
(table 80), 

Range and variety 
Type Series 
The type series is listed below in chronological order_ New fabrics types not previously published have 
been marked with a double asterisk (00)

_ 

EARU 
PREHISIORJC 

EARLY-MIDDLE 

IRONA GE 
F07 
F28 
F01· 
FI8 
F29 

Corky, leached 

Shelly 
Fine sand 
Grog/sand 
Sand/shell 
Coarse sand 

TOTAL 29 

29 

TOTAL 48 

18 
13 

8 
6 
2 
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FI7 Grog 

F09 Sand/grog 
FOG A Fine grog 
F06B Medium grog 

ROMAN 
ROl Samian 
R05 Orange sandy 
R06 Greywarc 
R06C Fine greyware 
RI2B Ncne Valley Colour Coat 
R Mise. sandy 

EARLY SAXON 
A Quartz/while mica 
A Red quartz 
A Quart7/goid mica 
Al8 Fine quanz 
A06 Quartz 

MllJlJU; SAXON 
All  Maxey type 

POST MEDIEVAL 
POl Glazed earthenware 
P45 Willow pattern 
P43 Pearlware 

MISCELLANEOUS 
Sand/gold mica 
Sandy 

Early PrehistOric 

1 uJljL 

TOTAL 

TOTAl. 
• •  
• •  

• •  

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

I 

7 
4 
I 

15 
1 
3 
2 
5 
1 
3 

J. 
I 
I 
I 
I 

60 
60 

1. 
I 
I 

;, 
I 
1 

Some doubt exists Over the identification of twcnty-nine sherds of pottery, 16.66% ofthc total 
assemblage reeovered from isolated pit (l007). The fabric is predominantly shelly or with calcareous 
inclusions and is very leached and corky in appearance. Both the single recovemble form, a earinated 
bowl, and the fabric share similarities wilh earlier NeoIithic 'Grimston ware' _ Further work at the 
analysis stage may confirm this identification. The pit is provisionally phased to periods 3/4 
NeolithiclEarly Bronze Age. 

Iron Age 
Sixty sherds of Iron Age pottery, 34,48% of the total assemblage were recovered from Manor Farm. 
Forty-eight sherd!; are characteristic of early-middle Iron Ago date nnd the remaining twelve of the 
late Iron Age. In addition, two sherds listed in the type series as miscellaneous, could conceivably be 
ofIron Age or early Saxon date. 

All the fabric Iypes represented are known from other sites in the county and all arc likely to have 
been produced locally. 

Six Iron Age vessels witll recognisable rim forms could be identified (table 83). 
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Table 83 I,on Age form, 

\)i.�.�::��::�.?�i .. : .... ... ... . ·.N�.�.f.y��.�.�,�� . , .. LUPright ri!TIIl1edjar, . . ... . . . . ..2 
: r""tlIng\�artn�ucncd ri!TIIl1�djars ......... . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

i . .  c.or<:lo�e.d j!,!�. 00.l<7 Iron . .  Age) ... 
, TOTAL 

2 
2 . . . . . . . . . . .  "'" 

. . . . . . . . .. . .. L 
The forms tabulated above are typical of the region, with upright rinuned jars being a common feature 
at sites such as Puddlchill (Matthews and Warren 1992); Stagsden, north Beds. (BCAS in prep), and 
Village Farm approximately 500m to the west. Rectangularlflattened rimmed jars and carinated 
forms, similar to the Manor Farrn examples were also present at Village Farm and have been found at 
the Iron Age settlement site at Salford, mid Beds. (BCAS in prep). Later Iron Age 'Belgic' cordoned 
jar forms, have previously been rocognised in the county at Ursula Taylor School, Clapham (Dawson 
1988) and Norton Road, Stotfold (BCAS in prep.) (see also Simco. 1984, for a general survey). 

Decoration in the Iron Age assemblage was limited to two instances of finger indenting on the rim 
and a single instance of vertical combing. The combing or 'twig brushing' of lhe Iton Age vessels is 

•• mne!. 0 
. �.,,;c • •• H ;< . . .1. ' .... n , . ,. 

facilitate handling. 

Roman 
The Roman pottery makes up 8.62% of the <lssemblage, 15 sherds. 

The bulk of tlus material is residual (13 sherds), aud a single sherd is possibly intrusive in an Iron 
Age context. The pottery is fragmentary and the form of only one vessel, a gt'eyware 'dog-dish,' could 
be reconstructed. One sherd of Nene Valley Colour Coat bore traces of pa.inled decoration. 

mrr 
Saxon pottery makes up the largest chronological grouping from Manor Farm. Of sixty-five shords , 
37.35% of the total assemblogo doting 10 this period, five arc characteristic of early S."on date and 
sixty of middle Sa"on. 

Despite the small quantity of the early Saxon material reoovcrcd, the variety of fabric types 
represented is comparable to the Village Farm assemblage. Only onc vessel form, an everted rinuned 
jar, could be reconstructed and 'decoration' was limited to a single instance of random fingernail 
stabbing On the body, which probably performed the same roughening function as the combing, noted 
in the Iron Age assemblage. 

The pottery daled to the mid-Saxon period comprises entirely Maxey-type ware, an undecoratcd coarse 
shelly fabric. No vessels were recovered in complete condition, although nine vessel fonns and a 
possible lid could be recognised. Jars with simple rounded rims were most conunouly represented (5 
veSSelS), ClOsely tOllowed by distinctive 'swallow nest' jars (4 vessels). Maxey-type pottery, including 
swallow nest forms is known elsewhere from the county at Stratton DMV, near Biggleswade and 
Elstow Abbey, Bedford (Dawson and Fell ill prep.). 

Post-medieval and modem 
Three sherds of post-medieval pottery of I 8th-J 9th century date were recovered. 

Evidence of use oft"e pottery throughout the phases 
Physical evidence of use on the pottery was restricted to two instances of internal residucs. In both 
cases a tltick black 'tarry' residue was noted, adhering to large base sherds of mid Saxon Maxey-type. 
The types of substances contained within these vessels may be revealed by residue analysis. 

External sooling of vessels may be seen as evidence of heating above a fire. Saoling was nOled on one 
sherd, again orMaxey type. However, as the saoting continued over the breaks of the sherd it is likely 
to relate to post breakage burning. 
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Building Material Brick/floor tile 
Fragments of brick/floor tile were found in three contexts; five fragments of grog tempered fabric, 
almost certainly from the same brick arc probably of later Iron Age date. The remaining brick 
fragments were harder fired and more snbstantial. A fragment of red-brown, fine sandy brick 
resembles a Roman brick/tile fabric from Sandy (BCAS in prep); however, it was found together with 
pottery dating to the 18th and 19tb centuries and a post-medieval date cannot be ruled out. Th. 
remaining two brick fragments are of a sand and flint tempered fabric. 

Roof tile 
A single tfagment of Roman 'imhre:<' in a grog and shell fabric was recovered. It is the only fragment 
of the building material which is diagnostic of form. 
Daub/fired clay 
Ten fragments of daub or fired clay were recovered and three fabric types are recognisable; sandy, 
organic and sand/organic. It is likely that tbe fabric types were used contemporaneously and. and 
have, in themselves no chronological significance. 

Condition 

Pottery 
The condition oflhc pottel)' is generally good with only 25 sherds or 14.36% of the total assemblage, 
including the topsoil derived material showing varying degrees of abrasion. 

Recognisable fonno account for 20.2% of the assemblage, sugge5ling n high degree of fragmentation 
as a whOle. 
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2.4.5 ANIMAL BONE 

Factual data 

Quantification of material 

Manor Farm produced four boxes of bone, Six soil samples contained bone fragments or evidence of 
micro fauna. 
Tabk M COIlle:ds collt4i,,;ng ""Imal bone by period 

f�"om",",�� I @.'"Wm.�_�� 
" PeriOIl _ __. · · · ·" i , No, or��Ilt�J:t:s·_· ,·" , ,1 
i ··� l · -·--·-----·--·- .'-·-·.· ,·.,t,t ' _ _ _  ._···_- ._·_·._ " :,,,-! 
I " """", !l? _ "" ",,,,,,,,,,,,,, , ;14 i I , 
1" ,1?m . , -.•.• -.• :,:" '::,::[ � : : , :,:,:,: •.• : : ,::,::" ::,::J 
Summary 

The majority of bone came from the Saxon pilS of period 1 L The species present are horse, cattle, pig, 
sheep/goat, goose and chicken, Sieved samples have produced rodent, bird and amphibian bones_ 
Larger booes also retrievcd by sieving appear 10 have been through a dog, 

Condition 
Measuring and ageing data is available, 
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2.4.6 MACROSCOPIC PLANT AND INVERTEBRATE REMAINS 

Factual data 

A few fragments of charroal, but no seeds, were found in a cOllple of Iron Age and Roman pits (fables 85 
and 86), The Iron Age boundary ditch A42 (Sample 308) contains mllllefO\lS shells oflhe stagnant water 
snail Anisus leucostoma and also shells of two stagnant wale< species of Lymnaea, L. lruncatula and L. 
peregra, Two Saxon pits were only slightly more productive of charred remains, yielding a fn;c-th<es!ring 
grain of Triticum sp, (wheat) and a grain ofhuUed Hordeum sp, (barley) (fable 8)_ These samples also 
contain chru-eoal, mostly Quercus sp. (oak) and cf. Pomoideae (hawthorn etc,), 

Quanri(lcation of material 

Table &5 Chwftd Seeds and Chaff/rom Manor Farm 

r .. w."' ..... w ............................... ..... , ........ ..., ... , ... "'. '·""'.· ..... "'.' ... '.' ... '.'-y'�'_��M� ... .,.,"' .. W.'.w ... ' ... <V·'r·'"' ..... ·· ............ �.�'.�.w'.w'·.·.·.'.'.w ... '.' ... � !,I\I�:.�!.�����,��.b!.P.��.?d . . .. ,,,,"'"'''' '" " . , . . . .. �."' .. . .  
" '''' " "  "' " ,','_,',', , . . . . . S��,?� , .,,, . " - ,, , . . . y.np,�����, . _ l 1 1-10 items 3 !  i l l-lOO 1 ----------"""'" --------, ,-"""""""- ----------------- ------"-""""''''',,. - --- --------------- - - -- ------'"'' "" ______ _____________________ '" "' ' ' '''' '' ' ' ' ' ". _____________________ " . 

I Total samples 3 I 1 
'''' ____ ".,,'''' ..... _"'----"' ... " , . , '  "'-"',",,"',' .. -"'-�-"'''''''''''''-''' .... --�'''''''''''--''''''.''''',' ' ' ' ''',--""-,,---�-"""'''''''''''' " " " " , ,-,,,,,,,. ,-,,,,,,,,,,, ,,,,-,,,) 
l :� 
I Specie. by Period l ;.............�,.,.. ....... w,',,'''��y�.......,.....,·,.,.,.,.,.,.,.,.,'w,' ... ,,' ....... ,��y .w' ... ,w"",'."'.' .... '.y�W��W��y�� ... : .... w,w,'," .,"'"" .'.M�'�'.�w�w.' ..... .w' ..... w,w'>','.��'.�w.w�y.w�y��y�'.�:: 
I Trilicum sp. f«e.thrcshing wheat 

- + \ 
i I i Triticum sp. wheat + , l , i l!fordeum sp_ hulled badey 

: 
+ + I I Mable �c,��,����"'_""' .. ' '''-'''m''''���,_''' .. ' '  .... -''' _'' __ �jm''''' .... ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ':,'-" ____________ " ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '  .. , ... :., .. '' __ '''' ___ �"j 

+ 1,10 items 

Table 86 Charcoal/rom Ma"or Farm 

ti���:�!.S.�p" �,:':::�,:�:· .... . . . . .  __ . " "
" "

" ,,,,,

'

''''''--, , .. 't'-. _-.. I-... �--.• --�.-.J.-g�e,'�T:,:�--�?'-.. ,--.. �--�.--, .. �)-. .. . �::�;;����'.--,_--... --.,."C', __ --. .  ����;�;��] 
! � ' 1 l I No, flots 5 I 9 2 i i No, hand-picked 3 i I,!.���,�PI��" .. """"""" _ _  ... "" ...... "",,, , 2 _ ,  ... ". ,,,,,, , , , ,  

5 _ _ " ,

1
,� .. .  , ,, , , _ 2 

.. , , , , , , . , , , , ,1 
No. samples with charcoal I 

..... , .. " . , , " ' ' ' '  ..... " . " " " " ,  .. , , .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , .................... , . . . . . . . . . . . .  " ' ' ' , ,  .. . . . . . .............. , ................ , , " ' , .  · · · · · · · ·l 
Alnus I Corylus tp, aIderlhazel 2 I 
Q oak 7 2 I 1 uereus sp. I i ef Pomoideae hawthorn ctc 5 I 

L:t: :"��,�:: .. tp� .. . . ... , ... ," " "  .. .s!.�: :t�:__ . . "", .. ,", " , .. ,. . . . ... . ... . . .. . , ',. " , ...... ;.. __ . __ . . . .  ,,'''' ., '" .. , '  ... . . .. .. __ . .. ... , . "" " J 
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2.5 BUMPY LANE 

2.5.1 STRUCTURAL EVIDENCE 

Summary (fig.IS) 
TwO pits of Neolithic date indicatc settlement. Scattered remains also point to settlement or periphcral 
activity from the late Bronze Age through Ihe Iron Age, No structures or buildings were identified 
(although a number of possible hearths may indicate building siles) , A sequence of enclosures, 
probably of Iron Age date, was also recorded, the earliest an isolated ,ub-circular feature, the latest 
linear in form and re-used during the Roman period, The continuity ill boundary use is traceable into 
the medieval period when furrows were driven down the line of the Iron AgeIRoman ditches, 

The excavations at Bumpy Lane were localed approximately 3km. to the SOUlh of Bedford town centre 
at TL 070476, some 750m, to the east of the excavations al Manor Farm and 500m. to the west of 
those at Eastcotts. The site lay on a ridge of alluvial terrace (at approximately 28m, OD), south of 
River Greal Ouse, north of the Elstow Brook. Although under pasture, the level, truncated aspect of 
these fields contrasted wilh the well preserved earthworks of Harrowden in the fields to tlle sOUlh, 
suggesting that a substantial amounl of ploughing had taken place here. 

During the initial stages of the Bypass project the area of Bumpy Lane had been designated a 'blank 
area', reflecting Our lack of knowledge concerning ilS potential rather than absence of archaeological 
remains, This was one ofscvcral areas where access for evaluation was refused Il1ltiI the HA had taken 
possession of the land, Excavations to the south at Harrowden and to the east at Eastcotts suggested 
that Roman period remains might be expected and so geophysical survey was commissioned in 
December 1993, Trial trenching followed in April (Shepherd and FeU 1994). The results of this 
evaluative work suggested that boundary features of Roman date were concentrated to the eastern end 
of the site with scattered Neolithic settlement evidence to the west. The geophysic.11 survey identified 
the southern part of a curving feature, estimated at 75ro in diameter, and interpreted as a possible 
ring-<iitch of NeolithiciBron7'" Age date, Trial trenching confirmed its location but failed to provide a 
more precise date or function_ 

Excavation at Bumpy Lane was undertaken during May and June, To the west of the site the Bypass 
will be carried on a low embankment, giving out to the east where a cutting will take the carriageway 

,", . , . 
. '" , .. � "';'" v . .. � , '�'�'" ,nv a.� n� .. ��, " V' .�. 

excavalion; Area I to investigate the ring ditch, and Area 2 to investigate Ihe prehistoric settlement 
evidence and Romano British buundaries. 

Method statement 
Fieldwork was carried out by experienced excavators, in accordance with Ihe Bedfordshire County 
Archaeology Service's Procedures Manual, Work was undertaken in predominantly dry conditions, 
on a well drained site. Topsoil was removed by a Hitachi 360· Iracked excavator fitted with a toothless 
ditching hucket. Topsoil was removed 10 the top of the natural alluvial sands and gravels or 
archaeological deposits, whichever was encountered firSI, after which hand excavation proceeded. 
There was no progranuned collection of material from within the topsoil. All finds located were 
retained for analysis and relevant environmental samples laken, All major features were also recorded 
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and a sample of natural features investigated. On-site dry sieving of fills was carried out where 
appropriate this could not be employed for all features due to time constraints. 

A further geophysical swvey was carried out in an area lOOm x SUm directly to the north of Area I to 
further examine the curving ditch (see fig. is). An area of approximately IOm wide, immediately 
adjacent to the trench, could nOt be surveyed due to the presence of a spoil heap. 

Factual data 

Quantification of material 

Tabl. B8 QuanlijicatiQn of f.am,. types 

1:¥�;t���'tYil�" : " : " :" ':" :' : :: :: ::::: T:':': ::' :�����r··C··:··::· : :.;z�:!�t� l 
I Dit�hes and gttllies . . . ...... L.... .... . . }97 ; . . �.1. i 1 .. ��e�s .. · .... · · .. . . .................. :· · · ·!� ! · .. -· .... · ........ · .. · .. ·i� 1  r············· · · · · , · , · , , · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ··· ·························1· ...... " .. , .. , ' ' ' ,  • . • . . • . • . . . . . . . .  : ......................•..•.......... � 
j Structural contexts 138 ' 29 I :- ......... ..... .. . . . .. . . . ... ....... ... ... ..... ............... ... . . . .... ............. ...... ........... .. . ...... . . . . . .... i ; Natnral ; 57 ; 1 1  i 

!··iji:ii�r.s· .... · . .... · .. . · ... · . . . ... .  · . . ·.···· · .· .·.· ". ·. '. '; ' . . .. .-... _ .... .. _ . ... }� .
.
.. ;..

.
.
..
. 
. .. ...... ... .. 6. ! L.!.�.!� _,_�.w"".w_.w-"w 482 : _.'" ....

. 
'" •.••. " ......... �l 

Evidence bv Period 

l'abl4 89 Summary of prQlisional phasing 

PERiOD "M."" .. " I CONTEXTs"'1 LANDSCAPE �"'TDEscRiPTION�l 
p�ri�d iT;:;;eCicamnce· ...... ... ... .... i · · �N'lIo· i2+�I!QyJ:'�........ · + · · .... .

. · ' 1 ···ii�ti.(;;i ·j}l��iiij;i�······ · · · '······ ... · . . ... . . · .. ·. . · i:i"� ·�··'··.'··.'·'i'T'j'·'··':··'·" '·-· .--. -.- -- -- - -- ----- --�-------L-�·�tti;;���if ' . . · · J 
rorioo 0 ...... 'e Dronze , T i lU ! :setUement"l 1 
. �r°I! Age .............................. . .. ... ..... . ..... ..... .. ... 1 .. ... ... ......... ;......... . . . . . . . . .1.... . . .. .. . . . . . .. . . .... . .. .. 1 
Period 7 Iron Age I' 267 I' 55 i. I ,  2, 4, 5, 8 [ Enclosures and ! t settlement ! p;;ri�·9 .. fu;�O:Briiish · 

.. · ..... .  r ...... · .. 481 "iii .. t· 6· i E:nclosur.�s..· . . . ... .  ·.. ... . . .. 

.. 
\ 

· ���� rf��;t�=�;·i�···· ·:·· i ··�· · ·)�l ·· · · fT··��····· ···
. . ... ... . . ... . . . · ·i··§��::���· 

... ... . ... . . . .... ········ 1 
.·.���1'5jJ�P��'��.·i��p�·····.,··:··J·n ... ' .. .. �:�,J," " " '.'.'i'.l .'r·.fi:ii · · · · ····· ····· · ···.···.·!· ··· ···.·. · . . ··.·.·.·.··.·.·.·.·.·. · ·  .............. · ··1 
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PERIOD I 
Tree clearance 
Six tree-throw holes were identified, none associated wilh either datable or burnt malerial. 

PERIOD 3 Neolithic (fig.17) 
The earliest finnly dated archaeological features were two pilS, both located in Area 1, The first 
(C8317) was sub-circular, 2.4m across, L2m deep and with six fills, some of which contained pottery 
and flinl ofNeolithic dare. The second (C8371) was elliptical in shape, 2.5m x O.7Sm. It had a single 
fill that contained Over one hundred and twenty pieces of struck flint. 

TwO isolated features are difficult to interpret in tenns of their overall significance, either for 
settlement or ritual activity. It may be significant that at Eastcotts some 500m to the east, an 
inhumation and pit of Neolithic date were also recovered, their nature and Iheir proximity to ring 
ditch crop marks strongly suggesting a ritual context. The remains at Bumpy Lane however could 
equally be indicative of settlement and recent work at Cassington, Oxon, has demonstrated the diffuse 
and fragile nature of NcoIithic settlement activity wilhin valley bottom environments (Hey 1992; 
19931. 

PERIOD 6 Late Bronze AgelEarly Iron Age (fig.16) 
Located on the southern edge of Area I, a single feature, (LlO), ofpossiblc late Bronze Age date was 
rceorded. A short length of ditch or gully it was 4m x O.5m and was poorly defined in plan, clearly 
running beyond the limits of excavation. The upper fill contained 3 1  sherds of pottery. probably all 
from a single vessel. 

PERIOD 7 Iron Age (figs.16 and 17) 
Within Area I a sequence of Iron Age enclosures and boundaries was identified. This began with the 
'circular' enclosure (Ll), cut by linear ditches (L:l) which were finally replaced by post alignment 
(L3). These were associated with a scatter of settlement features, pits and post holes, some possibly 
marking the site of structures, althongh no recoverable building"plans survived. To the east within 
Area 2 the settlemenl scatter continued, including two possible hearths. The edge of an enclosure/field 
system was also recorded. 

Enclosure ditch (Area 1) 
(Landscape Group I) 
Located on the northern side of Area I, a substantial curving ditch formed the southern boundary to 
an enclosure. The major part of the enclosure lay beyond the limits of excavation but was mapped by 
geophysieal survey and seen to be horseshoe-shaped, measuring approximately 70m E-W and 50m N-
S. The northern "';'ti I onen I it i. . "h.t-th;' A;.�1o ,h'  . . . . A 10 
destroyed (or masked) by agricultural activity. Where excavated the ditch was between 1.8m and 2.2m 
wide with sides sloping at 45" down to a narrow, flat base. To the south-west a 6m wide break marked 
the entrance. There was no sign of a bank, internal or external, although the area has been extensively 
ploughed, prohably from the Roman period and it is unlikely that this would have survived. Internal 
post settings indicating a palisade were also absent. The ditch was excavated in fourteen segments and 
between four and eight fills were recorded in each. Iron Age pottery was recorded in the upper fills of 
six excavated sections as well as a few sherds that may be pre-Iron Age. Struck flint was found in the 
lower fills of a few segments and in the middle and upper fills of the majority of segments. 
Other boundaries 
Area I 
Two ditches (L2), running perpendicular to each, other formed the corner of a NE-SW aJigoed 
system. The western ditch was !raced by geophysical survey 60m to the south and within the 
cJ<cavation it was scen to cut the curving enclosure ditch (LI). 
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Cutting across (L2) was a fence line (U), consisting of an E-W alignment of eightcen post holes, 
spaced regularly Im-1.Sm apart. These were generally oval, up to I ,  Im across, the alignment running 
from just SE of the Enclosure (L1) eastwards fOf 34m, probably continuing beyond the limits of 
excavation. 

Area 2 
Towards the eastern end of the site, close to Eastcolts ane! Harrowden, a system of rectilinear ditches, 

(LS), appear to have been established during the Iron Age. Four ditches fonoed a N-S/E-W aligned 
field system. 

Settlement evidence 
Area 1 
Scattered across Arca I were a number of pit or post-hole type features variously dated or undated, 
together probably indicating settlement of Iron-Age date. Included in this Landscape Group, (L4), are 
three possible stmctures; a four-posler (A6), a linear aligrunent (A9), and a possible circular structure 

(AlO). 

Area 2 
These are concentrated to the west and central part of Area 2, towards the seltlement [eatnres 
recognised within Area I. (L4), and outside of the field system (LS), Most of the featnres. again pit 
and post-hole types, were isolated and scaltered with no discernible pattern, alt,hough a four post 
structnres (AI2) and (Al4), and two burnt features (AoS, contexts 8226 and 8356), possibly hearths, 
were identified. 

Discu.ssion 
The Iron Age remains at Bumpy Lane clearly indicate settlement Although a sequence of 
cnclosures/boWldaries can be detected within Arca 1 it is not possible at present to integrate any of the 
settlement evidence or the enclosures within Area 2 to the east. Activity may have been continuous or 
episodic through the Iron Age and so a number different arrangements may be present. The large 
circular or horseShoe shaped enclosure, the primary feature within Area I, may in fact date to an 
earlier period, Iron Age pottery only being present in iL� upper fills, although it is perfectly consistent 
in form with other isolated Iron Age enclosures, often interpreted as stock enclosures (e,g. Furzton, 
Milton Keyncs; Williams et ai, forthcoming), Subsequent development ofthe linear boWldaries and 
post-hole boundary may continue to respect the circular ditch which has implications for its use, 

The settlement remains, while not being substantial and inclnding no certain stroctnres, are perhaps 
characteristic of the type of evidence we should expect within a valley bottom environment. If stock 
rearing represented the major lalld-use, perhaps indicating a seasonal exploitation of the IOW-lying 
grassland, then temporary and ephemeral forms of settlement evidence would result. tile major more 
permanent settlements still clinging to higher ground, either on dry islands within the floodplain or 
the valley sides. Alternatively the remains at Bumpy lane may either be peripheral to settlement to 
nnrth ,.1. -".� . D. . . I. , �  .. h' ." . 

-n , -J.. __ M V. , � v'" 

ploughing during later periods that the nature of the evidence largely reflects the survival of deeper 
featnres, 

PERIOD 9 Romano-British (fig.17) 
Romano British activity is concentrated on the east side of Area 2 and consists of a field system and 
two pits, The main N-S Iron Age boundaries (LS), were Tecut during this period but the internal 
divisions were not, suggesting a broad continuation of land use. The eastern ditch was recut at least 
four times with ditch temtinals indicating an entrance to the enclosure, subsequently blocked, 

A single cremation was also recorded within Area 1. Althongh Wldated by ceramics it is probably 
Roman on the grounds of the nails found in association, .. 

Any assessment of the significance of these remains is impossible without taking into account tile 
evidence from Harrowden and Eastcotts where more substantial signs of settlement were recovered. 
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PERIOD 13 Medieval (fig.17) 
Ridge and furrow cultivation mn across the whole of Area 2. it was unrecognised during excavation 
within Area 1 although indicated by geophysical survey. The furrows run N-S On an exact alignment 
with the lron-AgclRomano-British field system (L5 )/(U J. 

No doubt these fields were M'achcd to the settlement at Harrowdcn (Wood 1985) and to the south the 
surviving earthworks include pockets of ridge and furrow. The major significance of the Bumpy Lane 
evidence lies in the conC\lrrence of orientation between the furrowS and the earlier boundaries. This 
could be explained simply in terms of drainage. this running down towards the EIstow brook, a 
straightforward topographical imperative respected from the Iron Age onwards. The exact agreement 
in both orientation and line suggests a measure of continuity can be posited, although topography may 
well have provided a rational for such conservatism. 

PERIOD 15 Unphased groups 
There were a number of undated features on the site. Where strati graphic or spatial associations have 
permiu.cd these have been integrated into groups (e.g. L4 and L8 above). Those remaining, (L12) in 
A rp, , m;oh. � •• " tn .hp . . D. ,n,o nnn A� ';AA A • 

Thirteen possible pits, post holes and ditches from evaluation trenches 3 and 4 (L12) may have had an 
archaeological origin but were mOre likely naturally derived. These were not investigated further in 
t.he main excavation, 
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2.5.2 REGISTERED AND NON CERAMIC BULK ARTEFACTS 

Factual data 

Quantification o{material 

Twelve registered anefact. "nd two registered architectural fragment. were recovered from Bumpy 
Lane, The non ceramic assemblage comprised 342 humaoly worked or burnt flint pieces (of which 
five were registered) and eighty-<Jue iron nails and fragments. Additionally, Iwenty...,ight worked flint 
pieces, an irou nail shank fragment and a coin of William III were recovered from the evaluation_ 

Provenance 

The registered and non-ceramic bulk finds range in date from the Mcsolilhic to the late 
seventeenth/early eighteenth century and includes: 

• two microlith, of Me so lithic date and " furthcr thirty-seven cores and flint debit_ge of 
Mesolithic/early Ncolithic date 

• cleven tools and 276 cores and debitage dating to the later NeolithiclBronze Age 
• a small Roman assemblage (c, 7 artefdcts) spanning the first to the fourth centuries 
• a coin of WiIliam III c. 1695-1700 

The flint assemblag� will be discussed separately in the following section_ The remaining nOll ceramic 
material is presented below (tables 90 and 91)_ 

1'ahk 90 Non ceramic regi'ltered finds 
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No intrusion or residuality is discernible in the non-ceramic assembla.ge. However registered finds 
1,2,3,8 and lwo architectural fragments are recorded as unsUatified, having been recovered, IOgether 
with large quantities of Roman pOllery from machine excavated spoil immediately adjacent to a series 
of inter cutting ditches (association"1 groups 20-23). The relatively intact. and unabraded condition of 
the pollery suggests that it almost certainly originated from the upper fills of one or more of lhese 
ditches, truncated by machining. 

Ra/lge a/ld variety 

In common with the ceramic material, lhc larger part of the non cerantic assemblage was hand­
collected. Additionally a metal detector was operated and its use, whilst undoubtedly improving the 
recovery rates of metalwork may also have biased the composition of the overall artefactual 
assemblage in its favour. 

The Roman assemblage 

Despite the uncertain provenance of most of the Roman assembla!!e it forms the "nlv , IITmm 
of related artefacts (excluding flint) to be recovered from Bumpy Lane. The dating of the material 
(lable 90) corresponds to that of the ceramic assemblage with early Romal! ( lsl-2nd century) and later 
Roman (4lh century) represented. The two Barnack type limestone architectural fragments are 
consistent in appearance with Roman paving material. 

One further group is however worthy of additional comment. This is the collection of sevenly-three 

iron nails recovered from a small pit 8170 (associational group 26). Although a small amount late 
Bronl.C Age/early Iron Age pottruywas recovered in association the nails themselves arc unlikelt to 
date to before the Roman period. 

All the non ceramic material has been allocated functional categories according to Bedfordshire 
Artefacts Typology (BAT). Thi. calCgnri<ation is displayed helnw (1ahk Q?.). 
Table 91: Functional catq:ori .. 
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Conditio/l 

Six bags of non ceramic bulk artefacts, comprising eighlY onc iron nails or fragments, and two 
registered finds, Rfs 1 and 5, also of iron were subntitted by the artefacts manager to the conservator 
(A Tribe) for assessment. Although not examined by the Conservator, the remaining finds from the 
excavation were believed to be in fair 10 good condition. 

The condition of these finds was assessed by visual examination with the aid of a stereo microscope 
and by x-radiography. 

The two small finds wcre in fair condition, partially covered wi (h soil and the usual brown, dark 
brown and orange-brown corrosion products. Some traces of mineral preserved organic material, 
possibly wood or plant matter, were present on one of the small finds. The x-radiograph of Sf, I 

Bl!dford SO'llthem Bypass: Post Excavation A.qsl!$.tment Reporl: Volume 2 Page 102 



I 
I 
• • 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

t 
I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

appeared to show that the cutting edge of the blade was made from iron of a different composition 
than the rest of the knife . 
Most of the iron nails were likewise covered in soil and the typical corrosion products. One preserved 
traces of wood or plant matter as ntineral replaced impressions within the corrosion products. 

The potential of these finds in helping to achieve the finds research objectives (see below) was 
assessed to be nil and therefore no finds were selected to undergo investigative conservation. 
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2.5.3 FLINT 

Factual data 

Quantification 

A lotal assemblage of five registered flint 3l'\efacts and 309 bulk finds, comprising flint tools, debitage 
and burnt fiint were recovered from the main excavation at Bumpy Lane, weighing, when combined 
1599·7g. A further twenty-eight flint bulk finds, weighing 188.5 g were recovered from the evaluation 
making a total of 342 pieces weighing 1788·2g. 

Provenance 

The provision.l assessment indicates that the recovered flint assemblage spans the Mesolithic to the 
Bronze Age (tables 93-94). TIlirty-seven pieces display characteristics ofmanufaclure and flint quality 
suggestive of Mesolithic or c.1rlier Neolithic date and c. 271 pieces showed characteristics appropriate 
for the later Neolithic through to the Bronze Agc. The remaining 34 pieces are too fragmentary to be 
datable. 

The major part of the assemblage (86%) was recovered from hand excavated feature fills, and the 
remainder from topsoil. A total of sixty-six cont"xts contained qnantities of flint, and of these sixty­
two are phased. Details of phasing and association.l groups are listed below in tables 93 and 94. 

Table 93: Flint 100L. by period, and 1I$ •• ciational g,.up 
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Table 94: Flint coresldebitage hy pe,.iod and a.'.Jociationalgroup 
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Range and variety 

A scan of the lithic assemblage indicates that thirt •• n pieces were tools, twenty-nine were cores and 
300 were waste fJakes/bIades or burnt flint (tables 93-94), The quality of the flint quality encountered 
was variable, and most, if not all of the raw material derived locally, from re-deposited river gravels, 
Cortex survived on the majority of pieces, suggesting the utilisation of small, perhaps cobble sized 
nodules_ It ranged in colour from white or pale grey to orange brown and generally showed signs of 
thinning or abrasion, a characteristic of alluvial action. The flint itself ranged in colour from pale grey 
to dark grey, brown and black 

The Mesolithic and Mesolithic or earlier Neolithic material represents a seemingly small (c, 37 pieces 
or 12,0 1%) but significant assemblage and may be linked with the larger group of similar dale from 
(he neighbouring Easlcolts site, 

Three further groups, two from phase 1 and one from phase 2 are worthy of individual atlention as 
(hey relate to specific aims and objectives as set out in the Bumpy Lane project design, 

Bedford Sourhern Bypa.'1s: PO.,;1 Excavation Assessment Report: Vobtme 2 Page 105 



I 
I 

Pit Group L7 
I • _____ --jT,..h-'1e"t,w"e"'n,;(yirtfl.;in�t;p�ie,;,ce:;;s11fr"o"'m�Prritm8'"3 .. 1",7,;(�a,;:ss;.;o,;,c;;ia:;.ti�0h;na,;;l�g:;r",0",u;.Pif31C2";)c;WC"..re,:-"f;r.0uiin�dr.;"t0f.ig�e�th"e;;ir,wTiITth..;q"ua;;;nit"itni e;;;s,, ________ • 
� IC . . " '''�IU') Ul cuaroc ,,;n • •  empereu pottery OI later NcolIlnlc <late. me Ieature waS tITst exanune<! 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
4 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

during the evaluation stage when a trial trench was placed to investigate a large anomaly located by 
geophysical survey. Twelve flint pieces and c.8 sherds were recovered at this stage. The pottery was 
recovered in fragmentary but unabradcd condition and although no tools were recovered, the hard­
hammer flake biased debitage is consistent with a late Neolithic date. That the material is 'in situ' is 
suggested by the presence of re-fitting pieces. 

The second group, recovered from pit 8371 (associational group 32) comprises 121 fragments of 
debitage. It was not found with associated ceramic material and was dated by the manufacturing 
technique only (table 94). No tools were identified and the assemblage consisted entirely of debitage, 
associated with tool production or 'roughing out'. It included rough cores, flakes and a few poorly 
controlled blades. It was clear from the cortex, which survived on the majority of pieces, and the flint 
lIself that the entire assemblage derived from as few as four or possibly five nodules. A small 
proportion of the material refits, although it is impossible to reconstmct any tool types produced. 

'Horseshoe enclosure' Ll 
The flint assemblage recovered from contexts associated with the 'horseshoe' enclosure consists of 48 
pieces including 5 tools (tables 93 and 94). All the lithic material was recovered from secondary fills, 
in which late Bronze Age/catty Iron Age pottery was also present. Neither may necessarily relate 
directly to the feature's construction. 

Condition 

In general the Bumpy Lane flint assemblage was in good condition with only 3 few pieces (principally 
those from topsoil or late feature fills) showing abraSion or post depositional damage. 

�-----------------------------
I 
I 
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Factual data 

Quantification o(material 
� 
The Bumpy Lane pottery assemblage was recorded by fabric type and form. Quantification was by 
sherd and vessel count. A total of 603 sherds was recorded, representing a minimum of 523 vessels, 

An additional 146 sherds of exclusively Roman pottery were recovered from machine excavated spoil. 
This material is classed as unslratified and will be of only limited use in the full analysis of the 
ceramics. It will be scanned, however, for fabric types or fonns winch do not occur in the stratified 
assemblage. 

All quantitative statements and tables in this repon are based on the sherd count 

Building Material 
The building material was quantified by sherd count and weight. A total of 43 sherds weighing 2709g 
was recovered, comprising eAl fragments of roof tile and c.2 of daub Or fired clay. 

Provenance 
� 
Table I shows the relative quantities of pottcry recovered from the varying feature classes encountered 
at Bumpy Lane. The figures arc expressed as a sherd count and as a pereentage of the totaL 

Table 95: Q,"mlily of pottery from differ.,,1 f"""" types 
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LI9IAIe . .... ,." .... . . . . ....................................... .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...... L �(gj .: �llO.X : 
Due largely to the lack of intact stratigraphy on site, the bulk of the ceramic material derives from cut 
featores, primarily pits and ditches (88.74%). These arc featores which are nonnally regarded as the 
least susceptible to contamination particularly in their primary and lower fills. The constant re-cutting 
and intercutting ofboundary ditches and other features seen in urban sites and some rural sites is 
a",.,,,t at BWlIpy Lane, this IlIctor lIIrther redllces COrttamination. 

The pottery assemblage shows a wide date range, from the Neolithic to the Post·medieval periods. 
Incidence of residuality is restricted in the assemblage, mainly because of the low occurrence of 
intercutting features and the consequent low contamination (table 96). 

Further residuality may be identified within the fills of the early Iron Age 'horseshoe' enclosure. 
Difficulties in distinguishing small sherds of prehistoric pottery such as coarse flint tempered fabrics, 
which may be either late Ncolithic or early Iron Age. or late Bronze.Age sandy and shelly fabrics from 
corresponding Iron Age fonns make residuality difficult to detect. This may be detennined at the 
analysis stage. Levels of abrasion were recorded, but they cannot be seen as a reliable guide to the 
extent of residuality, due mainly to the varying durability of the fabrics. 
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Table 96: Quantification of pottery, hy .fherd, within ph4ft! 
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Building Material 

Table 97: Quantijicmi.II "I building mmtrial by Itmure type 
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Ta"l •. Q7 .hows the quantitie, of building material recovored from diff"rcnt feature types on site. The 
small quantities of daub encountered and the fragmentary condition ofthe roof tile suggests piecemeal 
deposition andlor re-deposition away from domestic sttlIClurcs, 
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The distribution of building material through time (table 98) shows no concentrations of diagnostic 
materials, and reflects the pottery assemblage in terms of material quantity per period, 

Range and variety 

Type Series 
The type series is listed below in chronological order. New fabrics or types not previously published 
have been marked with a double asterisk (" ), 
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NEUJ.lTHlC 

LATE BRQfJ/XAGEI 
EARLY IRON AGE 

EARLY�M!/)DLE 
JRON AGE 
F28 
FOJ 
FI8 

F20 

FOIA 
F16 
F28-29 
F 

J 
F09 
F06 

[f.OMAN 

RO] 
R03A 

R05 

R06 
R07B 
R07C 
ROYA 
Rl lA 

RI2B 

Rl2B 

Rn 

RI7 

R 
R 

POST MEDIEVAL 

PIll 

PI4 

Neotithic 

TOTAL )! 
Coarse flint (peterborough type ware) 3 1  

TOTAL 38 

Shelly 33 
Sandy 5 

TOtAL 73 
Fine sand 6 
Grog/sand 13 
Sand/shell 4 
Calcareous inclusions 10 
Coarse flint 9 
Coarse shelly 7 
Sandy 23 
Shell, sand and organic •• 1 

3 
Sand/grog 1 
Grog 2 

TOTAL 

456 
samian 4 
Fine white ware 7 
Orange sandy 7 
Grey ware 138 
Black sandy 17 
Black gritty 2 
Pink grogged I 
Oxford whiteware 3 
Nene Valley mortaria 12 
Nene Valley Colonr Coat 2 
Shelly 246 
Smooth orange 2 
Buff sandy 10 
Misc. sandy 5 

TOTAL 2 

m . .. 
. 

Black ware 1 

The thirty-<:>ne Sherds, 5. 14% of the total assemblage of Ncotithic coarse tempered fabric represent the 
eartiest ceramic evidence from the site. The pottety is in the late Neolithic impressed ware tradition 
(peterborough ware) and three sherds bear characteristic whipped cord decoration on the exterior and 
in one case both the exterior and interior surfaces. This form of decDration, known as 'maggots', due to 
the short segmented appearance was prevalent thronghout the late Neolithic period to about 1700 BC 
(Gibson and Woods 1992, 129). 

Late Bron,e AgeJEarly Iron Ag9 
Pottery dated to this period comprises thirty-dght sherds, 6.3% afthe total assemblage. Two fabrics, 
were recorded, a leached shelly fabric with deeply pitted 'corky' surfaces and a sandy fabric with 
characteristically thin walls. 
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The late Bronze Age/early Iron age material comprises entirely body sherds and no forms could be 
identified. A single small sherd of the sandy fabric retained a double line of grooved decoration. 

Iron Ag, 
POllery datable to this period comprises seventy-five sherds, 12.43% oflhe lotal assemblage. 

In common with the earlier ceramic material, the Iron Age pottery was recovered in a very 
fragmentary condition and no forms could be reconstl1ICted. Dating was only possible through 
comparison of fabrics with those from other sites, notably Salford Quarry (BCAS in prep). The range 
of fabric types for the larger part of this fabric group is consistent with an early-middle Iron Age date. 
Only three sherds (onc of which derived from the topsoil) were datable to the late Iron Age. 

Decoration. was limited to a single line of fingernail impressions on the body of a of flint tempered 
vessel. 

R2mll!! 
Roman pottery makes uP the lar.o:est chronolouical "rounin. frnm Snmnv I,.ne A total of 456 .1.0"", 
dating to this period was recovered, 7�.62'10 of the total assemblage. 

Two further chronological sub divisions can be distinguished by the finewares present in the various 
associated contexts. The first group is dominated by fine white wares and samian pottery and is dated 
to the 1st-2nd centuries. The second contains Nene Valley colour-coats and Oxfordshire whiteware 
mortaria and is dated to the and late 3rd-4th centuries. Both groups feature large quantities of 
undiagnostic grey wares and shelly wares which were manufactured throughout the Roman period. 

Fourteen vessels had recognisahle forms (!able 99). 

TIlhI. 99 Roman Form., 
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: Fl·g� . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ....................... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 ,  
; TOT�L.. ............................. . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . }� j 

The bulk of the Roman assembla�e is Iikelv to have been nrNl""on l"r�lIv urith n .. lv the t;, 
and mortaria imported. Imports comprise mainly of regional varieties from the Nene Valley, 
Oxfordshire and Hertfordshire. 

No decoration was noted on any of the Roman pottery. A thin white exterior slip survived On three 
sherds of fine orange fabric R05. 

Post-medieval and Modern 

Three �herds Qf post-medieval pottery of 18th-19th century date were recovered. 

Evidence of use 
Evidence for use in the Bumpy Lane pottery assemblage is confined to surface soothing and internal 
residues All the pottery displaying evidence for use dated to the Roman period. 

Soothing of the exterior surface is limited to five sherds of shelly fabric. Twelve sherds, comprising 
mainly shelly wares display internal soothing. In one instance a shelly ware sherd with a sooted 
exterior bore a thick carbonised internal residue. External sootlting of vessels may be seen as evidence 
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of heating above a fire whilst soothing of the interior and the carbonised residue probably result from 
the burning of the contents, also from direct contact with the heat source. The types of substances 
contained within these vessels may be revealed by residue analysis 

The prevalence of Roman pottery types showing evidence of use almost certainly results from the 
disproportionate quantity recovered and the high degree of surface abrasion on the Iron Age aud 
earlier fabrics. It is possible also that some cooking vessels were used to heat their contents not over a 
hearth, but by the use of heated stones. 

Building Material 
RoD/tile 
Thirty-nine fragments of roof tile were recovered from eight contexts. Thirty-seven fragments are 
datable by fabric and form to the Roman period and three to the post-medieval period (table 100). 

.' . . . . . • • . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .......... w.w .. !w •. ..... ........ . . . . . • 37 : 
}, ........ .... ..... . , Unidentified � .. '.'.'.' . .  '.' . .  '.'.'.� ... 

L.TOIM, .. • . . . 

1 ' ,W,' " " "� 

The Roman tile falls within the character of larger assemblages in Bedfordshire although the Bumpy 
Lane material are in general thinner(8-lOmm) when compared to the tiles from both the small town of 
Sandy and the villa at Kempston (BCAS in prep). Three fabric types are represented; shelly, 
grog/shell and grog/sand with the shelly fabric accounting for 90% of the total. Kilns producing shelly 
tiles have been excavated at Harrold, Beds (Brown, 1994) and tile presence of a major production site 
explains the dominance of "helly fabrics in tile assemblages from the region. 

The th,.,,� fragmeuts of Po<l.mcdieval flat roof tile displayed no evidence for their nuachment. Two 
fragments were harsh and sandy and the remaining third was sandy with caleareous inclusions. 

Doub/jlred clay 

The two fragments of daub or fired clay recovered retained no surfaces or wattle impressions. Two 
fabriCS were identified, the first contained coarse grog inclusions and the second, smaIler fragment 
was sandy. 

Condition 

The condition of the pottery is generally good with only 40 sherds, 6.63 % of the total assemblage 
showing varying degrees of abrasion. 

Recoguisable forms aacount for only 2. 7% of the assemblage, suggesting a high degree of 
fragmentation as a whole, This would appear to be most pronounced in the Iron Age and earlier 
pottery assemblage, although this may in part be explained by the inferior firing of prehistoric pots 
compared to Roman examples. 

Building materials/fired clay 
The condition of the building material and fired clay is variable. All the material in this group is 
fragmentary but abrasion is only apparent on the daub/fired clay. 
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Factual Data 

A single cwmation, (8170/R 171) was recovered from the western part of Area I, to the south of the 
circular Iron Age enclosure. Although four sherds of lateBronze Age learly Iron Agepottery was 
recovered it is likely to date from the Roman period on the basis of the seventy one iron nails also 
recovered. nlis may indicate that the bone was once contained within a wooden box (Philpott 1991). 
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2.5.6 ANIMAL BONE 

Factual Data 

Quantification 
One box of bone was recovered from hand dug contexts. There were no sieved samples. 

Table 101 Numb.,. 0/ C01lt� cotUaJning bolt. by p.,iod 

[f���: ::::'::::]±::"�'��0���':':::':] 
i 9 ' 8 i �. .. . .·.'.·.w.w ........ '.... ... .. . . . . . '"'"w .... � i 14 ' 1 : 
:...,����� •• , .... " ,','.<'.'!, ............ ��=�,���" �"" ".'''' •• ,,''''\ 

Summary 
The bulk of the bone came from two periods the Iron Age (7) and the Roman (9). All honcs from 
period 7 come from cattle except for some rough subrectanglIlar lumps from a post hole which appear 
to be antler. Roman material comes from cattle, pig alId sheep/goat, found in ditch fills. 

Condition 
Measurements can be taken and ageing data is available from teeth and epiphyseal fusion. 
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2.5.7 MACROSCOPIC PLANT AND INVERTEBRATE REMAINS 

Factual data 

Quantification and provenance of material 
Settlement features of Neolithic and Iron Age date produced sutprisingly little in the way of charred food 
plant remains, with ottly a single fragment of Corylus avellana (hazel) nut shell from an Iron Age pit (fable 
102), Charcoal mlS recovered from features of a range of dates (fable 103), 

l'ahk 102: Chlll'red Sulk and ChqfJ/,om Bumpy Lane 

!;::;'�:"ples by p:�:';'� �"''''M''
.
''.", .w--�''·''' ······�·��:·Age����'T''' ·�:;�:.e;�j < � 1 � ;�'.'�.' . • ' w  . ..., .................. _�� .. " " ,.,',." ... ' . ...,.'.� __ �',w'�'� •• '�'".,', .... ,...,." ... ,.�,�������.,�,," '," ......... ' .... �'--��'� .. " .. " " 1,,',' .. '"'W=�MW�.�MW,.,� 

l with 1 .\0 items 1 I 2 • 

; " 'M�'� �w_·'"I·.·,.,.,.,.,.,." .... ,·" •• , ...... ,��,� ,�, ...................... w,.',' ... " ... , ..... ,�,� ... , ..... .,.." .... ,' .... ,,' ... ,�,., '"'1'""" .,..w" " " ,  .. ,.w • .  ,.,.� 
i Total samples I I 2 i 

r�:�·�!u�;·��i====�:�:�.�=�.=.�,:·,�:: .. ·:::·=�J w��:�
'
�::::·::·::�:=�=�=�

·
::
·
:.: :· .. :· :" · · .:1 

' Cereal indet , • I + ,  
� . � I � t � �Ptunus spinosa sloe � y � + � 
� � r � i Cory/us avellana hazel nut shell frags. ! + 1 + , 
k����" " "" " ,J>.""A'.·"�=_���""W,',.\',',.\',',.\w.w.w,.,.,�,.,.,N'''''''''''''''''''''''.',,,"".<"."'., ..................................... t...., ........ ," ' .,','."'."'."'."'J>..��,.,.,.,.,.....1.,� •... ," ,',.'''''',on .... ,.,=�"''"..J: 
+ 1·10 items, 

Table 10S: Charcoal/fom Bumpy Lane 

Fype of s:�;�o """'-''''''l ?Neolithic r�:�:-;ronze A;;';" r�:"'n Age I Ro�:�"1 �.:;�::� 
f-,w-��o.",",_.. __ �,_o ! Ea�!!." ��on Age � o_",,� I I """ . ,  .� j 
� � j i � 

I No_ flots - I I 7 I . , 2 ; I �_?: ·��·� .. ��� .. d . .. . ....... ....... . - .. .. .. - -., .. ........... : ... .. .. � . . .. . .. ... ... .. . : ... .. .. -- ,- + , ? .. . .. l .. �L- J · J  
��.amples 

,_"".�, _oL,�J �'",'Ww" ! 9 " L_�l��� .. ! 
'[NO. samples with charcoal 
j .'· " '." .. ... '.�.�w�.w· .. ,.,.., •• , •• " .. "n"' .. " w.w.,�,.,.,.. ·�· ,.,.· ·'.·" ·."' ••• r.'. " .. "n"' .. '.' .. " 'MW.W. ·'�'.,.,.· .. ··�···" ··" " .. 

' 
•• " 'n'M" w.'�w.�,�,. ,.,..,.,. •• � ••• ,.," " ,." '  .. '''!'''' .... w.'.w •• " .• " .' .� • .  '.' ••. ••.•••• ," ." "'� 

llltnus I corylus Ip. alder/hazel l "  . 1 • I � � � 
I - I 

1 Quercus sp. oak I I - 2 ' 
� � 

1 

I 
l . 1 

I cf. Pomoidcac hawthorn etc. · .. I • : L-::,��nus tp. _WMmW"!�oe etc. 
_ _  ._ . l w  ..... ...-.... ,w:."" ! ,"'�... : w .. �.i 
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i , 
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2.6 HARROWDEN 
# 

2.6. 1 STRUCTURAL EVIDENCE 

Summary (fig. 18) 
Excavations at Harrowden were limited to the projccted line of the roadside ditches. The earliest 
evidence came from a single ditch of Iron Age date. A scatter of residual Iron Age poucry also 
indicatcs activity. Snrprisingly thc best represented period was the Romano-British. Evidence for a 
dense network of rectilinear enclosures was recovered, almost certainly indicating settlement of a 
similar type to the nearby Eastcotts site. Post holes, althongh impossible to interpret accurately within 
the rest.ricted confines of tlle trenches suggest structures. No S.xon activity was recovered. Evidence 
for medieval seulcment appeared from the 1 1th century. Although excavation took place within the 
he-1rt of the earthworks only a relatively limited number of features were recovered. these included a 
sequence aemonstratmg me cnangmg fonn ofland use, from settlement to cultivation, during this 
period. This part of the settlement may have become deserted in a piecemeal fashion, evidence for 
post-medieval activity coming from a number of trenches. 

Background to the excavation 

The excavations at Harrowden were located at TL 072475, approximately 2.5krn. to the south of 
Bedford town centre, within the parish of Eas/cotts. The site lay to either side of the A600 (prior to 
diversion during the construction of the Bypass), trenches I .  2, 3, 4, and 5 to the west of the road and 
trenches 6 and 7 to the east. Some 50m to the north-west lay the excavations at Bumpy Lane and 
1 OOm t� tl,� north east those at Eastcolts. The site was situated on alluvial !,'TIIvels and silts, on ground 

sloping gently south from 29.6m OD to 27.6m. OD towards the E1stow Brook. The Brook ran through 

the centre of the extant earthworkS and defined the southern limit of onr investigations. The land was 
under pasture, the sUMving earthworks testified to this having been the dominant land use since the 
abandonment of tltis part of the village for settlement. 

As part of evaluation work carried ont along the length of the Bypass in 1992, a trial trench was 
excavated in the area oftlle earthworks on the east side of the A600 (Dawson 1993). This revealed 
features of 12th - 13th century and 17th - ISth century date with Roman finds in a residual context. 

The area under direct threat from the Bypass has already been damaged by the Southern Orbital Sewer 
which cut a wide swathe through the site (the earthworks were surveyed prior to this), the construction 
01 Ule ,"'w, ana me J:je<IIora to camonage Kallway une. Nevcrtneless a substantial area of 
earthworks survive either side of the road. Investigations were restrictcd to the line of roadside 
drainage ditches. 

Method statement 

ApproKimately 400m of drainage runs were investigated, seven trenches amounting to 0.26ha. 
Fieldwork was carried out by experienced excavators, in accordance with the Bedjordvhire County 
Archaeology Service's Procedures Manual. Topsoil was initially removed by a wheeled JCB but 
access across the wetter areas proved too difficult and work was completed using a tracked 360" 
excavator. Topsoil was removed to the top of the naturat alluvial sands and gravels or archaeological 
deposits, whichever was encountered {irst, after which hand excavation proceeded. Where no features 
were identified within the alluvium this was also removed by machine. There was no programmed 
collection of material from within the topsoil. All other finds were retained for analysis with 
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environmental samples taken where appropriate, All archaeological features were recorded and a 
sample of natural f",tures investigated, 

Factual data 

QUantification of material 

Table 104 Qu_ily of site ,'Iructural records 

r-i{;��';d ·tYp;=�"'�''' � ' '·�:�:'] "l\l;;;'i!��"-" "''' ] 
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" ·, :
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:,',-,1 

L?.�9.��.g��,�,�,,,,,,�= 'm.w.,.J .. J,§,�w,=�.�--.J 

Table 105 Qu_ification of feature types 

!':���.��,i;�;p'�:'���:����'����=���'��'i'�::::::':':'�:'::�;�:����I��':':':'::'::::%':'J��;��! 
i".IJitches a!,<i, �ll.lj,� _ ; " """" 243 · _ " , ,,,,, §lJ 
! l"a)'�rs ; . . . . . . . ..................... 44. ; . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...... .9. 1  
, Pits 48 " 10 i i si�ct;;�a:ic�ni�,cts " · 87 " IS ' ,,- "" ------- , ,---- ---;, ---------------------------

'
." . . , ,  _ _ __________________________________ 1 i Others ' 55 ; 12 � �" ." .' " " " , • • • • • •••••••••••••••••••••• , . ,  '" " ' " , • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  ; ••••••••••••• ,." . , " " "  '" , • • • • • • •  -! • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  ,"" "  "

' ·
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LTot�!."",_'''_. 
__ ''' __ .' ''., ___ ., __ " _____ ,,, ___ ,,,_L __ ,,, __ ,,,,.'''''' __ ,�� 4 77 
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Evidence bv Period 

Table 106 Summary of provi,i.nal phasing 

1 ,�g�:l'}-r"�11 " ,,,,,,,,,,,, ,-,--,--,--,--,--, ' - , - -" jj" " " " "" " " " f+-� - " " " " " , " " ' --,--- - I - ,--,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,' ,': " " -" - -- -- -,:1 
1 . . . . . �.�.� • . • . . • • . • . . •  �9�, . . , . .  g� ... . . . . . . . . . . ...... ............ ; .. , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  � .. . " . . . . ............................. J.��.4.�.'Y�.���� .... _ ............ , ., .", . 

1" p.e!i��_g()��(J:J:lri!i�h " ' " " "  , i , ?�J L _ 4? :  }, ?, �,, 7, IO _ i �!;tq��n! ! ����:+����;e;;ai i� i �H ii ! !: }'i�;�\!�' l? ltm�:i?;CUiiiViition 
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, 
__ 7) 1{ " " ,, " "
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, " J :_ : ,:" " " ,, -, -- -- -: :: __ :: __ :� �_: �":,,l 

PERIOD 7 (Late) Iron Age (fig.1 9) 
Trench 6 
TIlO "",Ii"st dated archaeological fcature on the site composed a nght-angled length of ditch, the 
angle of the return jnst visible within tile ttench limits_ Iron Age pottery was found within the fills and 
in a residual context within other trench 6 features. 

Although only a shon section of the ditch W3.'l revealed, it appears to be On a similar alignment to the 
later Roman ditches in this area, perhaps suggesting snggesting a measure of continuity in the fonn of 
land division_ A similar, although perhaps more convincing relationship between fcatures of Iron Age 
and Roman date W3.'l observed at the Bumpy Lane site to the north, 
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PERIOD 9 Romano-British (fig.19) 
Over sixty Romano British features were found on the site in trenches I. 3, 4, and 6, Although in 
aetall It is difficult to create links between the isolated trenches the majority of the ditches share a 
common alignment, approximately that of the brook to the south (see also Bunlpy lane above ), It is 
likely that a substantial Roman settlement, perhaps similar in form to that at Eastcotts, lies beneath 
the earthworks of the later medieval village. 

Trench I 
At the north end of trench I there are five linear features running NE - SW across the trench. These 
were between 2,5 and 4,3m. wide with steeply sloping or undercutting sides and flattish bases, they 
were spaced very regularly with a thin strip ofnatnral gravel less than Q,5m, wide separating each 
feature; they certainly extended beyond the trench limits, On excavation, a small amount of C4th 
Romano-British pottery was recovered from the fills, 

It is difficult to explain such regular cuts in terms of a boundary, especially in the light of the more 
convincing boundary ditch, (AI7), this was reent on a number of occasions but within it's established 
line, It has been suggested that these are in fact linear gravel quarries dug in an organised sequence 
across the area, Similar organised gravel winning has been noted before in London on the Royal Mint 
site (D, Hawkins pers comm) and in a post-medieval context at TaUenhoe in Milton Keynes (Ivens et 
ai I995), During our excavation, groundwater had to be constantly pumped away as the site at this 
point is within the floodplain of the brook. Also the sides of these fealures were very unstable and 
frequently collapsed, !fthese conditions pertained when the features were originally excavated this 
may suggest that the thin strip of gravel separating each quarry �as left to temporarily contTol 
groundwater. 

These features may just be a sequence of drainage ditches dug in quite rapid succession to avoid the 
problem of quickly collapsing sides, but they are different in character to a ditch (AI7) that provides a 
southern boundary. This ditch has been rc-cut three times, whereas the possible quarries arc all single 
phase features. 

Trenches 3 and 4 
A small number ofRomano British pits and ditches in trenches 3 (LlO) and 4. (L6) were noted, These 
cannot be closdy dated but are almost certainly part of the more extensive system revealed in trench 6 

Treneh 6 
Boundaries 
In trench 6 the main landscape feature is a repeating pattern of ditches aligned NE-SW and NW-SE 
(approximately perpendicular to the brook and similar to that of the laler medieval earthworks) which 
divides the area into small square or reetangular plots, Elements of the system have been re-cut and 
re-established at different times, with further subdivision of some plots. AI tile north end of the trench 
a NW - SE fence line of post-holes (A 27) with clay and limestone packing, forms a subdivision of the 
system or perhaps a structure. 
What may be the northern boundary to Romano-British activity was seen at the extreme north cnd of 
trench G. (A29), although tlli. wa. sigllilkHlllly out of aligrullcnt with all other feamres, 
Settlement 
A number of Romano British features post-date the field system as they arc cut through the silted up 
ditches. There is a post-hole structure (A 42) consisting of nine post-holes divided roughly into two N 
- S lines 3 metres apart. The plan is however quite irregular and tile nalure of this structure is unclear. 

There are also scattered small pits and short sections of drainage gullies, perhaps representing later 
activity peripheral to the main focns of settlement. 
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PERIOD 13 Medieval (fig.19) 
Fifteen features can be firmly dated to this period. Problems of interpretation exist, similar to those 
encountered with the Romano British material, res\llt.ing from the narrowness of the trenches. An 
additional, and surprising, brake to interpretation was the relative paucity of remains. Although the 
excavation trenches are located in an area of substantial earth works, medieval features were only 
found in trenches 4, 6 and the nluch smaller trial trench excavated in 1992. 

Pha,e 1 Cllth-C13th 
Trench 4 
This produced an interesting sequence; a pit and two ditches containing 12th - 13th cemury pottery 

represent the earliest medieval activity, although a sequence of five small undated ditches nmning E -
W across the trench were ent through by Phase 2 ditch and may al.o belong to this period. 

Trench 6 
The trial trench prodnced two large ditches and a large pit containing 12th - 13th century pottery, 
from a small area. In contrast, trench 6. the largest single area of excavation, located approximately 
10 - 15 metres to the west of this produced relatively scattered evidence. There was a pit and a gnIly, 
and more interestingly, a large ditch, re-cut twice, that appeared to correspond to a series of dumped 
soil layers forming one of the prominent earthworks in the field. The ditch (assoc. group 3 1 )  was 
actually entting the outer layers of the hank, suggesting that it was either a later addition or that it was 

re-establishing an earlier, similar feature_ This ditch and bank form a boundary between an area with 
pits, ditches and gullies (in trench 6 and the trial trench) to the south and an area covered by the north 
end oftrcnch 6 that plans of the earthworks show was given Over to ridge and furrow cultivation. 
Remnants of furrows (landscape group I) were found in this area but no other medieval features_ 

Phase 2 C13th -Cl5th 
Trench 4 
These features were sealed by a worm-sorted, naturally developed soil layer 100 - 250 mm. deep 
which conld have formed under arable or pasture conditions, in a relatively short period of time; 
Rkhard McPhail suggests I 00 ye.�t5. The pottery from excavated sections of this layer includes 
Roman and 12th - 15th century medieval material. The layer (landscape group 15) represents a late 
medieval ploughsoil that has incorporated finds from Roman and earlier medieval features below it as 
a resnlt of plough disturbance_ 

The soil layer is in turn sealed by a cobbled trdckway, 3.6 metres wide running NW - SE across the 
trench. This consiSted of a lOO - 200 mm. layer of rounded pebbles up to 100 lIIlII. diameter (which 
were probably collected from the nearby Elstow Brook) overlain in places by patches of gravel laid 
down to repair and level the surface. medieval pottery, the latest dating to the 15th. century was 
recovered from the trackway. 

These features illustrate changing use of this part of the shrunken medieval village. During the 12th -
13th ceoturics there was some settlement activity represented by pits and ditches. The area then 
perhaps became more outlying from the main settlement, was used for cultivation and was ploughed_ 
The trackway is constructed in the late medieval period as a result of some other changes in the 
villages structure. 

PERIOD 14 Post-medieval to Modern (fig. 19) 
There are 21 features ofa post-medieval date. These are concentrated OIlIinly in trenches 1, 2 and 3 
with a small amount located in the 1992 trial trench. 

In the trial trench, one isolated pit contained 17th - 18th century pottery. A group of five post-holes 
(assoc_ group 57) in close proxintity to this, that do not make any discernible structure, may also be of 
this date, as one contained fragments of medieval or post-mediCVal roof tile. 

The area to the west of the A600 in trenches 2 and 3 was used for rubbish dumping in the post­
medieval period as there is one pit (assoc_ group 6) containing 14th - 16th century material and small 
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groups of pits containing 16th - 17th century material (.ssoc. group 3) and 18th - 19th century 
material (assoc. group 2). 

In trench 1 there arc two 1 9th century ditches and several modem features which may be related to 
activity associated with the house adjacent to the excavation. 

PERIOD 15 Unphased groups 
Undated settlement features, probably either Roman or medieval in origin. 
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Factual data 

Quantification of material 

A total of fifty registered artefacts was recovered during excavation. The non-ceramic bulk 
assemblage comprised deven nails, six samples of slag (total weight 1 5 l 9g) and twelve flint artefacts 
(including 2 registered finds). 

Provenance 

Twenty-four artefacts (32%) within this assemblage are typologically datable Preliminary 
examination of the material indicates a date range spanning the Mesolithic to the 19th cenrnry, and 
includes: 

a small assemblage (12 pieces) of Mesolithic to Bronze Age flint. 
a small Roman "ssemblage (6 artefacts) spamting the late I SI to the 4th centuries. 
a small medieval and post-medieval assemblage (2 and 3 artefacts respectively) dating from the 
early 13th to the 17th centuries, 
a coin of George III dating to the 19th cenTUry, 

These objects are briefly catalogued below, 

Table 107 IJatabl' registeredrUlds, by chrollologicalperiod. 
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\" i4 ., .. , 773 . ... · •. ·.· . • •. ·Tc;�,��iil,(y.�ij"0.i.�i" ,,,," " " '·" " '·" " ." " ' ··.· " 'I'i}i>�' .. ··························l I i's" ,',", , : 79 I L9!1 1>�I)<)�1t I;'f 'keyltole' t e : late 1st centu 

Quantities of artefacl recovered by Context Types are presented below, Artefacts recovered from 
external cultivation were colleaed using a metal detectUl. 
Table 108 R"gi .. t." d and bu/kjlnds by Feature type. 
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Phasing and date range 

Tabk 109 Registered and JJulkjinds by period omlla"docape gtoap 

: peri�d TL�;;:d���pe . Description i Registered artefact. TMetai���ki�g I F� · ; Fii;;:i ' 
9

·
· .. T·:i·· gro .. I1 ······· : R::B·���i��;,res l Ci; ��i�:·b�;;;;;;h&··i�cciag ; · A��

·
!:i·�· .. ·· · .. .. .Lf"oiIS i �

·
"" ... · .... 

i Quem frag, Ves. glass 

9 L5 TR:-s sculement ! �;�:::�!�t�e�;;:;d �bi': · . . " 1  - " 
:' 9 ; 7 " Tii'settlement i Flj'�i'p;e;.c,;r, 'caroj�, ( : · ·T :· 
·9········ · · · L I9 ... ··· · .. • • • • • • • • • • • ·r.Rjl!;(lttI����� j •.• ��;;�

fr
�g . ..... " . . •.• • • • • • !.F:�.�i� �42g . . . . . ... . ... ... j .� ................... . 

] ]  : 2 ; Med settlement i Vess glass x2, " 'j" Reto;'�h� ' 
. . i Fe unid x2 I flake xl 

ii ! 9 ; TrackwaY rCa ring & sirapfitti�g ; 2 . 'l � 

:�······· · j
·
{� ······· ······ · · · · · · · · · · · · : t�� �:t:::�tf !·.�.;;�;bj··.·.·.·.·

· ·
·
·
·
· ·  

...... : .� .. . . . . . . . . ·.···.·.·.·.·· ··
·
·;·X

·
···· J·�a�t� ············ ·

·
� 

13 ····
··
· ; · Agri�i�r�i········· i· ca·

��i·�··b·��kie: sh�i·& ····
'··F�··si�g·�4ii9g ··· ," 2 ··"··· ,·!·,,�i�t0i:"···j 

f soil I strip, Pb waste, i Waste ; 

............. . . ,,,,;,,,., 14 i 8 

! Window glass i. flake xl I Fe Buckle, strip, pivot & ; i spadeshoe, Fe Unid obj 1 i x4 L  . l p-M�d �ct;vity T C;,:i.;m;:ie: ... · .. · I Fc slag x92g ! -I Fe knife & linin nhi I 

.. "'� 
14 .. ii - ci6th'act;;i'iY ! Ca cC;ili; " 'w , ' T Fe �iag'�976gW 'r 3 - : Bn�tii;�i' j 

14 ' 1'1 '[' TOPSOil i iii�t!��:;cr: ca �;�: . " ........ " ' + + �l��'�2: ' 
; i Quem frags x3, i Waste 

: T;r � � · .i . . ��............. .. :. t¥���r.nI@Y�tX .. ! .�b����" . . ............... . ...... .. . ···; · ........... : . .  ·: .T? .......... J:;�=.�.3.:.J 
Thirty-two percent of the registeted finds (16 artefacts) have bcen assigoed to the Roman period, 
while the remainder (34 artefacts) have been phased to medieval and later periods. The majority of 
bulk finds have been phased, by association, to groups within the later periods. 

The presence of both residual and intrusive elements is evident within the assemblage. Residuality is 
not unexpected, given the length of occupation of the site. Among the datable registered finds, a 
Roman coin of the 3rd century is residual within layer [414], period 13, while post-medieval material 
is inlmsive within onc feature of Roman and onc of early medieval date. 

Four fragments of vessel glass and one fragment of window glass were recovered from two contexts 
within period 9. Only one of these fragments (Rf20) is of Roman date (mid-late 4th century). The 
other (Rf39) is a post-medieval apothecaries bottle base and is intrusive. The remaining fragments 
are post-medieval. The glass was examined by H. Cool. 
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Thc flint teols and debitage, which range in date from the Mesolithic to the early bronze age, foml a 
residual element in both Roman and medieval/post-medieval periods. Two pieces display 

Residual and intrusive elements do not appear to be concentrated within any particular trench or area 
of the site. 

The metalworking residues represent the debris from iron smithing activity. The slag is not 
concentrated within any one area of the sile, bUl has been randomly rcdeposilcd with other material 
within rubbish pits and ditches. 

Range and varietv 
Artefacts were hand-collected from 50% sampled contexts, as outlined in section 3.4 of the project 
design specification (Baker and Dawson 1993b). Supervised metal detecting accounted for over 40% 
of the registered finds, and although improving the range of recovery of metal objects, is likely to have 
biased the overall composition of the artefact assemblage in their favour (table 1 10). 

Tabk 110 Quantiti .. of registered ut.fltet by male,ial 

' ... M.a��.��.I . .. . . . . . ...... ............. . . .......... .... . . . !.QII":lllity ........ . I .Pc�""t .. g� , Iron i 2 1  42.0 [· ·c:�pp�,: aiioy (i;,�i. ��i��L rj� · ' 26.0
' 

: .��tlIle�d alloys . 1 2 l 4.0 L�t()Il�.(��I· .. nillt) . ............... .) 6 ................. , 12.° . . . . , i Flint i 2 4.0 
l.gi�ss.(�s�i·���d,;�5 · .·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.· T .�··.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.· •. · · .. · [ 10.0 •. · · ·  ........... , 
Lg�!���!!i�w . . . .. . ..................... 1 .l .. . . ..... . .................... ; 2.0 ....................... . : 
LI9!# . . .. .. . . .. .... : .. �.(l. . . .. .... : . . . ��(l.'.(l ...................... . 

All non-ceramic material (registered and bulk finds) has been assigned to 23 simple name groups 
(table I l l), in accordance with the Bedfordshire Artefact Typology. These have been allocated 
functional categories (table 1 12). 

Tabk 111 Simple nam .. and quantiti .. p, .. eIU at Har,owd.1I [ 'si;:;;pi� N�;:;;� Q;;-�;;tity"······· .. ··· ··· ···h;;�·ii�;;�i· ·c�t�g�ry·· · 

!. �.;:o,?c.F.: . .•.. : .. : __ 
. .  
' ..... •.. •...

.
....•... •... . : .

.
..... •..• · (.r ............ 

·.·(�.� ·
��I�:!!l

. ·ii : 1 .. l>U.���. . ., 3 .l . . . .12 ] 

!��i�PjP� . . . .. . I! j .... . . . . . . · · · · · · · · · · ······ · ···· · · · · · · I ! 
i j. ' , fermi;; I 1 : ) )  f::::��.�i��� .. �J ........ : .• : .•.•........ :.:.· .•. · ... · .. ·······.l.rr·········· · ·······:·· ···:···:· · · · · ······

.
·
.
· \1

, 
I, lacetag _ . , . . . . • . • .  w .  .' ... l w . . .  ." '.' . .  _w . . . . . .  ." ... .. . I� J 1 .. �·il.S .. . . . . . 

.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.. 
1
.·.·.
:
.·.·.·.1 ... ·.·.·.·.·.·. · · · · · · ·

" ' 1; : 
!" P����F ... _ .. _ .... t..... ....................... . ..... , .... � , nivot I : . . . 2 . .  i, '1--"-----·--·--·--· . ... . . . . . .. . .. . . , . .. .. . . .. .. 

.. ,q�.��.,.,.,... ." ,.,�w.w.?" . ...l,.,." .W.''"'M .'.w.w.w.'�'.w� • .w.'M',"," ,� .•. ,� 
i, ... �1l1L . . . i . .  . ...... ........... 1 , 16 , 

� ............. -.. -..... � 

i.�ra��{flj�tL L . .U __ . .'.� ... : 
L��"�L. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  : . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . ....... 1 :  ... ... ... . . . . . . . .... . . . .... .. . . . . . . . ..... . ... 16 ; 
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1 , 4 , i" ,�.'P.l.� ..... �� .. �� . . . . .  ,\ . . . . . . . . . . .................. . . . . . . . . . . .  " ., , ,  ... ," ..... ............... ................... " . ' ' '  ..... � 
i s!rap�,l1;i,tlg ' ''''''' '''' ' ' ' ' ' U '''''''''''''' ' i� ! 
I strip i ( i ) ' }! , , '  " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " 3 ; i vcss,e" " ,!tass, " " " "  , : , le ( b) 2 ; 4 : p\:!\S, ,, "p' " '" " "" " " ''''''-- ------ -- -i - ___ __ _ """', i whetstone 1 ; 5 ; i 'ii�d�w-giiis� ;' ''''' ' ' ' - i : ''' ' ' ' ' ' ' '' ' ' - - - - ''''i''1 
: wire " " ' - 11" " - 16 :  l_" " " " " " ,,", .. ,,,,,_,, -"-- ,,,,"-"'" , ' " ,,",,""',, '''_''''''_'''''''''' 
Table 112 tim<1/onal categorie. 

.W.W.'�'.;-".'. .'.W.' • .w�' • •  '� .... • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  • •  • •  ' •• W.'�'.W.WNU.W.'� • •  " ••••••• ••••••• '.'" __ '; 
l"-�r��;0f:gs -" " " " " ,,,', , -,'_-,'_',',-,-_ '," _' _' " ' " ' " t���,,,���I,�,d.�" '," " -,��-I,�,,�i,�,�:,,-'--" '" " " " : '- :- --" " " " .. " " -.

,

,,,1 
- 2, F!lst�nin,gs � �i�tins� : } " , LJ:'ai1S{11L ,, _ _ ! 
: �: ����o:��ist1)' _ " , , , : j ': :_ :_]"$Wij����p�?��:�""��"" " , : 

5, Multipmpose blades &- -- -- -- -- -- -T'2'" 
! sIJa"y�,t���s """ , ,',',',',' __ ', __ " _, __ , __ " " " , , ,  " " ", .. ,_" ___ ,_" _" ' __ " , ,,,,, .. , 6' <:'?nlIIl�rc" ,, , _ : 4 ,,. , , , , ,, , , - "", " __ ,_8:_,J:'�sg.nl,�� " __ , __ , __ , __ , __ , _  ,-,--,,,,,,, . , , , , , , . , , , , , , , , 1 ,__ ••• 

-." " " " " " " :" ,Gi;.ipipe (ii..lr.�����!S)_ ' __ ' __ ' _______ ' _, 
10, P..gric\llt\lr� , i l ,  " " ' , '  " _" __ " '  __ , __ , __ ,_,_, __ , __ ,_" " "  '" " " ' ," ' : 
12. Personal adornment & : 6 : - i _Ar.c.�� Ji1;l\1I8s _ . .  ""."." """ ' _ __ . .".".""""",,', _ " " _ "',,.,,' ""'''' _..i 

,,15, ,J:'rehist"ri,c, '" .1" , '_" " " ' " " "  '" ,_, i [)�jJit�ge {lO) ,--, ,--'" ,--,-----, " -'--'-" " " " "  " i  
16. Wide variety or unknown 20 i '", __ , __ , __ ,fiIllcti9.�. "" . .  " """'" """ ..... ".,;" "" "' ... "."". ' ''''''' i 

Condition 

Twenty-three registered artefacts (2 1 of iron and 2 of copper alloy), and 7 iron nails were selected by 
the Artefacts Manager and submitted to the conservator (A Tribe) for assessment. Although not 
examined by the Conservator, the remaining registered artefacts were believed to be stable and in fair 
to good condition_ The condition of the finds was assessed by visual examination with the aid ofa 
stereo microscope and by x-radiography, 

Iron nems 
All ohhe iron items were x-radiographed (UCL X-RAY NOS: EH0280-EH0282). Most of these were 
in fair condition, with a few showing signs of extensive mineralisation. The standard orange-brown, 
brown and dark grey corrosion products predominated, Very few items bnre traces either of 
carbonised wood among the soil and corrosion products covering them, or of mineral preserved 
utganic material. Traces Of wOOd or plant nJatter were present on two items, one of which (RP 35) 
also bnre traces of possible mineral preserved leather_ Three of the iron registered finds submitted for 
x-radiography were found to be nails, 

Copper Alloy Items 
The two artefacts received for assessment were a buckle (RF 6) and a coin (RP 14). These were both 
x-radiographed (UC!.. X-RAY NO: EH0283), The buckle was in fair condition, with a green patina 
present in some areas, but the coin was in veI}' poor condition, distorted and with a dark purple-brown 
surface upon which some detail could be observed, X-radiography was particularly useful in revealing 
the extent of surface decoration present on the buckle, 
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2.6.3 CERAMICS 

Factual Data 

Quantification of material 

Pottery 
The pottery was recorded by fabric type and fonn. Qlmntification was by sherd and vessel count, rim 
percentage and weight. This information was subsequently computerised to facilitate data 
manipulation. A total of 1 196 sherds was recorded, representing 921 vessels, weighing 21 507g. 
Unless stated, all quantitative statements and tables in this assessment are based on sherd count. 

Building material 
A total of94 fragments of lile and brick, weighing 8989g was recovered. The majority of these 
fragments (52%) was recognisably Roman in date, while a further 39% were of medievaVpost­
medieval origin. The remaining 9% were too fragmentary to be diagnostic and could not be assigned 
to any period. 

A total of 75 fragments of daub and fired clay was recovered, weighing 3648g. 

Pr(}venance 

� 
Table 1 \3 below shows tile relative quantities of pottery recovered from the different rearnre types on 
site. The figures are expressed as a sherd count and as a percentage of the total. 

Tfib14 11.1: QUtmtity (If pottery from variOlL1 frutuu typu, by 51'�Td 
l .. <::()II��"t..typ'�.... 

. . . ..... www ' · 

. • • • • • •  ! ... �����.�.���(: :.:I:O/';:!.��! . :  
: Dit�.��..... . . . .. . .... . . . . . . . . .. . ... ........... + ............. ................. �i!.)..... . ��,'-' l 
; .. � ��.. ..... .. ... .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...................... . . . . ............... o" ... : ............... . � ... � . . ! 
LEE�I.�ltiy�ti.?�JP!?!Igilso.il) . ........ " "  . .  42l . !. . . .  3�.O'li i .. ��a:a;;;�� .. �4d.Il111Ps · .. .... t...... · · .l34 i . .. .... JP 
[·N�.n;;:;;I·d�P9�;� (t�.·��i�i·�i�j· · . l ·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·. ··.·.·· .·············kt··· ·· · �:� 1 j Total 11  96 i 100% I 
I ............ _.,. . .............. ,..... .'.'.'.w.w� ...... '� ••• ' • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  _,.,_" _.' .... " .... ,.,',.,' ................ � ...... , •• , •••• , 

The majority (53.2%) of the assemblage derived from cut fearnres (predominantly ditches and pits) 
generally regarded as those contexts likely to yield the most meaningful information. External layers 
and dumps (11.3%) would have been in use over an extended period of time and consequently, are 
susceptible to contamination. The material recovered from ploughsoil (35.0%) has been scanned for 
new fabrics or fonns of intrinsic interest, but will not be incorporated into the full analysis of the 
ceramics. 

The recQvery of sizeable sherds, which are largely unabraded, suggests tliat the pottery was not subject 
to the usual processes that lead to fragmentation and abrasion. Limitations imposed by the 50% 
excavation and sampling policy, however, have reduced the nmnber of full or reconstructable profiles 
obtained and conclusions drawn must be based largely on infonnation gained solely from rim sherds. 
The policy oftrenciling as opposed to open area excavation also reduces the likelihood of identifiring 
distinct and separate areas ofaclivity, such as kitchens or storage areas on the site as a whOle. 
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Table 114: A.f .•• mbl4ge rompo.f/ri.n by period and sherd COUltt 
: ':;; ; :� ' " ' ' '' ' '  . .  . . .  . . . . . .. . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . 
..... ... . .. . . . . ........ .. ... . . . . . . . .  i .. . . . . . . . . . .. ... .Y! .. � •• � •. U.'.. .. /� . ... � .�!.�.� ..... ) 
L ��.I�Ir,,� Age. ., . . . . . . . . . . . . ..... ·····················. ·6· 

.
. 
5�.21 .. _.! . • . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 ... 43 .•.. 54 '.: : ,���,� ......... ,"' ''' ' ' ' ' , .. ;. ...................... ... , 

: Medieval i · · ...... i94· ·r·· )�,� : Lato med;;;;;" " !' 177 ! 14.8 ' 
: p;'�i:;;;.;diWii' ..... . " i ' ww . . .. ..

.
. . . . . . . . . .  _ .  .. . 8 ir; .. . 

.
.
.
. . . . .7 ... � .. i , Mode;:;; .. .... 

· j· · ·  .. · ·  ...... · 44·; 3.7 i 
[" Total 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

·.
·.·.·.·.·.·

.
··.· ········.··01·· · ................. · .. ·.

·.·.· . . . ·· . .  ·.·.·.··Xi?�.·.T.· .. ·.· · .. . jii.iiA.·; 

PQttery 
The ceramic assemblage dates from the late Iron Alle to the post-medieval periods. Lack of detailed 
vertical Slratigraphy at Harrowden meant that there was little direct relative dating evidence from the 
site. The date ranges assigned to the pottery types are based upon evidence published elsewhere. 
Contamination occurred to a high degree across thc site, particularly within trench 4, (period 13), 
where medieval plough distuIbance and subsequent worm-sorting caused a mixed horizon which 
contained substantial quantities of both Roman and late medieval pottery (table 115). 

i'eriod 7: Late Iron Age 
The majority of the late Iron Age pottery appears to be residual, occurring in later periods, although it 
is possible that these later forms may have a longer currency than suspected. Boundary ditch [695] 
within trench 6, was the only feature to contain solely Iron Age pottery (2 sherds). Other features 
within this period contained intrusive pottery. Sherds assigned to this period constitute 1 .2% of the total assemblage. 

Period 9: Romano-Brilish 

This period contains 35.4% of the pottery recovered from the site, the majority of which derived from 
a sequence of ditched boundaries within trench I and a network of enclosures and cut features within 
trench 6. The greatest concentration of ceramics falls within the early Roman period, although the 
most numerous sherds are grey wares and shelly wares, which span the whole Roman period. Sherds 
of 3rd-4th century vessels are present, but only in small quantities. Although occurring in smaller 
amounts, the Roman ceramics from Harrowden are similar in character to those recovered from 
Eastcotts and may imply a continuation or spread of settlement. 
Twenty-six residual late Iron Age sherds were present within this phase, as were five intnlSive post­
medieval/mOdem sherds. 

Period /3: Medieval 
This phase contains 46% of the total pottery assemblage. A high incidence of residuality occurs, with 
41 % of the 552 sherds recovered being attributable to the Roman period. The bulk of the medieval 
pottery dates to the 12th and 13th centuries, although the ceramic sequence is continuous through to 
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the 14t11 -15th centuries. In the early medieval period, shelly wares predominate, while in the later 
period, late medieval reduced sandy wares are prevalent 

Three sherds of modem pottery are intrusive in this phase. 

Period /4: Post-medieval to modern 
Seventeen percent of the lotal pottery assemblage was contained within this phase, recovered from 
rubbish pits concentrated mainly within trenches I, 2 and 3. Of the 201 sherds assigned \.0 this 
period, 38% were redeposited, being mainly late medieval and Roman in date, 

Cross Context joins 
The assemblage was examined for cross--contexts; in total only seven were recorded. or these, one is 
between different layers within the same feature and is consequently not significant for the phasing of the site. The remainder are across different features: ditches [202], [2081 and layer (329); ditch [3(2) 
and layer (329); pit [205) and layer (329); layers (428) and (429); ditch [4301 and layer (429), (two 
examples). Not all of the cross-contexts joined physically; the vessels are, however, sufficiently 
distinctive in form, fabric, surface finish, manufacture and evidence of use for links to be made. The 
significance of these cross--contexts, taking all possible depositional processes into consideration, will 
be determined during discussion with the structural analyst al the analysis stage. 

Building Material 
Quantities of building material and the feature types from which they were recovered are tabulated 
below. 

Table 116: Quanli(v 0/ Building mllltrial/rom different/emu" type .. 

, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , · · · · 1 
i .�!:;!!�t��t typCl : Sherd count r� :r!!.t!':t . 
i Ditches . 49 i 52. 1 I rp;i�""· "" , ,,,, ,,,,,i,,' i6 ' 17  0 i 
l" E:;;t�rIl:l1.4�p� ," " " " " " "

'
·"
'
·· " "  .. . l ............... I{';.. " " " ' ''14:'9''1 

l ,J:;:��rIlal.c:tIltiy�.tig�Jpl,O!!ghS9!1) 1 . 9 ' .Y, �j 
:"���J:II,�I �1Jrfaces , ,,.,,"""" ' . 4 ' , 1,,2 ! ; Structural cuts I ' ... .. .. .. .. . 1 __ .'--: � ..... -... " .".

"
.'
''
' ' ' ' '.' '  .. ... ... ... .. - ... ... .. ...... , .. " " ... ..... ';" "' ... 

" "
.''' '.' ''' .. ...... ... .,.. 

i }'al1lraI �P9�it� (tr� h()les �tc.) ! ), i, . . . . . 1) :  
:,I�t,al...... . . .' " . , . ' ''' � . .. ... ... ...... ... .... . _ _ . . . . .. ?�.L.,." .. , .JQ,�,.O .i 

Quantities and types ofbuilding material recovered from the sito are tabulated below by period. 

Tabl. 117: Building mlll"ial by per/od. 

Daub and fired clay 
Quantities of daub and fired clay and the feature types from which they were recovered are tabulated 
below. 
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rll1>le 1l8: Quantity ofdauh andfi,.d ""'y, from differentfeamre type., . 

.. r" . ............ . . .... . . . . . . . . . . . ... . 

: Ditch��" '''' 
. . . . . . . . ' '7ii i 

� .............. , " ., .. ". " ,  . . . .  , . . . . . . . . ................................. ,.. .  , , , . . . .  , .. � , . .  

, Pits 3 4% l ��i��;;}'�i#y�;!�� (iii(,�iih�;i) " " " " " " '" . . .. ·.· .. ·.·.·.·.·.·.· 2 } .·.······· · · ··· ······ 3'1.· , Total 
... ..... ... . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 . . 5 . . .... :... 

100% ; ......... .w............ .............. . . . . . . . . . .  .. . . . . .. . . . .  . .. 

Most oflhe fired clay (52%) derives from the fill of ditch [618), within trench 6, and comprises 
substantial pieces, which may represent kiln furniture. The remaining pieces are very fragmentary 
and abraded. No material was recovered from structural contexts. 

Seventy-three percent of the assemblage has been dated, by association, to the Roman period (period 
Y). Ufthis total, the majority (71%) was concentrated within ditch fill [6 181, with a large pottery 
assemblage of Roman date. 

Range and Variety 

Pottery Type Series 
Fabrics types are listed below in chronological order The type marked with one asterisk is known 
from Milton Keynes (fabric 40a, Mamey 1989), but is new to the Bedfordshire Pottery Type Series. 

LATE IRON A GH 
Fm 
FOS 
F06B 
FOGC 
FOR 
ROMAN 
R 
. 

R03A 
R03B 
R07B 
R07C 
Rl8 
RI9 
ROSA 
R06 
ROGA 
R06B 
R06C 
R06D 
R06E 
R34 • 
Rl7 
Rl3 
RI2B 
RH 
RIIA 
RHD 
RllE 
RI IF 

TOTAL 41 
Grog and sand 9 
Grog and shell 20 
Grog tempered (medium) 3 
Grog tempered (coarse) 8 
Shell and grog 

TOTAL 652 
?Roman 9 
��"'� .. < 
Fine whiteware 2 
Gritty whiteware 7 
Sandy blackware 53 
Gritty blackware 14 
Pink gritty 2 
Amphora 6 
Orange sandy 35 
Greyware 20 
Greyware (Nene Valley) 4 
Greyware (coarse) 62 
Greyware (fine) 95 Oreywar� (lllicac"ullS) 7 
Greyware (calcareous) 102 
Cream/orange ware I 
Smooth orange 2 
Shelly 209 
Nene Valley colour coat 9 
Oxford redware 8 
Oxford whiteware I 
Oxford colour coat 
Oxford mortaria (white) 
Oxford mortaria (red) 
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MEDIE'V�[, TOTAl. 194 
BOl St Ncots type 2 
DVIL :>l l"OOIS 'Ype (orange) I 
C Mise, medicval sandy 8 
COl Light orange sandy 60 
C59A Early medieval hand-made 8 
C59B Early medieval sandy harsh 7 
B07 Medieval shelly (developed St 92 

Neots type) 
C60 Grcyware ('/Hertfordshire) 3 
C70 Gritty 1 
C12A Developed Stamford 1 
C05 Medieval sandy (red margins) 4 
C04 Medieval sandy (Bedford type) 2 
C07 Medieval sandy (oxidised) 5 

LA TE MEDIEVAL TOTAL 1 77 
C09 BrillfBoarstall type (fine) 5 
CIO Potterspury type 9 
EOl Late medieval reduced 141 
E02 Orange ware 22 

POST-MEDJl;'!::.AL 10TAI, 88 
P Misc. ?Early post-medieval 19 
P23 Raeren 5 
Pl4 Blackwarc 3 1  
POl Glazed earthenware 1 
P30 Staffordshire slipware 12 
P33 Tinrglazcd 10 
P l 9  Speckled glazed ware 2 
P37 White salt-glazed 2 
P36A Brown salt-glazed stoneware 1 
P36B Nottingham stoneware 4 

MODERN TOTAL 44 

Iron Age 
Only two forms of jar are distinguishable within the Iron Age assemblage, Storage jars and lid-seated 

jars are well attested forrru; recovered from sites such as Stagsden and Warren Villas (BCAS in prep). 

Decoration on Iron Age pottery was restricted to one sherd which displayed coarse vertical combing, 

Bll!!lru! 
Thirty-five percent of Roman ceramics have recognisable forms (table 1 19), 

Table 119: Ro",,,,, forms. 
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Bcakers 
P9Ppy:hSld .beakers 
Monaria 

"ji 0.8 
2 ' 0.4 

flag(l,��" " . 
, , ' , , . . ............................. � . . . . ......................... � 

. """ "' " ' ' ' '  I ' 0.2 i 
446 64.4 Undiagnostic. �O(\Y ,8hcTd� 

TOTAL 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  �. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  , . , 693 : . l�g,� j 

Jars and bowls constitute the majority (91 %) of the diagnostic vessels, Less cOmmon forms are 
represented by single examples only, Sherds with recognisable fonns constitute 36% of the total 
assemblage, while the remainder comprises unrecognisable base or body sherds, The utilitarian forms 
represented, coupled with the small amount (6%) of imponed wares, are indicative of a domestic 
assemblage whose status was not high, Among the locally manufactured pottery, shelHempered 
vessels arc the most numerous, constituting 32% of the Roman assemblage, Recognisable fonns arc 
similar to vessels produced at kilns in Harrold (Brown 1 994), although detailed comparison of the 
material will be necessa,ry to confinn this, 

Decorative elements werc recorded on 5% of the total potterv assembla�e' the maioritv of sherds 
bearing decomtion being of Roman date (table 1 20), 

Tabl. 110: Deco,ation 0" Roma1! PO""y, by sherd 

' T5:I;; ur n;; . . . . . . .  

, ' I' . , .  '. r N;;;';b�; Of siie;'d8 , . . . . . . . . . . . .  ' . " , ,�ora I.
oll · · · · · · ·T · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · " " " 15 

i ... ��'��?���.�.���.��.l 
.

.
. 

g 
. .

.

.

.

. 

' 

.

.

. .

.

.

.
.

.
. 

'.'.'.!:,'.'.'." "'"'' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '  .� 
L 13l1rnislling 

. . . . .. 3 
i Burnished lattice 2 : 
LCor,don , . . 4) 
L �,�!1I!"t:ting ........................... , ,"" " " , .. , 6 '  
i P�illtillg . ..... . . . . ... . ... .. . . . . . . . . , \ i  
i SH d 3 '  .. PP" .. ... . j . .  ... . . .  . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  . . m .. ' l 1:"ta� . , , , , ,  .. L.................. 34 i 

On Roman vessels, evidence for the standard decorative elements of the period was noted, namely 
rilling or horizontal combing on the shelly wares and burnishing (often in a lattice pattern) on 
greywares, Slipping, painting and rouletting were noted on imponed finewares, 

imports 
The pottery has been divided into four provenance groups: 
• local - pottery from within the couoty 
• regional imports - pottery from neighbouring counties 
• national imports - pottery from further afield, but still within Britain 
• Continental imports - pottery from abroad 

Approximately 6% of the Roman ceramics from Harrowden are imports, These are detailed in table 
121 .  
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, " Tll,lll' . . . .  ,. , . . L9;joi4 j��i-taria (i�d) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 : 
c .  .. . .. ..... .... ....... . . . . J R03A : Fine whiteware ?:  
;." , . .  , .................................. , . , '  " " " ' l.�P3.,? " " ':" " " l, ·Q�\ty ,,.h!t�"'ar� . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , " ,., ' , .. ................... 7: 

" . R06A " , , : (Jrey\v�re(I'lctl�Y:a.ll�) ............ . , 4 ,] 
• . . . . . . . .  . .  . . LIl,1213 . . .  " . .  , ., : l-<etley�ll� colo,!r coal . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 : 

: TOTAL . .  -- . .  34 : 
C��tltitlctltal iIl1ports T Il,P I ,  " , .§aIlli� ,,, , ,, , ,, , , , } ,  
- '" ' '  , . . " " " " ,! . . . l"!QTM. ,,,,,,,,,,,,, ,,,, . . . . . . -". ' 

Medieval and later 
Forty-five percem of medieval and later ceramics have recogIlisable forms (table 122). 

Tabk 122: Med1<JVal and hIt., far".., 
: FOl'ms 
� .  , 

.·.·.·.·.· . •  w w . ·  . . • . . . . . . . . . . .  : .Q���iity- T,r���tag� . .. . 
, Bowls 63 i 18.5 : rja;:s i���k;�g'p�tsi .......... , .  ' ''''''' '' ' ' '3'9 i ii'ii" 

L Dishes 
.... ...... . ....... ................. , ,, : , : : : i9 ! ' "i;",�J 

:.J'!!I� . .............  , " '" " ,16 1 . �,9 .; 
L Gh�Il1:��.r, P9t� .  __ ",, ; "" " , .9 ; "" " ,,?: \l, . 

, Plates G i 2,0 : , . . . . . . ...... ... . . . . . .  � .................. .. " ' , .  l . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  � 

' Saucers 1 1  0 3 : 
: BOllles

· · · · -- · ' if 0'1 ' � . . . .  '" , .. , .,. - ............. " '" , " ,. . .....................•..... -j . .  , ..................... : =-.- .. � 
' .u:tl<Jj"-g��2�!:i�, �()dy �l!e�cis. " , , , """" '" 185 i ?�:,(),, ; 
: ,I()I;t\L .............. ... . , .. . , 339, T Jo�,\l : 

Bowls, jars, dishes andjugs constitule 89% of the recogmsable forms, Most other forms are 
represented by single examples only, Sherds whose form could be recogmsed constitute 46% of the 
total assemblage, while the remainder comprised ull(liagIlostic body or base sherds, It is possible that 
some of the glazed body sherds originated from jugs, However, as not all glazed vessels were jugs, 
glazed body sherds Ulldiagnostic of form have been regarded as deriving from urucCOgIliSed vessels. 

Decoration on medieval and later vessels was limited to glazing (jugs externally and bowls internally; 
26 sherds in total), while omy one sherd showed evidence of an applied thumbed strip. 

Imports 

Imported medieval 3lld later pottery constituled 29% of the assemblage. Table 123 details these 
imports in the provenance groups described for Roman imports. 
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Evidence for use !\,lroughout the phases 
A record of attributes including extent of abrasion, presence of residues, sooting or wear marks, 
repairs or secondary holes was made to provide an indication of the function of the pottery. Attribntes 
relating to llse were recorded on 7% of the total pottery assemblage, as follows: 

Attribute no 
.1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

Attribute type 
Internal sooling 
External sooling 
Base 500ting 
Lid 500ting 
External sooting (partial) 
Internal 500ting (p"rtial) 
InternaVexternal 500ting 
Residue 
Pitting (vessel interior) 

The following table quantifies these attriblltes by period (using the above coding). 

lilblt 114: AtJ,iblll .. , by PeTIOa. 

f Att�ibute �o T i : 2 T j : 4 : 5 : 6 : 7 T 8 : 9 : T�t�i 
r·.·.��;;,��·.·.· ..•• · .. ·•· . . ·.· t· .i]·.·3.1 . • · . · :. ·.r .. ·.·.i�·.·:.·.· l :l·.·.:.·.·.·.·.�·J. · 1···· ! · ···2·( ·i 1· 49" 1 

Med. & later : .  I . ' 1 5 :  3 '  · ·· �T· 18 · ·· ·· ···· 37 : � ............• """" " "" ''',,... . ... ··· ··0 . ·· ···:··· ··· ···,:,·,,"""!" ... .. .. ' l" ' ' ' ' ' ' '  .. i..... . ............... -< 

: Total ........... .............. U 3 .L. 1 ' }2 : 2� : .. . .? .L .. .1.J .. Z9 . .i 2 1  . . . . �� . .  : 

Sooling 
The detennination of 500ting pallerns is likely to be doubtful due to the incomplete nature of most of 
the pottery. Eleven percent of sherds have evidence of 5Ooting. This is more common on pottery 
dating to the Roman period, where twenty-two rim sherds from lid-seated cooking jars are sooted 
externally up to a distinct line, indicating where a lid would have been placed. No ceramic lids wcre 
recovered, however, suggesting the IIse of olher materials, such as wood, for this purpose. The 
majority of sooted sherds of both Roman and medieval and later date were 500lCd externally, 
indicating the use of vessels over a fire. Only two Roman sherds were sooted internally, suggesting 
the burning of contents within them, while onc vessel was 500ted over the breaks. This indicates the 
vessel was either broken over the fire, or that it was burnt after being discarded. 

Residues 
Internal residues were noted on twenty sherds (two Roman and eighteen of medieval and later date). 
Two sherds of Roman date show evidence of severely abraded or pitted internal surfaces, indicating 
that the contents were vigorously stirred or that vessels were used to contain acidic substances. 

Wear marks/repairs 

No wear marks were recorded and there was no evidence of vessels having been repaired. 

Spa//ing 
Fourteen sherds of Roman date showed evidence of spalling. It is possible thal this occurred during 
use, although it is most likely to have resulted during firing. 

Building Material 
Five fabric types were defined, primarily by main inclusion and fabric colour. They are, in order of 
prevalence: a) shelly b) orange sandy c) sand and calcareous inclusions d) grog and shell and e) 
yellow sandy. A record of attributes including extent of abrasion, presence of burning andlor mortar 
and the presence and shape of peg-holes was undertaken. 
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Table 125: F4b,ic types recovered by period 
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,
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,

', .. . . . ... • � r" 4:g'L . . 

......... ,}, i " " ,

,

' , . , " , .. , .. , 
s t  .. ' 

............... � . .  : . ... 4� 
1 : 9 , 1 : 7T � : 18 �-. . . • . . . • • .  ,-""'" ,,, ..  .j. .••.••.••••.•..•••• _, ..•.••. , •. , •. ;"'". , '" "". '" , .. " •. ,"' , .... , '" ""'" """",,,, �, ,  " ' "  LP�rlod l" ....... 

13 i 5 , 1 , 7 .. " " " , . " . } ! 29 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I, 
f 

i Total." .,." .. ,. .... ····· i� L ' " " " " 54 ': ' · · · · i 1 · 
. . . . . . . . . . . ... .  , .. , .. ,.1 . ., L ,  

"
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Daub and fired clay 
Three fabric types have been recognised and arc listed below in order of prevalence, 

Table 126: Daub andfu.d clay hy fabric type. 

l rj�b;:j� jyp;'· . .  
·" " " 'r 'i'i����� ;;.'i����".ts i··.·.·.·.· jI�'j�t�i") 

: Sandy " 56 : 75% : r:��i�,..;.;,��,�, · •. ·.· •. ·.· •.... ·. 1 .. .
' ,·,·· .. 

, .
. " · 'iQ :r: ,:,:: .·.·.)30!.j Lg�s�I,n!" , ' '''''''' ''''''' ' ' ,? .L " .}?'lt" . 

i IotaI 7� : ..... , .. , " , . ,WO% ! 

No particular distinction was 1I0ted between fabric types and the periods to which they were assigned, 
although fabrics with calcareous inclusions appear to be restricted to the Roman and earlier periods 
(table 127), The sample is, however, (00 small for any significant conclusions to be drawn, 
T4h1e 127: Danb and fired clay by period and/abric type � "ierlOd . .  _ 

. . .  r,���4i, : :+�;'],��i����· ; .rQ�g��i� ,�. ,L � .!�t�� 1 
l'?",,,,, , " . " .. , ..... L ��i'.J, " " " " ." " '·" '·" '·,,?, " : " jJ ." ... " " " ��'] 
: 13 

. 

15 i .. 2 : 17 ! 
. . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  " , , , ' . t, · . . . ........................... ;" " 

...................... '.� .. ' .. , .. ,,- ,., , " ... � 

l ,!�t'!! _ . . .  , ��, L .. .. , .. .. ..  "" W : . .  _ _  � : _ .
.
. . . . .?�J 

A number offragments recovered from feature [618] retain surfaces, and bear organic/grain 
impressions, although no wattle impressions survived. Among those retaining finished surfaces (9 
fragments). it was possible in some cases, to distinguish between the oxidised wall face and reduced 
reverse. 
Material from ditch [6 18] comprises 38 sizeable fragments, 10 of which have roughly finished edges, 
ill harsh, hard-fired sandy fabric, crudely made into flat. circular 'plates'. Although crudely made, 
some containing coarse flint inclusions of approximately 2,Ocm in size. the clay is well fired almost to 
the appearance of pot fabric. The discs range in thickness from U-O,5cm. although the extent of 
fragmentation makes it impossible to estimate diameter, Only two fragments could bc physically jOined. However. comparison of fabric, surface finish, firing and colour Indicates there are at least four 
sepatale plates. Eight fragments are totally or partially oxidised. 

Evidence for function is tenuous; it is possible that the plates represent portable components in kiln 
floors. to be used either independently or in conjunction with kiln bars, or as spacers to separate tiers 
of pots within thc kiln, They are, however. more crudely manufactured than the 'standard' clay plates, 
which are often perforated and carefully finished. such as those recovered from the nearby Mile Road 
kilns ncar Elstow (Dring 1971). 

Fcature [618) also produced an anomalous clay fragment, approximately 2,5cm thick, weighing 443g 
and with an estimated diameter of 12,Ocm, The object has been carefully made, in well fired, fine 
sandy fabric and has smoothed, but abraded surfaces and a well defined edge, The object may be an 
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--I structUI"J I evidence for the latter on the site. 
---------

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
, 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
"I 
I 
I 
I 

Condition ofthe material 

Pottery 
TIle condition of the pottery is generally very good. Only 8% of the assemblage displayed signs of 
abrasion. and this waS restricted to ceramics of late Iron Age and Roman date. It was possible to 
determine whether wear was caused by use or by post-depositional processes. The fabrics were 
generally well-fired and, with the exception of the Roman shelly fabrics, there was little leaching out 
of inclusions. No further treatment is necessary. 

Building Material 
Although fragmentary, the building material survives in a generally good condition. Some of the tiles 
in sbelly fabric are abraded, which, in the absence of diagnostic forms, may Serve as an indicator of 
date. 

Daub and fired clay 
Fired clay from feature (6 18J is in very good condition, although fragmentary, while the remaining 36 
fragments are poor and abraded. 
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2.6.4 ANIMAL BONE 

Factual data 

Quantification and provenance of material 

Four boxes of bone were recovered from hand dug contexts, Five soil samples contained evidence for 
bone fragments and micro fauna. 

Table 128 Number of contexts containing bOIl. by petlod 

fP��i�d' �" w� ; No. of c��t;rt;-
1;; '.'.'.' .'.',.'.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·. ·.

·
.:,·.
·
.
·
.1 ········ ....... ,

' , .. , ' }" '" • • • • '.W.W.'�'.'�'.WN 

19 " ",, ; 40 
i .I} 1.5. """""""", 
L14 ) ,,15 . . . . . .................... 1 
\,1,5" " " "  .,.,.,.,. ww LJ .. , , .. ' .. ,,,, ,,,,,,,,,, ,, ,,,,, 

Range and varietv 

The three groups of bone from this site show changing predominant species, The Roman period has 
evidence for horse. cattle, pig, sheep goat and dog with cattle predominalll. The medieval period has 
the same species with the addition of chicken, with sheep/goat predominant. The post medieval has 
rabbit as an addition with a balance between cattle and sheep/goat. The siewd samples include rodent 
and amphibian. 
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2.6.5 MACROSCOPIC PLANT AND INVERTEBRATE REMAINS 
¥-"",.' , ""....... .. .... . . . 

Factual data 

Quantification. provenance and range o(material 

Somewhat unusual results were obtained from tlus site, with over 40 hazel nut shell fragments and much 
ook charcoal being fuund in a Roman post hOle. otherwise, only a little charcoal was recovered from Roman 
and post-medieval features. The medieval boundaIy ditch A3 1  (Sample 5) evidently once carried a stream or 
seasonally held floodwaters from the river because shells of the flowing water operculate gastropods Bithynia 
tentacu/ala andB. leachii arc present. 

Table 129 Charr.d Seeds (IIId Ch'!lf 

�" " ' '''.VJ''''''� '�'�'�" "" " " " ,'," ,',',',"","'.""."'."""""""" �"���"M��'�" '" ,�'·M�. " " " ,''''''''" '-'',,w,'',.,.,.'',.'W'''''�_�W''�M�WM�WM�'�''',''" "'-" " ,' " '," ','.'" 

I No. of sample. by PeriOd 
. 

Roman I 
F .. . .. . . .... .. .... · .. · . . . . .. .. .... .. .. .. . · · · · . .. . . . .. · . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. .. i 
! with 1-10 Items 

1 11-100 

1
·
���; 

.. 
�a��le� 

. .. ... ....... .. .. . . . . . .  . , . .......................... �............. . . .. . !  r;���;;����-Pe��"'"'' '' '' -- .. .. . ............. "''' '''''_� .... m.m ........... - - --- • . . . . ... . . . . . _. __ . ...... . . . .  m .  __ m ____ m. _ _ __  . . . j  
i· .. ,,·--�� .. � ... · .. w .. · ..... · ......... .. --... --.. -... -... -... -..... -�-----.. -....... w.w ........... . .. ................... m ___ ..... __ ..... _ .... -:-_ .... _____ • ... w ..... · .... · .... w.w ... · .. "'· ... ...... .... ... ___ .. ] 
I Cory/us avel/ana ha�cl nut shell frags. : ++ i 
A",V},WJ.'.W·· ......... " .. , .... �',',·" II" ,.,.,! \1!.I.V.V ... \I!.\I!.\ ..... �.w�.����.�'w.�.'�'WMW ·····,·.,.,·" ." '.'.' ,."." '.,.,.w�.w.� .... �w.'�'W�.M:,...WMW .. '.� ... � ... WM .... .  , .. , " " '"'.''''' '." ,.w.w.,.w.",' 

+ 1-10 items, ++ 1 1-100 items, +++ 101-1000, ++++ 1000+ 

Tabk 130 Charcooi 

r;;�: of sample .... �.w. ��m' ... ��� ... m'�, �'m_--.. ·--�:;;·�"· ' " · '  ... ----�'·�--.,.,��
s

t
.

;:;�:� --o;·"''' ·''! 
� ...... ....... ...... _ ...•.... ·,·.··,·,.,·.·,.,·.w.w.·�·.w.·�·.·. .. .  .............. . . . . . . .  .•.. ... . , . ..... '.w.' , •• ;.... •• MW.· •• ·.w., .. . .  .... •........•... • ..... .w . . �...... . ................. " j  
No. flots 3 , I I � �� , �., .,," ' , . ,  ,. . .  ••.••.•.••. .••.••. .•• . .•.••.....••. , . . .  , ' , . , . . . " . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .•.••.••..•. ; •..•...•.••.•.•. .•• . • . • . . . . .  , . , , . , . . . . . . • . . . . • . . • . . . . . . . . • • .  .j. • . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . • • . • . . . • • . . . • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . .  , 1 

! Total samples 4 i : .-,-��-���� ........ ·'""'."mmm ... '"'".� __ ��� ... "'"'""W,·, ... " ........ w.J.'"��.- ------�.
, 

1��:�·����I.�� �i�h .. �h�,���I ... ........... .. . . . . . . . . , . . .. . .. .. ......... .. .. .. .. ,. " . .......... .. .... ... .. , . ..... ... .. .. , .. ... .... .. " ,  ... . iAlnus I Corylus lp. alderlhazcl ! ! "'. .; .p. "aK I T 
! cf. PO"!��d_ea_e ____ �h���?-��� ... .c. ---� --�: "." .. _ .... , ...... ''' .... ''.m ...... w'.�_ .... __ �., ___ J 
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2.7 EASTC 

12.7. 1 STRUCTURAL EVIDENCE 

Summary (fig.20) 

The earliesl evidence for aClivily eame primarily from the trial trenchts ill the form of a burial of 
probable Neolithic dale and a nearby pit, bOlh indicating funerary/ceremonial activity and placing the 
Eastcotts sile firmly within the ritual landscape focused al Octagon Fann. Evidence for later 
prehistoric enclosure was also recovered along with two foci for Iron Age occupation. The main body 
of evidence date. to the Romallo·Dritish period. A tlolWUlk u[ C1Jltioined rectilinear enclOS\lres was 
established close to the Elstow Brook in lhe late First cenl\lry. These were clearly the foC\lS for 
settlement although whether it was multiple occupation or a single fannstead is uncertain. The final 
extent of lhe settlement implies Ihe former. The enclos\lres were extended through the second 10 
fourth centuries westwards, upslope away from lhe brook (pOSSibly in response to rising water levels). 
Those to the east either bee-dme abandoned or subject to changed, less intensive use. The settlement 
appears to have continued in use into the late fourth eentury with no subsequent re-{)ccupation of the 
site. 

Background to the excavation 

The site lies at TL 075479. 2.5km to the soulh cast of Bedford town centre within the modem parish 
of Easteol(s, where the route of Ihe Bypass runs to the south of the River Great Ouse. At tltis point it 
follows a low gravel ridge running between the main river channel and a tributary stream the Elstow 
Brook.. Tbe Eastcotts site ran appmxim.!ely we.<! 10 ��st .cross the shallow south·factng slope of tha 
ridge towards the BfOOk in the east. 

Prior to excavation the land had been under arable cultivation, furrows indicating ploughing from the 
. . 

as a dark blankel spread out to either side of the Brook. To the north sintilar sub·soil deposits were 
encountered within the excavations, but these were interpreted as colluvial in origin. 

e 

Previous archaeological work began with observations made during the constmction of the Southern 
Orbital Sewer in 1977/1978. TIlls work revealed scatters of Roman pottery and sligbt soil marks were 
revealed following topsoil removal, as were the remains of a Roman pottery kiln (White 1980)_ Four 
evaluation trenches were excavated in tltis area. The trenches confirmed the Romano·British character 
of the site while at the same time evidence for Neolithic activity, including an inbumation, was 
recovered. As a result of these discoveries full excavation was proposed. 

Method statement 

Work was undertaken between January and July of 1994, conditious, especially during the first 
qua.rter, were generally poor as a result of high rainfall. Topsoil removal was undertaken using a 
tracked e"cavator. Initial attempts to transport Ihe topsoil off·site with d\lmper trucks failed, the beavy 
rain causing an unacceptable level of rutting. Conseq\lently, the spoil heaps had to be moved by 
b\llldozer. As Ihere was limited space available for soil stacking within the road corridor (and none to 
either side), it was decided that the most efficient way to clear the site would be in two phases_ A 
soutllem strip was cleared with the soil stacked to tbe north, once excavation was complete this stack 
was moved back on to the soutllem Side, a new strip was then excavated 10 Ihe north with soil stacked 
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to the south. This necessitated a piecemeal approach to excavation, and at no point was the entire site 
visible. 

As topsoil was removed it became clear that up to 200mm of sub-soil, essentially a mix of alluvium 

and colluvium, lay beneath it. Both deposits were removed together once it was established that no 
archaeological features lay at their interface. The alluvium was dearly visible on air photos as a dark 
stain. 

Excavation was carried out in accordance with proceduTes laid out in Bedfordshire County 
Archaeology Service's Procedures Manual. All the major features were sectioned along with a sample 

of isolated and naturally derived features. Further excavation was undertaken in areas of greater 
complexity or importance. Excavation was generally carried out by hand, although a machine was 
used to re-move funher (opsoil and clarify areas of uncertainty. A JeB was used towards the end of 
the fieldwork to excavate further sections through under-sampled features. 

All artefacts and ecofacts located were retained for analysis and relevant environmental samples were 
taken in accordance with the research design. 

Factual data 

Quantification of material 
Table HI Qllantity of.,ire .,"uClural tecords 

, •. w .• �.w�.�.�w .. . � ..... , ........ " ............... .w.w .. �.w . •  T . •  .w .. � .. � .�.�w .�.w.w.w .. � .. ) 
i··�i:!:yp� ".w.w � ············ ................ i �ij�ber ······ 1 r·�;�����;�iis.�.· .... . . ... . ...... ·.·· .. ·.· · · ·. · ·.· .... T)( �� �'.� .' J �eEH���" i 2340 �,",,,,_,,,,,, .. j 

Table 1J2 QUlUIlljicalion of feature fype., 

Evidence by Period 
Table 133 Summary of provisional phasing 
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i Penod 7 Iron Age 
1 14 " 

. . . . .  ' 1' 4:20  
(Perlod 9 R�;i;;;��:B�;tish .. ....... , 

65 • 2 i 45 , 
; Phase I 1287 . 40 1, 2, 3, 7, 10, 1 1, 15 ,  

I ' 22, 35, 50, 5 1, 52, 

j : 5 :\ 54 

I Phase 2 944 : 30 ; 17, 23, 24, 25, 26, 
, ' 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 

I . • 33, 34, 36, 37, 47, 

I ' : 48, 55 

, Scattered 
, settlement .' ... . '.'. 
, Settlement 

'I Phase 3
1 

100 L 3 i g18 
.',P'��,9<!.,.1,�,M�,4j,IT,�i " " ' ........... , ............ �.�" .'" " , . . . . . .... 1 . .  : .. 5., . .1�, �2. " " " " , , ;, f�;li;i;j;�'� ... . _ .  ___ . __ . I Period 14 Post-medieval to 1 78 , 2 : 43, 44 , Cultivation l 
�!fuijniih;;';�d'il�ii�iii�,:"�,:L�jILC_=j�IX�,jL'�_?I,±!L:=�:L:�,:��:�::�:�,:"=j 

PERIOD 1 Tree clearance 
A total of nine tree throw holes were recorded, of which seven were partially excavated_ These were 
variable in size, but all displayed the characteristic creseent shaped soil mark surrounding an area of 
disturbed or redeposited natural. Feature [18731 contained signific<lnt quantities of Ramano-British 
pottery, indicating that tree dearanee was still taking place at this time_ 

PERIOD 2 Early Prehistoric 
TIlere are no structural groups assigned to this phase, it being represented wholly by residual lithic 
material. A preliminary scan suggests a si�nificant proportion is nfMesolithic d.te, the m;y or 
debitage and tools indicating settlement, possibly a seasonal or temporary encampment. 

The results from the trial ����;'��ere startling in the relative abnndance of deposits and material of 
Early Neolithic date, Both a crouched inhumation (A248) and associated pit (A50) contained 
significant lithic assemblages suggesting further discoveries would be made during full excavation_ As 
it turned out the only addition to this group was the second half of the already part excavated pit. No 
further Period 3 features were identified This reinforces the interpretation of the features as isolated 
clements within a funeraryfritual landscape, ring-ditches to the north providing a further link with tile 
general spread of eeremortial and ritual monuments in tillS area, 

PERIOD 4 Late NeolithiclEarly Bronze Age (fig.21) 
Two parallel ditches, (L49) at the western end of the site, were dated to this period on the basis of 
IIthics and may indicate the replacement 01 the earlier Ncolithic funerary/ceremonial landscape with 
One characterised by linear boundaries, presumably defining agricultural andlor landscape units. A 
second group of ditches, (L19) further to the wcst has been included in this period on the grounds of 
an early stratigraphic position and characteristic leached fills (these were in sharp contrast to the later, 
darker Roman fills) although no datablc material was recovered_ 

PERIOD 7 Iron Age (fig.21) 
A small amount ofIron Age material was recovered from lwo groups of features, (L4) to the east and 
(L20) to the west. Both are characterised by a loose concentration of small pits or postholes and 
probably represent two separate settlement or activity foci, Significantly, residual Iron Age material 
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occurs, predominantly in Period 9 features, within a radius of 50m of both foci (Ll, U, L 7 and L9 
close to L4, and L25, L2S and U 1 close to LlO), 

A curvilinear gully (A20) with an east facing break or entrance has been placed in (L20)_ Excavation 
produced no finds and the feature was badly truncated by Romano-British activity, but this might 
represent the remains of a poorly preserved hut circle, with a projected (albeit rather small) diameter 
of 7m, to 8m_ 

PERIOD 9 Romano-British (fig.22) 
The vast bulk of the excavated material dates to this period, Three phases can be identified and these 
primarily relate to the structural development of the enclosure systems, Phase 1 sees the establishment 
acroSs the central and eastern part of the site Of two and possibly three main enclosnre groups; these 
clearly undergo development and modification within phase 1. the sequence of these developments is 
difficult to divine but a model is proposed, During phases 2 and 3 this eastern part of the site becomes 
either abandoned or subject to less intensive use, identifiable activity becoming concentrated to the 
central and western areas, with elaboration and extension of the settlement towards the triple ditches 
which form a western boundary to the settlement. This movement of the settlement, upslope away 
from the Elstow Brook, may relate to rising water levels during the later Roman Period, The northern 
limits of the settlement are visible as crop-marks just beyond the road corridor. The extent of the 
settlement to the south is unknown, alluvium inhibiting the development of crop marks and rendering 
geophysical survey unproductive, although observations during the construction of the Southern 
Orbital Sewer and in excavations at Harrowden suggest settlement may have covered much of the area 
between the road corridor and the brook. 

The narrow transect taken through this clearly more extensive settlement reveals a plan not dissinlilar 
to those recorded at Maxey (pryor and French 1985), Wavendon Gate (Williams et £11 forthcoming) 
and Warren Villas (BeAS in prep,) where larger parts of similar settlements have been recorded_ 
However, the limit of the excavation at Eastcotts makes it difficult to decide whether we arc dealing 
with a number of complex and internally sub divided, but essentially discrete, enclosures as at 
Stanwick, Northhants, for instance (Neal 1989), or a contiguous system of conjoined enclosures as at 
Little Paxton (Jolles and Ferris 1993) and Warren Villas_ 

, ... � " ,  U' ; mY", DCe," i"'"I;;.a.eu m,o me u",-", poase system, me major 
boundary to the settlement, the triple ditches relllSin floating and independent of it, 

Triple ditches (fig,21) 
Three parallel ditches (A2, 3 and 4) of variable width and profile were aligned from north to south 
and defined a boundary some 25m, acroSs, Finds from these features were rare and included 
firsUsecond to fourth century AD pottery as well as a small quantity of Iron Age material_ This may 
suggest an Iron Age origin with continned use and maintenance into Period 9_ On the other hand the 
earlier material may just be residual, 

Phase 1, 1st to 2nd century (fig.23) 
This Phase represents the establishment and early use of the Eastcotts settlement site_ Allowing for the 
difficulties in in\"" l'lctillg extensive settlement from limited transect excavations it, IS poSSIble that 
two main enclosure groups existed, Enclosure Group A (EGA) within the central part of the site and 
Enclosure Group B (EGB) to the east. At the very least these groupings represent useful diSCUssion 
blocks toward describing the detailed development of the enclosures, It will be seen that the Phase 1 
evidence for EGA is relatively straightforward whereas that for EGB is more complex with 'evidence 
for development and modification over time, This may reflect a real bias in the focus of energies and 
activities towards the easternmost enclosure, or it may indicate that this area was the primary site of 
occupation, EGA being secondary and initiating the westwards drift of the settlement seen through 
Phases 2 and 3_ 
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Enclosure Group A (fl@ 
The major enclosure ditch (L26) defining the limits of this grou is actuall dated b its u er fill 

ase ese 0 y le its disuse however and a large number of internal features, including a major 
eaSl-west division, appear lo dal.e to Phase I and respect the line of (L26), suggesting it. or an earlier 
version, was in place at this time. Groups of Cl st-C2nd pits (L35) towards the west and north-west of 
the enclosure also indicate activity. To the west of EGB only scattered fealures were identified 
suggesting that this area was peripheral to the main occupation area. 

Enc.JQsure Gronp B mGB) 
Towards the eastern cnd of the site a complex arrangement of successive linear bou!ldaries mark the 
position of a second possible Enclosure group. Within this at least two separate sub-phases of 
development can tentatively be seen. Essenlially, a simple rather open framework of ditched 
enclosures in Phase la, (L2, L3, LlO, LSO and LS1), becomes sub-dived and redefined into Phase Ib 
crealing the appearance of a more elaborate and slightly more substantial system, (L7, Lt I,  1.52, J.'i� 
and L54). It should be allowed that the Simplicity orthe Phase la system might be a result of poorer 
definition due to the fragmenting and destnlctive imposition of the later system. 

AIlhough these two sub-phases have been identified it is unlikely that they represent real area-wide re­
organisations enacted as part of a single integrated plan. It is more likely that development was 
piecemeal and organic, boundaries being re-cut or re-defined and areas sub-divided towards a general 
increase in complexity over time. The sub-phases merely identify the beginning and end of this 
process with an internal complexily hinted at by the e"rly group (L20) in Phase la and the enclosure 
(1.7) in Phase lb. 

Settlem9nt 
Within the EGB system a number of the defined spaces appear to be free of surviving or identifiable 
activity. These may have been utilised as yards, paddocks, gardens or other open spaces, while others 
have clearly been the focus for intensive activity of the sort that survives to be recorded, (e.g. pit 
groups (LSO) and (L5 l) in Phase la and (Lll ) in Phase Ib). More specialised evidence came in the 
form ofpoUery Kiln (A 1 1\3) (archaeomagnetic dato of 110-190 AD (AlC-120) and the pit (Al9I) 
within which preserved wattle hurdling suggested agricnlturdl or industrial processing. Within (LI I)  
a number of post built stnlctures were identified, (A22 I) probably simple fences with (All7) a 
possible rectangular post-built building. 

General Phase 1 fealures 
Two groups of features remain spatially isolated from the Phase lalb system outlined above, althongh 
spot-<iating and their position at the eastern end of the site suggest they are within Period 9. 1 .  
Landscape group I may represont a third major cnclosure group, although only its western edge was 
revealed within the limits of excavation and this had been hadly damaged by the construction of the 
Southern Orbital Sewer. Landscape group 15 represents isolated pits and other features scattered 
across the eastern end of the site. The majority of dateable material indieated activity during the first 
to second century although a small amount suggests activity continuing into the third. 

Phase 2, 2nd to 4th century (fig.24) 
This Phase sees a concentration of activity at the western end of the site where Enclosure gronp A 
remnill'l in usc with subsidiary cnclo.UI�s oxteIlded to the west towards the triple dItch boundary 
(L4S). Very little contemporary activity or material can be identified to the east beyond EGA 
snggesting that this area had either become abandoned or that the nature and intensity of activity had 
changed. 

The extension of subsidiary enclosures to the west call be seen to be a complex process. It involved a 
number of developments obvious at the level of provisional phasing, but was also no doubt a more 
subtle and continuously evolving process that only further more considered analysis will shed light on. 

Enclosure Group'A lEGAl 
Although possibly established in Phase 1 the majority of the evidence for EGA indicates use during 
Phase 2. The major enclosure ditch (L26), defining an area 7001. by 30m., was still open into at least 
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the third ccnl.ury, with internal sub divisions cr�ating clearly defined cells. These may reflect the 
organisation of the enclosure into activity areas such as (L33) and it notable that the piuing (L36) and 
(L37) is largely confined to the southern side of the enclosure and wilhin the secondary enclosure 
(L29). This latter area had been a focus for activity in Phase I, the conslOlction of (L29) fonnalising 
and emphasising this. 

A roughly "T" shaped feature (ASS) was idemifiedjust to the south of(L29). Excavation revealed a 
complex series of fills including a layer rich in carbonised spelt. wheat; suggesting use as a drying 
oven. 

Early subsidiary enclosures 
To the west and NW of EOA a complex of discontinuous enclosures marked the extension of 
settlement out toward" the western boundary of the site (ditches L45). Rectilinear in Conn the ditches 
follow the alignment established by EOA. Landscape group 23 appears to be a rather discontinuous 
square Or rectangular enclosure with ditches (L24) and (L25) to the north suggesting subsidiary 
enclosures or even perhaps agricultural activity. No structures and very liule contemporary pitting was 
identified in relation to these groups suggesting the focus for actual occupation may have lain 
elsewhere. 

Later Subsidi!!!}T enclosures 
Enclosure Gmup C 

These rectilinear/curvilinear ditches mark the southern parts of three enclosures. All three are 
stratigraphically later than the ditches of (L24) and (L25) (sec above) with the wcstemmost possibly 
extended south over (I.23) and through the site of Building (L34) (scc beloW) . 

linclosure Group D 

A series of one linear and three curvilinear ditches situated towards lhe southern limit of excavation 
and marking the position of at least three enclosures. Again these are later than parts of (L23) and 
(L27) but significantly tllCY may also be later than one element of the EOC system, clearly the two 

wete not laid out at the same time. 

Other Phasc 9.2 features 
Building (L34) 
A poorly preserved building was indicated by a rectangular pattern of limestone fragments and river 
washed pebbles. possibly foundations (A55), defining an area Srn. by 6.50m. A line of post holes, two 
of which were stone lined, may also be connected with this building. This structure overlay the 
northern side of (L23) but was respected by a ditch of (L30) suggesting contemporeanity with the 
EGC system, although a later extension of this system, (L3 1), appears to cut through the site of the 
building presumably putting it out of use. 

Pit Groups (L17) ond (L55) 

recorded to the east. 

Funeran' activity 
Cremations (L 47) 
Cut into the upper fills of ditch (A66). tucked into the NW COrner of the enclosure (L23), were two 
cremations, C989 and C983. The fonner was contained within an urn, the latter merely a 
concentration ofbumt bone. Spot dating and stratigraphic position suggest a date orthe C2nd-C3rd. 

Inhumations (lA8) 
Five inhumations were recorded, these being scattered across the eastem end of the site within EOB. 
Although poorly dated, one was accompanied by a pot of C2nd-C4th. they are likely to have been sited 
outside or at least on the margins of setllement, i.e. after EOB had ceased to be used as such, and 
probably post -<late lhe cremations. A date of third century or later seems likely. 
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Phase 3, 4th · 5th century (fig.24) 
These largely comprise pits Or short lengths of ditch stratigraphically later than the Phase 2 ditches 
and enclosures. No significant late Roman exteasioll or shirt in the settlement form was recogni$ed, 

PERIOD 13 Medieval 
The only medieval activity identified relates to cultivation. Occasional seattered plough furrows were 
identified acrosS the site, generally aligned downslope towards the Elstow Brook. 

PERIOD 15 Unphased gronps 
A large number of isolated features produced little Or no datable artefacts, Only landscape group 2 1  
consists of any structural evidence, a number of post hole groups, possibly representing tbe poorly 
preserved rcmaias of small buildings, The majority of Pbase 15 features arc likely to be Roman in date 
and might be integra\cd into tbat period during analysis. 
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2.7.2 REGISTERED AND NON CERAMIC BULK ARTEFACTS 

Factual data 

Quantification (J[material 

A total of 332 registered artefacts, and 3 architectural fragmenlS was recovered during excavation. 
The non-<:eramic bulk assemblage comprised 126 nails, 4 boxes of slag (total weight 276 19g), and 
1 1 12 flint artefacts (including 70 registered finds). For clarity, the flint assemblage has been excluded 
and will be discussed separately (see 2,7.4). 

Provenance 

Among the registered finds, 122 artefacts (46% oflhe total assemblage) are Iypologically datable. 
Prelimin e,,"mination of the malerial indicates a d e n ' 

. . 

medieval period, and comprises: 
a Roman assemblage (121 artefacts) spanning the 1$1 10 4th centuries. 
a single jeton dating to the medieval period, 

Artefacts of Roman origin constitute 99% of Ihe datable assemblage, while medieval finds comprise 
the remaining 1%, 

Quantities of artefact recovered by Context types are presented below. Artefacts recovered from 
external cultivation were collected using a metal detector, 

Table 114 Registered and bulk finds by Feature type. 
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OfIhe 1 5  registered artefacts recovered trom within landscape group 34 (period 9,2), 9 are rotary 
quem fragmcnts of early Roman date, which had been re-used within the walls of the building, 

Table 136 Bulk Non-C.,amic arle/acrs, by p.,iod 
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The m,yority of the metalworking residues (95.7%) represent the debris from iron smithing activity, 
and 97% ofthis assemblage derived from deposits within period 9, None of the material came from 
hearths, the majority (89%) having been redeposited in ditch and pit fills (table 134), This secondary 
re(\eposition of slags is not uncommon, presumably I'tSultiIlg from periodic cleaning of hearths and 
surrounding areas. 

As slag dumps are frequently found at some distance from the site of the process which produced 
them. associationaI groups containing over clOOOg offerrollS slag were examined to determine 
whether any concentration or pattern to their deposition could be noted, or if they contained 
hammerscaIe, 
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Hammerscale is regarded as an important indicator of the location ofironsmithing as quantities are 
more likely to remain in the vicinity of a smithy, as opposed to the bulk slags which may be removed 
further afield for dumping or use as hardcore. 

Six assoeiational groups were examined (table 137). The slags from these groups were found to be 
concentrated in Enclosure group A (period 9.2). Concentrations of slag from period 9.3 were from 
pits which had been dug into the ditch fills of this same enclosure group, suggesting the slags 
originat.ed from period 9.2 
smithing activity. 

T4hle I J 7 Associationltl grouping .• comain/ng sTag. 

r p�riod T Landscape 
.............. ,.,,", .. . ............. . 

,.. . . . . . . . i .... G:!1!!!p 
! 9.2 . . . . . . . L31 .. . 
: 9.2 i 37 

: 9.2 : 26 

. Associatlona! 

L .. . . ... . G:��!!p. 
. .. : 58 

, 298 

: 84 

LY,.2 . ..... : 26 .. . .. .
. .. .. ··········· 79 .: : : : ·· · · 

i 9.3 : 38 : 54 
...... . . , .;. " "  . . . . . . . . . 

, 108 

Range and variety 

Feature Quantity of ferrous slag 

.... " " ." " , " , , " . " .. _ .. _. - ... .. " ," " , " , .... . .. _. . ... " , " " " , , ,.� 
..... L 887, 8� 1 ............... .. . . . L.l.55.3g + ha111rners�le ................ . 

: 983, 1247, 2101 : 2218g + hammerscal. & 28g . 
': io'10'''2()16 +�i'ii�i!l� l.illillg . .. ...... . .. . . 

: 2084, 2433, 925, i 125g vitrified hearth lining 
: 133!i .. . ; .  
; 922, 1248 L1498g : ��111rn�rscale T 24i2:'iii95 : 5 144g + hammerscale & 

. . . . L . 18.8g yitrified h<:artll lining .  .. .. , 
: 946g + hammerscale & 1 16g 
L �!r,i!1 �.� . .  l:!�.artll liIlillg .. . . . . .. .. ... . .. . 

Artefacts were hand-collectcd from .alUl'lt:<! mllU:xts, as outlined In section 3 . 1  ofthe project design 
specification (BCAS 1993). Supervised metal detecting accounted for approximately 20% ofthc 
registered finds, and although improving the range of reeovery of metal objects, is likely to have 
biased the overall composition of the artefact assemblage in their favour (table 138). 

Table JJ 6 QuanJ/li •• 0/ ReJJister.d ArtefaC( by mlll.ria! 

f··i!��f.i·�·
·····
·
·
····
·
· :·:· .• ··.··.·.· •.. ·.·· . ·�·.· ... �·.�·�:·:��·E����t��i.��:J··�:����t�i;�:� 1 i. q�pp.,r.�}I2Y (illcl, ""i�S) .•• .... L . . . 5.! . , .... . . . ..... 18,.2 i f .. ·.·.;ea.·.·.ii�r ili�:J:·��;;;·· ·· ·· ··; ·· 

.. ··· · .. · .. .. ·· · - I+ ······· · 
.... · .. · · .. ·· ·6:i l 

- ....... " ... -"'" ..... ... , 

All non-ceramic material (excluding flint) has been assigned to 49 simple name groups (table 139), in 
accordance with the Bedfordshire Artefact Typology. These have been allocated functional categories 
(table 140). The functional categories and their respective quantities are set out below in table 140, 
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and in detail in table 143 . The components. and their quantities of each funclional category by period 
are presented in tables 144 to 154. 

Table 1J9 Simple names and quantities present ar Ea.f/cort.f. 
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Table 140 Functional caregories 

[ : �II!�iii;.j�i: • • ·.: : .: ....... ....... .. . :·:·:·: :: :�gi�t��d Fi�dS · i
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i . .. �ess!ittillgs ... !}LI<?il�Ills1:J:ll!n:�II§. . " ., 3 ; 16. Wide variety or unknown : 38 
, function } .... ,"'''''' , ... . ............... . " 1 66 

. ....................... " ."., ' '1 ' " 
'.'.' ... '." '.w.'�'.'.!"' 

L!Z., l1�llown . .  ' .. w.'.w.w.w.'�'.'�'. �'.'"'.. • •.••••.•• , .•.......• ,." ...• "',.,w ••• ''',",�W'"'.�' • •  ".W.W.W.�' • •• 

... � 

The greatest quantity of objects (28.6%) of artefacts belong to the Household category, within whici( 
the largest single object class is that of quemstones; 58 examples in total, many of which had been re­
used within a nl<1sonry wall. 
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Leather Assemblage 
The leather comprised seven registered artefacts recovered from the fills of three separate pits, within 

, � no a ma c tng p,nt", an sma ragmcnts rom a S oe upper 
(Rf242), were recovered in association with a wooden hurdle within landscape group 15 (period 9.1). 
The style of manufacture and decorative clements of the shoes suggest a d"te within the 2nd·3rd 
century, which is compatible with the pottery with which they were found (pets cOmm Q Mould). 

The primary fill of a pit within landscape group 36 (period 9.2) contained a fragment of waste leather 
(Rf66) and " fragment with thonging (Rf71).  Two undiagnostic fragments of scrap leather (Rf 331) 
and the fragmentary bottom unit ofa shoe ofnaHod construction (Rf273), were recovered from the 
fills of a large pit within landscape group 38 (period 9.3). Pottery from both features h"s been dated 
to the 2nd and 3rd centuries, and it is unlikely that the leather will be ablo to provide any independent 
dating information. 

Wooden Object 

A single, incomplete wooden artefact (Rf245) was recovered from landscape group �8, (period 9.3). 
At present, identification remains uncertain; the object is made from ash (Fraxinus sp), is semi· 
circular in shape, with several worked surfaces and the remains or a central perforation. The surface 
or the perforation is blackened, but the condition and colour of the preparations examined are not 
consistent with burning/charring. The cells did not appear to be impregnated, filled or coated with 
dense materials, such as pitch, although the cell walls may have been darkened or stained by some 
extraneous substance. 

Structural Wood 

Artefactual samples of waterlogged wood from a hurdle, associated posts and other items (including 
'driftwood') were examined by Rowena Gale for species identification. Tool marks and signatures on 
worked pieces were noted. Where relevant, evidence suggesting the use of coppiced rods was collated. 
All samples derived from rcatures within period 9. Nine different species of wood have been recorded 
within the assemblage. Species presence by period and landscape group is tabulated below. 

Table 141 ; Structural wood by period and 14ndscape group. 
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Preliminary investigations indicate some consistency in the use of species for components of the 
hurdle and associated row of stakes within landscape group 51 (period 9.1). The rods are a1\ of 
willow or poplar galhelO".l fIulll 4-'6 year old stems. Their unlform growth suggests they were grown 
as coppice. The associated sails/stakes proved to be a mixture of species, including ash, 
blacklhomlcherry, elder, willow/poplar and oak, and ranged in age between 4·10+ years. The row of 
stakes aligned with the hurdle were identified as willow/poplar and ranged in age between 3·8+ years. 
Many had been cut or tapered to a point at one end. 

Vessel Glass 

Twelve fragments of vessel glass were recovered. With the exception of RF 130, all were recovered 
from late Roman contexts. Eleven ofthe fragments are of Roman date. T,he exception is Rf 1 19, 
which, although found within a period 9 enclosnre ditch, appears to be or post·medieval date and 
should be regarded as intrusive. 
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The Roman material ranges in date from the 1st century (Rf 107) to the 4th (Rf 80). The largest 
single category are fragments from blue/green bottles which can be dated from the Flavian period to 

r y [ cen ury. le 0 er ragmen s cannot (: C OSe y ate , ut ram letr CO OurS are most 
likely to be of 2nd-3rd century dale, A possible exception to this is Rf 165, which may be a Frontius 
bottle (Isings Fonn 89/128). These have been most frequently found in fourth century contexts in 
Britain. 

Condition 

One hundred and thirty-seven registered artefacts (41 %), and 44 iron bulk finds were selected bY the 
Artefacts Manager and submitted to the Conservator (A Tribe) for assessment. Although not 
examined bY the Conservator, the remaining registered artefacts were believed to be stable and in fair 
to good condition. 

Table 142 Artefacts submittedfor Con,,.,vat;on 

l)\'J:�.t.�Jj.al" " " . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ............ , .  , . . . ! Q.II�II.ti�i�,�" .i 
'Ji�,;,���s���AC!�acts... " "

" " '
" 

· · · · · · · · ·��1 · 1 
i , t;:opp�r J\l1.<lY ,��e;i,�,t�re<l.;\rt�acts. OIIld .. t;:()in� . •. • I" , " , " '" ...

.
....

" 
•• �o! ! �itycr R,egistered ArtefaCIS �lId Coin . . . . . . . . . . . . . " ' r ? : 

' !9.!AL . . " . . .. ,..... 181 i 

The condition of the finds was assessed by visual examination with the aid of a stereo microscope and 
bY x"radiography. 

Iron Items: 
All of the iron items wCTe x-radiographcd (UCL X-RAY NOS: IlH0262-EH027u). Most or th�"� W�I� 
in fair to poor condition, with some showing signs of very extensive mineralisation. The usual 
orange-brown, brown and dark grey corrosion products predominated. Several itcms bore traces of 
carbonised wood among the soil and corrosion products covering them. Traces of possible mineral-

rgamc ma erI were presen on 0 y a ew Items, an 1II most 0 ese It appear to 
plant matter from the burial environment rather than organic material originally associated with the 
object. 

Copper Allov Items: 
The thirty artefacts received for assessment included twenty coins (one item originally identified as a 
coin was re-classified as sheet fragments). All these items were x-radiographed (UCL X-RAY NOS 
EH0277 and EH0278). Generally these were in fair to poor condition, with good surface patinas 
visible on only a few. Grecn and light green corrosion products predominated, with some objects also 
having blue-green corrosion products on them. The coins generally bore worn surface detail, although 
some were much clearer, with x-radiography proving very useful in revealing the extent of surviving 
detail. 

Silver Items: 
These were x-radiographed (UeL X-RAY NOS; EH0277 and EH0278). The silver spoon (RP 157) 
was received in two fragments, but was in rair condition, incomplete and partially covered with copper 
corrosion products. Surface detail was very good. 

The leatherwork survived in a fairly good state of preservation. The structural condition of the wood 
varied from relatively firm to soft and degraded, The surfaces of a few samples were badly abraded. 
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Eastcotts Registered and non-ceramic bulk artefacts by functional category and 
period. 

Table 143: Simple name.' hy function.al category 

Table 144: Building Materials 
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Table 146: Household 
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2.7.3 FLINT 

Factual data 

Quantification 

A total assemblage of seventy registered flint "rtefacts and 1042 bulk finds, weighing 5277.2g, and 
comprising flint tools, cores and debitage was recovered from Eastcolts. This material was recorded by 
simple type name, manufacturing technique and individual weight This information was entered on 
to a computer d<ltabase for swifter data manipulation. 

Provenance 

The majority of flint from Eastcons was recovered from excavated features. A large quantity of 

worked flint, 153 pieces or 13.75%, of the total was also picked up from the topsoil and alluvial 
subsoil exposed in the site baulks and from the spoilheaps. 
Table 155 shows the respective quanlilies of worked flint of all types recovered from the various 
phases. 'In situ' flint is limited to periods 3 and 4. 

Tabk lSS: Flint qUlHltity by pl,as. 
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Provisional assessment indicates that the recovered flint assemblage ranges in d<lte from the 
Mesolithic to the Bronze Age. Four hundred and thirty-three pieces, or 3S.93% display characteristics 
of manufacture and flint quality suggestive of Me so lithic or earlier NeoliUlic date and 571 pieces or 
51 .34% of the total show characteristics appropriate for the later Neolithic through to the Bronze Age. 
The remaining lOS pieces (9.7 1%) are not diaguostiQ (tables 157-15S), 

Table lS6: 'In situ' f1in, malerial 
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The majority of worked flint from Eastcotts is likely to be residual. The malcrial from periods 3 and 4 
are discussed separalely bcc.10SC of the presence of ' in situ' flintwork (table 156). 

Period 3. N eolithic 
Inhumation 1 (Associatianai group 248) 

Five flint artefacts were found within the fills associated with crouched inhumation I (table 156), 
although the exact relationship oftms material with the burial is unclear. The finely executed ' lozenge' 

shaped arrowhead is the most closely datablc item, being a late development in the Early Neolitmc leaf 
arrowbead tradition. The solitary soft hammer struck flake may date to the Mesolithic or early Neolithic, 
whilst the 2 bladelets and single ulilised 'cutting' blade are likely to be Mesolitmc in date, and as such are 
residual. The undamaged and unabraded condilion ofthe arrowhead suggests that it is not residual, and 
was almost certainly deposited at the same time as the burial. 

Pit Group 50 
Two adjacent small pits make up this group, which is almost certainly contemporary to Inbumation I .  
It has been suggested thal pil group 50 may represent a ritual deposit, associated with the nearby 
burial, the presence of 3 well made and serviceable scrapers supports Ihis hypothesis. No ceramic 
material was recovered from tbis lU"oup and datinJ( was made throUJ(b an assessment of manufacturing 
technique (table 156). The larger debitage is ofa very similar nature in both featllres, and is 
approprialC for an earlier Neolitmc date; flakes were dominant, many of which were probably Slnlck 
with a soft hammer, and bladcslblade cores making up a significant part of tbe assemblage (89 pieces 
or 23.54%). The material excavated from these features includes a large quantity of small debitage, 

wmch was probably produced as the result of tool production. The presence of this small debitage and 
the large quantity of material recovered overall is a good indication of 'in situ' flint. 

PeriOd 4, Latc NCQlithiclBronze Age 
Associalionai groups 74, 96, J 09 
Three contexts, relating to ditch fills, yielded 3 flakes and 2 fire crazed but otherwise unworked flint 
fragments. Although nol closely datable, tms small assemblage is not out of place in a late Neolithic 
or Bronze AJ;l:e context. 

Range and Variety 

A scan oflhe flint assemblage indicates that tbe majority of the recovered material comprises 
debitage, cores or burnt pieces (table 158). The remaining material includes a full range oftuol types 
appropriate to the Mesolithic, Neolithic and into the early Bronze Age. The large qnantity of the flint 
recovered, approximately 4 times as much as the comparably sized Village Farm, contrasts with the 
flimsY structural evidence for Ihe early prehisloric period. Although distUIbed the flintwork suggests 
considerable activity On tbe site throughout this period. The wide range of the tooh represented is also 
indicative of prolonged activity 

The quality of the flinl encountered is generally good with few instances of flawed nodules noted. The 
flint ranges in colour from pale grey 10 honey and toffee browns, to darker browns and black Cortex 
survives on 664 pieces, or 59.71% of the total assemblage. this ranged in colour thickness, and levels 
of abrasion, but is cOllsistenl wilh most, if not all of the raw material being obtained locally from river 
deposited gravels . 

Condition 

The condition of the recovered flint assemblage is generally good, with few pieces other than those 
recovered from the topsoil showing signs of extensive post depositional damage. The 'in situ' flint 
from pit group 50 is particularly notable for its sharp, fresh appearance. A very small proportion of 
the lotal assemblage of varying date showed signs of patina lion in the form of white or pale grey 
mottles. 
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Factual data 

Quantification of material 
Pottery 
The pottery was recorded by fabric type and fonn. QUlllltificatioll was by sherd and vessel count, and 
weight. This information was subsequently computerised to facilitate data =nipulation. A total of 
15812 hand-collected sherds was recorded, represeutiug 13443 vessels, weighing 234954g. Fifty·six 
sieved soil samples produced an additional 142 sherds of pottery. These will be incorporated into the 
excavated asscmblal(e at the analysis stage. All quantitative statemcnts and tables in this assessment 
are based on the sherd count. 

Building Material 
A total on03 fragments of tile and brick, weighing 34308g was recovered. Of these, 38.5% are 
recognisably Romao in dlltc, while 1 . 3% are ofmedieval/post-medieval origin. The majority, 60.2%, 
are, however, too fragmentary to be diagnostic and could IIOt be accuratdy assigned to any period, 
although their association with Roman pottery and similar tiles of recognisable form, suggests that 
many are Roman in date. 

Daub and fired clay 
A total of 176 fragments of daub and fired clay was recovered, weighing 272Sg. Additionally, 207 
kiln bar fragments, weighing 15594g and a quantity of fired clay, represeming kiln lining and 
fragments of a clay pedestal, weighing 13363g in total were found . 

Provenance 

� Table 159 below shows the relative quantities of pottery recovered from different feature types present 
on the site. The figures are expressed as a sherd count and as a percentage of the total. 

----------"---------------

1 
I 

1 
-
1 
I 

Tahl. 159: Quomtity 01 pottery, by sh"d, Irom differ.tU lelllUtt fypl!$. 
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The majority, 89.8%, or the assemblage derived from cut features, predominantly pits and ditches: 
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2606 sherds respectively. These features were among the few to be fully excavated on the site, and 
produced several complete vessels and a number of sizeable, un.braded sherds (average weight: 199) 

v , o ·  y OT pa ia y. 0 a 0 0 0 e 
assemblage derived from external layers, surfaces and dumps. These would have been in use over an 
extended period of time and consequently, arc susceptible to disturbance and contamination. The 
pottery recovered from burials (5 inhumations and 2 cremations) comprises only (, sherds, which 
constitute less than 1.0% of the total. 

The material gathered from ploughsoil, 2.8% of the total assemblage, has already becn scanned for 
fabrics and forms of intrinsic interest and will not be incorporated into the full analysis of the 
ceramics. 

Ta.h� 160 A."'tmbltlge composition by period and she,d count. 

[··f���� . .  ········'·· •..•.•. . •  " ··'·'·'i· ·N�;;;b�;:'�i �h�;d; 
L J;:��I)'�'!'i" Ir"": Age. ,  ... ... . . . . . . .. ..... . . ... 23 
'_:r,�t.c.. !I�":. Ar" ...... . .......... ....................... ) 45 1 
; Roman 14313 � . . . , ," ' ' ' ' , " .. :. , . .  

: % Total 
0 . 1  . " " " "

' 9 09" ' 
90.7 , 

; Saxon 5 0.01 �" ·""'W' .w.'."",,,-, .wu. • . . . • . • • . • • . . . . . .  � . • .  

i .. QgI�r.s.. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . ....... 20 0 . 1
, 

L!.��al . .  .. ...... )��g .. :.. . )9�.'.�. ' 

Phasing and date flmge 
POtteTV 
The pottery assemblage displays a wide date range, from the early Iron Age to post-medieval periods. 
Lack of detailed vertical stratigraphy at Eas(COI\S meant that there ""'S little direct relative dating 
evidence from the site. The date ranges assigned to the pottery types arc based upon evidence 
published elsewhere. 

Approximately 15% of the assemblage is residual within features oflater date, while intrusive 
elements account for less than 1 % of the total. The greatest concentration of pottery occurs within 
late Iron Age and Roman periods, with features assigned to the later Roman period containing 57% of 

Table 161: Quantification of pottery, by .<h"d wilhin phlUe. 

j ·--
...

..
.... 

• .
. . . ·r-- ·Early- i�t�I;;;;� R�;;;;;;, S���;; · oth��� · ' .. T�t�i .. ·� i mid Iron ; Age . ......... L . .. . . , ':�·g� .

. 
" ' .  .... ......................... . ....................  � ............ . . . . . .. � 

� �e�, 1 -1 . . . . . : ; _w . .  __ �"'�, l __ __  , __ ,.w�� :-- ···················
, �: 1  

L--�!:!.� ..... . -- . . . . . . .  :i ; _ 

: .. ��.!:!�? .r · . 6 i 8 : 2 . 2 , 18 : 

f ··�:��·::i··· i · ·· ···
· · · · ···

··f' 
····
· ····i

·
��f·T

··
·
·
··
··· ·
����.

· 
.. 
·
· .·
· .·.
· ··

·
·
_ . , 

.

.

.

.

.

.

.
.

.

.
.

.

.
.
.

.
.

.

.
.
.

.
.

.

.
. � .  ·············��Rl 

,.'--.p.·.'.�.·;..·.'.·� .. ·.d.·.·.·.9.·.· .. ·.i.·.·--·' --------------· .·.·.·.· ... iI 
.. ·
.·.·� .
. . ·.. · ·-· I9· ' - --�--.fiTT ·····.·.'.·.·.'2.·.·.·.·.1.· •. ·•·• ii SJSS ; 

j Period 9.3 ' 
- ! 6 ; )935 ' 3 ' i � j946 1 [ ·.·j)���·i3····r· .

. ···· · · · · · ·--·--· · · , .. .. . ··········· {T ... . . . . . . . . . . .  

39 1. ········ ·� · · · · i' · : ·· · ·· · · · · ·�4···j 
L}��I}O<:I}� .L 2 , 69 ; 588 ' 2 L . . .  ��! j 
, Period 15 i ····· · ·  . . .  · · ·,- · ·_· -- -- :rr-- ·w ' i7£ : --

. 177 : 
t .·.i.�!!i •••. ... · •.... J .................. 2.3.. . · ·  ... J".�J · ....... J:pp. __ ; .. . .... · ..•. �.T ... . . ..... .  20 '··· ··i��I.� . .  j 

Bedford Southern Bypass: PaH F..xC(Ivation Assessment Report: Volume 2 Page 156 



I 

I 
Building Malerial I 1II __________ �
Qu�a=n=t=u=ie=s�o=f�b=u=i1=d=in�g�.-n�a�le-n�·a�l �an_d�tl_\e���e=a=I\l_����p=��fr�o_m�w=_h�ic�·h�t=h=��we�re�re=c=ov=e=r=ed�M=e=b==b=n=la=�� ________________ =-. � OCTow. 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

Table 162: Building material byfeatuTe rype 
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Quantities and types of building material recovered from the site are tabulated below by period, 

Table 163:Building material hy p"iod 

i Fonn
··········:I ���i�� ••.• : · �:����s ••. :B�c� .... j �:: .. . . . . . . ... . • �I�t .�OOf ... , . •. �·.�id

· ·····; .. Total 
, Period 1 1, __ ,.I " " ,, " " , ' ," " " . . .  , ... I., .. . �. .. ... : .. � .. ... ... .. .. . . __ "', ' " .. ____ , __ , __ , _ _ _ _  , _ _ _ _ _ _  " 51----,,, , __ , __ , __ .,:

61" " ," " " " j. [pertoi1"'i' . . 
i Period 9. 1 1' 2 .. .. .. · · ·1': j 4 ' . l ii } 24. . . .. . .  , r i'erlod 9j i 5s is l ii 'i ' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . .. , 108 ' 194 • �'.W.W.'�'.'�'.'�'.'.. • • .1. .�..... . . . .  . ".". ,.". . j ." .  ." '.' ,.+' .. 'h .W.W".''':'.'�'. .'.w.,�,.,�,.,l-.w. N • •  ' ••• '.w • •  '� .,� 
, Period 9.3 ; 1 1  

. . . . . . . .  

' 2 : I • • : 16 : 30 • i··p;;;:�d··ij.. f ; ··················' .� .................... ; 
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., .� ...... ........... -- ············· · · · · · ·· .T)o··· · · .. · ·· ·L·i'§··,·· · · ·· · ···� ["p�rlOd i4 
: 

5 ' � T  .. s .. . .  · · · : .. � ..... ............. ·; .. 4 ... . . . . . · ·  I 18 ; 32 ' p ' d ii ] , . . . . · 1 " ' 1 6 1 6  l:.·i�;l .. , -- ... 
i
·
?7 .............. : .�.7 .. ......... . . . . .. ; . . �.1 ..... . . . . . . . t.� .. : .-- .. ..t--� .. ..................... , iiii······· f.��.3 . , '  

Danb and fired clay 
Quantities of daub, fired clay and kiln material and the feature types from which they were recovered 
Me bbulated below. 

Table 164 QUIUIl/ry of daub, fu-ed clay and kiln _eria� from diff"ent feature rype .•. 
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Ranf:.e and varie!l: 

p�llery Type Series 
Fabric types are liSled below ill chrOllological order, The types marked with two asterisks are 
completely new to the Bedfordshire Type Series. 

EARLY-MID IRON TOTAL 23 

AGE 
F '!Prehistoric I 
FO t A  Fine flint 2 
FOIB Coarse flim 4 
F02 Grog and flint 1 
F28 Fine sand 13 
F29 Coarse s�md 2 

lA TE IRON A GE TOTAL 1451 
Fm Grog and sand 210 
F05 GrM "nd <hen 359 
F06 Grog tempered 870 
F07 Shell tempered 3 
FOS Shell and grog 8 
F25 Harsh sandy 

ROMAN 70TAL 14313 

R Buff sandy 276 
R02 Mica-gilded 104 

R32 Lead glazed 1 

ROI Samian 490 
R33 Mortaria (Verulamium lype) l2 
R03A Fine whiteware (Verulamium type) 197 
R03B Gritty whiteware 576 
R03C Smooth whiteware 62 
R.31 Coarse whiteware 1 
R23 Roughcast colour coat 47 
R07B Sandy blackware 198 
R07C Gritty blackware 297 
RIOA Buff gritty 40 
RIOB Fine buff gritty 7 
R24 Red quartz 1 
R08 Black micaceous 62 
R09A Pink grogged 4 
KI� Pink gntty 64 
RI9 Amphorae 20 
RZI Mortaria 5 
R35 . .  Grog tempered 148 
R36 •• Orange griny 6 
ROSA Orange sandy 4)0 
ROSB Fine orange 9 
R28 Gritty calcareous 1 
ROG Greyware 5852 
Rl7 Smooth orange 10 
R13 Shell tempered 4500 
RI4 Red-brown harsh 21 
R12A Mortaria (Nene Valley) 22 
Rl2B Nene Valley colour coat 454 
Rll  Oxford oxidised 228 
RllD Ql'ford �olo\lr �oat 106 
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Ri lE Oxford mortaria (white fdbric) 40 RI IF Oxford mortaria (red fabric) 19 
R22A Hadham oxidised 3 

SAXON TOTAL � 
A '1S.xon 2 
AI6 Coarse sandy I 
AI8 Fine sandy I 
A25 Sand and calcareous inclusions 

OTHER PERIODS TOTAL 20 
P Post -medieval 3 
MlSC Unrecognisable 17 

Iron Age 
Pottery of early and late Iron Age date constitutes 9 , 1 9% of the total assemblage, All the fabric types 
of Iron Age date are known from other sites in the county. 

Thirty-four percent ofIIOn Age pottery has recognisable rim forms (table 165). 

Tahl. 16S: Iron Agtjorms 
; .Forms.. ..................................................... . ..... . . . ····· · .·.· I Q���.t�ti. . .. T.i.'�i.��.�i�� ...... ·j ljari(Ii,j:��te<lL . . . . . . . . : 339:. . . .  22 .. 4 . .  : 
, . .  JarS (�,?rage .. &; .. c'?'?ki�!l ... p?ts.}..... .. " .  . .......... )}�_l ........ ____ . _ :!:� , !}!I�s(C()r�on�d) . .................... , . 44 i 3.0 i L 1311�l ��.r�....... . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ! . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. � •.. L. ..•.... · •. · .•. · ••.••...•... ii.:.� .•. [ 
i Undi�gIIo�c 1l<ldy s.her<i� ......... . 9?8 1 ........ 66} ,  L!()Ti\!: . I. 1�7� L_ .w w1��:9.: 

Sherds with recognisable forms total 34% of the Iron Age assemblage, while the remainder comprises 
unrecognisable base or body sherds. Jars/cooking pots constitute the majority of the diagnostic Iron 
Age vessels and are typical of the region, with storage and Iid-seated jars being well attested forms 
recovered from sites such as Stagsden and Warren Villas (ECAS in prep). 

Eleven vessels, predominantly of late Iron age date have evidence of decoration surviving. Coarse 
vertical combing and 'twig-brushing' are the most common, and are well attested features on pottery 
from other sites in the region (EIsdon I 99]). Burnishing is evident upOn the exteriors of some 
vessels. 

Roman 
The Roman pottery constitutes 90.7% of the total assemblage. The greatest concentration of ceramics 
falls within the early Roman period, although the most numerous sherds are grey wares (5852) and 
shelly wares (4500), which span the whole Roman period. Sherds of3 rd-4th centut)' types are 
present, but only in small quantities, constituting 6% of the totaL 

Eleven percent of Roman ceramics have recognisable forms (table 166). 
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Table 166: R(Iman/oTtn.f, 

,. �.[(lL . .  " ,  .. . , .. , '  . .. .. . . . J. ; 0,01 , 

L lJlldi�gl:[(?�!i� "95!x �i1er<l� . ; ' " 12689 : ................ . . . . .  88y ] L!.OTAL " " " ,  .. .... .. ... .. , ............... 14313 L" " , . . ... ... ... ... 1�\l§j 
Jars and bowls constitute the majority of the diagnostic vessels, constituting 75%, Less common 
forms arc generally represented by single vessels only. One vessel exhibits regnlar, drilled holes 
pierced before firing, and may have functioned as a Wail)e�, Sherds with fCcogni5able forms 
constitute I l . l  % of the total assemblage, while the remainder comprises unrecognisable body sherds, 
The utilitarian forms repncsented, coupled with the relatively small amount of imported wares (15%), 
are indicative of a domestic assemblage whose status is not high, Among the locally manufactured 
pottery, shell-tempered vessels are the most numerous, constituting 3 1  % of the Roman assemblage. 
Recognisable forms are similar to vessels produced at kilns in Harrold (Brown 1994), although 
detailed comparison of the material will be necessary to confirm this, Excavation of the Eastcotts kiln 
produced 58 sherds of wasters in sand-tempered greyware (see later), Similarities have also been 
noted between sand tempered greywares found at Eastcotts and those manufactured at the Warren 

Villas kiln (Slowikowski and Dawson 1993). 
Decorative elements were noted on approximately 6% of the Roman pottery (table 167), 

Table 167: Deco,at;on on Roman potteTY, by .... he1'd 

,! ,·,Ra,·,·.·.·.·.Uct.·.·.·.·.��;;;'��,',�,',',·,b,·,·,i,·n,·,·,;;,·,·,·,·,·.·,·,·,·,·,·.
..

T6"' ''''''' ' , ·  Q .... -:-.•. . .•..•. . ".,.""""""' ' ' '". ,, •.•........... � l J;lurJ:!islting . . . " . . . : 21. ..................................... . . . . . . . . , 
i .J;lurnis�i!1cised lattice. : 8 
i Wavy incised " 1'io ' 

[' .§i��b\;;i.·,, ·" " " ·" ,
"
.
" ' ''' ' ''' ···· · · 'T .. ,,,.,,, , ,,, , , 

, ............. � 

L�9.�.���.�.g . . ... ... ... ... ... ... .. . . . . . . . . . . . . f .?� ... ... ... ..... ... ... .. ... . ..... ..... , . . .  , , '  .. � ! §li0?i!1Z .. ... .... . ... ... . . . .. .. , .. .. ..; .. �3 . " " o, " 
i Barbotine ...... . i 9 .. .... , .. " , . 

L��flii!,�I�� : : : ·.·.·. ··
,
.
"
.
" " J";�5" " ...... ... .....

.. . . .... '.� 

Evidence for the standard decorative elements of the period was noted, predominantly rilling or 
combing on the shelly wares and burnishing, often in a lattice pattern, on greywares. Among the 
imported finewares the presence of slipping, barbotinc, rouletting and applied scales was recorded. 
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Imports 

--I The pottery has been divided into four provenance groups: 
-----------.��I�(O�Ca�I -�po�tt�ery='�firo�m�w�lt�mln�. ��'e�co�u�n�ry=

-----���--------------------------------------------· 

• regional imports - pottery from neighbouring counties 

• • national imports - pottery from further afield, but still within Britain 
• Continental imports - pottery from abroad 
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Approximately 15% of the Roman ceramics from Eastcom ar. imports- These 
are detailed in table 168. 

T4hk 168: RomtUI import.,. 

, Provenan.ce. g!'Oup . ·. f}!,ab�c·code .. . LFab�ic iype · · •.•.. •.• 
· · · · · · · ·

--

·

-

· ·  

•• 
· 

•• -- •• -... T N�. �f�h��d� J 
: . i<egi�II!,1 i':llp�",s .".... . . .  f . . �.I.�". .. __ '-9.)([or<l re<l\Vilr�. __ . __ . __ . __ . _  . __ . __ . _____ . __ . _ _ . __ } �.�_.l - , RI1D LQxf()�<l c()!""'� C?�t _ _ ; 106 i 

-

.

--

.

--

.

--

.

-

.

-

.

-

·

-.-

·

.-.-.-.-.-.-.

·

.-.-

·

.-.-.

·

- - - TR:iiE .... .. . . . .. . . . j.Qxf()��.!'l�."'�.ria.(�ltite;.fa�ric) . .  --. - . --.--. . . . . . ---. ····· ·:·:·��···i w w " _, .. .... _",, ... L.i<'!J.F. . .  " ..... " "  _ _  .jQ�fO!<I_':II?!B"i�.\�..rll�ri�t . . . . . _ _ .1_9_ 1 , ! R22A , Hadham oxidised 3 i 
i_·.·.· __ ·.·.·.·.· · _·.·.·.· ·.· · ·· __ ·.· · . ·_ ··_·_··.··· · .· · ···: ·:· · r "Ri)" '-- __ . __ . __ .. _ ... -_·_-.-j·M�®.�� .. i:Y.�.�;l.�iii�m .. trP�) ... ... . . . J:: .... . : ...... -.::. :: .. :: ..... ::.)2.:.1 __ . __ . __ ._ ... __ ... . __ . __ . __ .. __ ._ .. __ ._.. l.I<'03A Ll'i_n .•. _\V.ltite_\Var_ •.. __ . __ ... . _ .... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . _ . .. . . )n.! 

i R03B i Grit!): whitewarc
-- - ---- - - - 576 I 

: : � :I�t�r� t�n�b:;��11��2���·:· · · ·· ·
·
·
·
· · · ··· o .: .............. :

.m···:·
:
··
··:�!iJ 

i TOTAL 1719 : 
i
.
�a.ti()��l

.
:i
.
�.P��-::::.: :

.
::::
.
!:
.
�
.
� 
.
" " ::::: . .  �::: :j:¥�t:.��� :: : � � �: :�. ":,,� ..... :, ,E.1 

[GoIltin"lItal itnl'°rts ; Rpl . __ . __ ._.... . . . . . . : SaI[[ian ...... . . . _-.... . . . . . . . . . . . . --... . -. . -.. -... . . . . -.. " ..... . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1�9·· i · ! . . . .  , TOTAI.,... . . . . . . . . ,,9(1 : 

. 

• nnlv <; ,h�rrl, I�" th.n I 0% nfth� tn .. 1 
identified as Saxon comprises jars and a bowl in simple, hand-made forms. Three sherds with highly 
burnished surfaces, recovered from reamre [2354], arc in known Saxon fabrics and can definitely be 
attributed to this period. The remaining sand tempered sherds are, however, indistinguishable from 
early Iron Age pottery, and further analysis is required to firmly ascertain a date. 

Post-medieval 
Three sherds of post�medieval pottery of 17th-18� century date were recovered. 

Eyidence for use 
A record of attributes including extent of abrasion, presence of residues, sooting, repairs or secondary 
holes was made to provide an indication of �e function of the pottery. Attributes relating to uSe were 
recorded on appro�imately 3% of the total pottery assemblage, and "",re most conunon on vessels of 
Roman date. 

Table 169: R�co,ded uttribU/I!t:, relating to use. 

LAiiii��i�typ,,: -_ " _" : _ :_ ' ''_T�_�_;;;_b_�;::���b�;d;:� -' L.��. ��.o.J:i�S............ ... ........ ..... .. . ........ _ _ _  .... , 
, L'd . 23 , i ... .. � ... . . �.��.�.�g . .......... . . . . .......... . ... ... + .......................................... . i Residues 35 
:j;iitj�� (v��s.,I iIlte�(Jri 

. .. . . ; .... 3.] 

l .. �����g . ....................... , " " f' ........... ... -.� .. j 
[ S�!'d�ry hol�s . .. . . .. . . . . . . 9 : 
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Suoting 
The determination of sooting patterns is likely to be doubtful due to the incomplete naOOe of much of 
the pottery. Two percent of sherds have evidenee of sooting. This is more COmmon on pottery dating 
to the Roman period, where lid-seated cooking jars are sooted externally up to a distinct line, 
indicating where a lid would have been placed. The use of ceramic lids is demonstrated by the 
recovery of one example, although other materials, such as wood, are also likely to have been used for 
this purpose. The majority of sooted sherds were sooted externally, indicating the use of vessels over a 
fire. Five Roman sherds were sooted internally, suggesting the burning of contents within them. 

Residues 
Residues were noted on thirty-five sherds, all of Ronmn date. Nine partially or totally complete 
vessels lmve been laid aside for residue analysis at a future date, including the cremation vessel from 
feature [987). No analysis is envisaged at this stage, either for visible or invisible residues, due to 
work-programming and resource difficulties. 
Three sherds of Roman date show evidence of severely abraded or pitted internal surfaces, indicating 
that (he contents were vigorously stirred or that vessels were used to contain acidic substances. 

Secondary holes and repairs A small number of vessels, represented by 9 sherds, had post-firing holes bored through them. This 
indicates either modification of the vessel for some secondary purpose, or repairs to the vessel. 

Evidence for repairs was most apparent on sherds of imported Samian, tWO of which retained lead 
rivetS in situ. Attempts at repair were also noted on sherds of locally manufactured greyware vessels. 

Spalling 
Forty-six sherds of Roman date showed evidence of spalling. It is possible that this occurred during 
use, although it is most likely to have resulted during ruing, particularly in the case of five sherds 
recovered from within the kiln [688). 

Building Material 
Five fabric types were defined, primarily by main inclusion and fahric colour. They are, in order of 
prevalence: a) .helly, b) orange sandy, c) grog and shell, d) sand and calcareous inclUSions, and e) 
grog and sand. Examination of attributes including extent of abrasion and leaching, presence of 
sooting and/or mortar and decoration was undertaken. 

Daub and fired c1'll: 
Six fabric types have been recognised and are listed below in order of prevalence (excluding kiln 
material). 

Table 170: Daub Itndfired cl� by fabric type 

iji��.j�.

·tip� ··· ···.·.

·

.

·.· T;;;� .. o.ff.r.a.;m.���::.:.:: . .I:.·.r�:.!.o.�a.i: .. · .:i Lgr�&.��� .��.�� .... · . . . 66 L 3.?,� 1 
i (}�oK"",d orgarlic , ............................ . . . . . 1�. L ... ... . . .  2}} i 
L.����. �  ....... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .... . . .... _ . .  _ . . . .  _ }� j _ _ _ _  . __ ...... _ .. 

l 
.. '!·2. . .  i f g��IL . · · · · · · · · · · · · · :· · · ·  .. · · · ·  .. · ·  .. ·· . . . .  · .. · . . .............. ·:·H ................ .. H"i 

i . . . . .. �g.�l1:1� __ . ............................. , ................ . ........... . .  .......... . . .  [ Sand and (lrganic 1 1  : 6.2 : 
, Total , 

.
, .•. . •.• : : . •. : : : · ·  

.• : .•.• · 

.•.. . ji§:L : :.: :j�.�.�. ] 
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A number of fragments retain surfaces and bear organic/grain impressions, alt1lough no wattle 
impressions slIIvive. Among those retaining finished surfaces , it was possible in some cases, 10 
distinguish between the oxidised wall face and reduced reverse. 

Impressions and surfaces recorded are listed below (Iable 171). 

Table 171: Attributes ,"co,ded OR daub andfued clAy. 

r 'Attribute .... . . . . . . . . . . . .. i . • J,j�; �ff��g;;;��ii
·
.!:

·
� !�!�-'" i 

r. .$�if���: · ..... L..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2() L . . . ) I,� ! l . .  ()fll"nic . 
. 18 . 10.2 ! ! 

Grain
· ·  .... ·· ... . .. · ... . . . . ... ........ .. · ·  8 '43 i : Non� ' - 130 ' '7'):9 1 

l .. !_��.aJ ......

........ � ... � ... � ...... , 

.

.

.... . . . . . . . .

.

.

.

.

.

.

......

............................

.

.

........... -....... �!�._ . .  : ... :.:: .. :.:����_�� .... .l 
Four sizeable, oxidised fired clay pieces (total weight 460g) recovered from fcature [2273] appear to 
reoresent the linin" ofa furnace. althou,,\' they were not found in .• il1, �� • "re convex ;n 
shape and taper from 30.0mm at their thickest point to lO .Omm 31 the edge. 

Kiln Material 
Excavation of a single-flued kiln [688J, produced a quantity of kiln furniture. The feature contained a 
central pedestal in sand-tempered fabric, in the form of a circular column, expanded al bolh ends, 
which measures approximately 40cm in height and 23cm in diameter. Kiln bars, which would have 
radiated from the central pedestal, were predominantly made in fabric tempered with grog and sand 
(52, 1%), while the remainder were in the same sandctempered fabric as the pedestal. The bulk 
(71.5%) of the kiln bars were recovered from within fills of the kiln, although none were resting in 
situ. The remainder derived from features, mainly rubbish pits and ditches, which were not associated 
with the structure. 

The majority (75.4%) of the bars are lapering and cigar-shaped, and are similar to Ihose excavaled 
from the Mile Road kilns near Elstow (Dring 1971). Square-sectioned tapering bars constitute the 
remainder (24.6%). There appears to be no correlation between fabric type and shape of the bars. 

Sand-tempered bars are of the same fabric as pottery products recovered from the kiln. Tbe presence 
of bars in a different fabric suggests the kiln may contain material dumped there from another kiln in 
the vicinity. One complete kiln bar was recovered, measuring 3lOmm in length, and several other 
fragments could be joined. 

A number of fragments crudely made into flal circular plates with roughly finished edges were 
recovered. These have an average thiCkness of 15.0mm, although the extent offragmentation makes 
it impossible to estimate diameter. The plates represent portable components of the kiln floor, to be 
us"" m conJuncuon wttn l<un oars. mey are slnular to me plates recoverca (fom ttarrowaen, oemg 
more crudely manufactured than 'standard' clay plates such as those found at the Mile Road kilns 
(Dring 1971). 

Fragments of an in situ clay lining, of l.O-2.0cm thickness and weighing 2124g, were recovered from 
the base of the kiln. 

Condition 
Pottery 
The condition ofthe pottery is faiL Twenty-four percent orthe assemblage displayed signs of 
abraSion, and this was largely restricted to ceramics ofIron Age date (20% of total). Among Roman 
fabrics, shell tempered vessels were tlle most abraded, and Some leaching oul of inclusions was noted. 
The majority of all fabrics was generally well-fired and no further treatment is necessary. 
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Building Material 
Although fragmentary, the building material survives in a fair condition. Sixty-four percent of Ihe tile 
assemblage displays varying degrees of abrasion; this is most evident on those liles manufactured in 
sheUy fabric. 

Daub and fired clay 
All daub and fired clay is frdgmentary and highly abraded. While surviving in better condition, the 
kiln furniture and fragments of superstrnClurc are also abraded. 
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2.7.5 HUMAN BONE 

Factual data 

Quantificati{}n {}(the material 

Table 172: Eastcotts human remains 

f TYPE TCOMMENTS " " DATE ' .... , '  " ." ." .L�QJ:lrJ:.J!:��r . .  , ,,, ,, , ,,, ,,, ,, ,, , ,, , , , ,, , , , , , ,,,,,;, , .. , "
"

' ,. 
'
'''' ' ' ' 

, �n1'll",�!i"n} : I:lp!i�l in cut . .  ,. : Co",plete, cr�uch� LNeolitltic l. �nhp",a,ti()n 2 .: .Bll:i�l .in cut .' !wC;?",pl�t�" Sllpi!'�w_ . . J .. E,t?!,.I.�,� ........ , W ' , 

: Inhum�ti(JII 3 , ... ,:Jl,,!!i�.i� �! LC9n�plete, su)lille 
. 

Roman 

UIl,�!',,,,Mi()n 4 ; Burial in cut L<:,o",plete, s!,pil'" " Roman
, i Inhumation 5 : I:lu!i,�l i", ,cut : Complete supine ' Roman 

; iS�;;;�ti�� i Upper ditch fill :C';ntai;'�d i;; pot ; Roman , __ ;.;: __ ' '; C .� .•.....• . . .  ' ;;� �;: ;;';; : �;:" " " '  _ _ __ ' w : ;; __ ' __ w , 

i''
'
'''T.
'
'
.
'i.
'b''
'.i'
'a'
.
''.''
.
'''''
.
'''
.
'',''''''
''' ' '  " ,','.·,',i,·,','p,',

"
,·l,',

'�,',
" 
, ,',',','

"
, " .. . . " .. " ." . ; T i t di .,',. i R;;;;:;;;�" . 

i" ,��ll .. . . . . . . . . . , . .  , . .  , .. , . .  , ; . Pit ." , ...... '.'.'. ' " " " ' ! 'i;�i�t�';(fi:::::��i ." .. ,. j " RP�II . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 
Note: 8arnpl� from lnhumation 1 were submitted for C 14 dating but were rejected ('oJi grounds of (;ollagen deficiency. 

Range and variety 

During excavation five isolated inhumations were recorded along with two cremations, A single 
inhumation (I) was recovered during trial trenching at the western end of the site, This was presumed 
to be ofNeolithic date on Ihe grounds of accompanying Iilhics and was isolated from lhe remaining 
four (2-5). These were all concentrated within Enclosure Group B to Ihe eastern end of Ihe site and 
probably have a mid to late Koman dale, after lhe abandonment oltlus part olthe sIte tor occupatIon. 
The two cremations, probably earlier Roman, were both recovered from wilhin Ihe upper fills of a 
ditch to Ihe west of Enclosu1'C Group A, 
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2.7.6 ANIMAL Bq��;;;" .... � ... � ___________ � ___ _ 

Factual data 

Quantification of material 

Thirty one boxes of bone were recovered from hand-dug contcxts. Seventy four soil samples contained 
evidence of bone fragments of micro-fauna. 

l'abk 173 Number of contexts containing bone by period 

r��·�o4 . .  ::=rN�:
·

�r���t-;'�t�
�m�

i l 1 : 9 
... . . . . ; 

11)4.. . .1 
.
. 1 .  

· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · i , .. ... ... ... . . . . .. ,. , ' . . . . . . .  � 

I I �'" .. ... ... ... ... _._.. '"'''' '" '" " ,. , .................... � 
i 7 i 3 I 

� 9 , 357. ... . . . . . . . . . . . . , 
I 13 2 I �" . . .  , . . . . . ................... ! . ................... ," " ' , , , . .  " ' " . .., � I 14 ' IR • ! is · · · ·

' j! · · · · 

'w_w,w,w.,'.·,," .,.,�,·,�,�.�,·,.�w���w.·�·,,,,,,,,,,,,·,.,·,,,,�,·,',·,',',·,,·. 

Range and variety 

The majority ofbonc Came from period 9 (Roman) ofwhicll lhc material from phase 2 constituted Ihe 

major part. The species represeuted here arc horse, cattle, pig, sheep/goat (there is identified goat), 
dog chicken, goose, bird, Red deer and Roe deer. There is evidence of antler working. Two cattle 
skulls and one horse skull came from a ditCh fill (255R). 

The sieved samples include rodent, bird, amphibian and fish (the only example in the entire Bypass 
assemblage). 

Condition 

Eastcotts provides a large , well dated and well stratified assemblage. Measurements and ageing data 
are available from all species. 
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Factual data 

Quantification and Provenance or material 

The site stratigraphy consists of natural subsoils which are ovcrlain by a dark artefact rich stony soiL 
This soil represents the period of use, disuse, and weathering of the site before it became buried by 
post-Roman deposits such as alluvium. Fieldwork suggests the site is located in an area of brown 
alluvJal sands and typical argillie brown earths of the Efford I soil association formed on river terrace 
gravel (IIodges et al. 1983). The fieldwork also indicated that post-Roman abandonment lead to 
carthwonn burial of Roman features, possibly under grassland, and Roman stratigraphy became 
somewhat protected. Later the site was influenced by medieval ploughing? possibly colluviation. and 
probable flooding from the Elstow brook, the latter leading to the site being sealed by some 500mm of 
alluvium. 

Beyond (he above general obseIVations made on visible sections, fivc soil samples were taken for 
micro morphological analysis from within deposits associated with the Period 9.2 Building (A35). The 
results of provisional analysis are presented in table 00 and discussed below. 

Methodology 
The subsoil (C880; samples I and 3). occupation soil (C2754; sample 2) and overburden (501: sample 
4) were sampled for (hin section analysis and bulk sample studies (table 167)(Avery and Bascombe 
1982. Clark (990) through a baulk. A lateral control sample (sample 5) of the occupation layer was 
taken some 4m. along the baulk. Undisturbed samples were impregnated with a crystic resin mixture 
at the Institute of Archaeology and manufactured into thin sections at the University of Sterling 
(Murphy 1986). Sample 4 was impregnated but not manufactured into a thin section. Thin sections 
were studied employing Bullock et al. (1985), Cowty et al. (1989) and other relevant publications 
cited in the text. 

11 Results 
--------� 
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I'abl. 1 74: Summary 0/ resu/is 0/ provisional soil micromorphological analysis 

� " < " . " '.'.'·"" ·M"" ·." ''''.'·'.'''''''''''.'''.'''.''''W,'''.' ''' V''''� '" " " ." ,"" ��" M'W",:,""M'�'������>��M���'�""""""""""".-J,'W.W,W','.w ,w,w,w'.',' ••• ' .... M�,'.�. �'�.�����'���'). 

i Sample : Depth ; Conte>::t : Stratigraphy i Micromorphology ; 1 No. � � � .................. .... ; ....... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . 'd . .  " " " , " " ' . . . . . . .••..••.... ..•.•••.•••.•.•• . • • . . . .  ..J 
\ 4  

. ' I 48-56�m : 501 _ . i -"cllllyiuI[I . j.j\l2t'p'!���s.£t . w  . .  . . . . . . ............ . ...... _. _ . . . 1 i 2 &5 : 56-67cm : 2754 i Clay loam I Fine charcoal, relic org-dnic matter and other , 
I : 2755 : containing ; antbropogertic inclusions such as burnt soil, flint, 1 
I j cultural ,,' daub and bone. Laminar textural features-possibly a ' : ! rel,'c of crus'·. I' , . .  : . . .  �t"'!:ia.1 � 

1 j 67�i5cm i 880 : Upper sub�ii i �t�::
t
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.
1 

.' ;, .. , " ',' , , , , "". , ...... ",. , " . .......... , ......... ...... t .. q���.!
.
'?��:!..

.
I?I:,�.��

.
l!:�,:

.
.,
.
,.,�,

.
"
.
"
.
,
.
""" �" ,�" ,,,,,

_
,,',",',W,',',W,W,',,',',",',',',' " ' ... , ", . .  , .". ........... � l 

� .,'.W.',W, • """"""�"'� " " " " '"""""'"".}-."W-'" 

i 3 , 78·86cm ' 880 
" ,' " .  '"""N.'" ··' ,",,'W'W.W'-:-'-'·MW'��'�'W��' 
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dE!.!Il!!

.
ant clay-rich subSoil. :J 

These arc summarised in tabl. 174. Soils are moderately well sorted medium and fine sandy clay 
loams typical ofalluvlal tenace soils (Avery 1990). Magnetic susceptibility is typically low in the 
subsoils, with probable anthropogenic enhancement in the occupation horizon and in the overlying 
more recent overburden (Clark 1990). Micro fabric analysis of the subsoils found them to be argillic 
(Avery 1990) in charaCtef, hnl lextural fearures were more dUsty than would be expected in 5( 
horizons fonned purely under undisturbed woodland (Duchaufour 1982; Fedoroff et al. (990). In 
addition the presence of charcoal was noted, which may again imply the soil had a disturbed ancestry. 
Possible humic clav inwash associated with abundant iron and manganese stainin.e: may be an 
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cnigmatic feature, not apparcntly associated with typical gley subsoil formation, In lbe last Iron and 
manganese staining of the matrix is more common, with voids often showing iron depleted fabrics. 

1$ is no e ca.se a a co 

The occupation has a number of inclusions that arc of anthropogenic origin. In addition this horizon, 
in both samples 2 and 5, is characterised by laminar voids and associated dusty and clay in-fills. The 
micro-soil stratigraphy associated with them is also rich in organic remains, these laminar features 

have been associated, in a number of sit.cs, with occupation floors (Macphail et ai, 1990; Davidson et 
al. 1992: Ge et a1 1993) 
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2.7.8 MACROSCOPIC PLANT AND INVERTEBRATE REMAINS 

Factual data 

QU(lntific(ltion (lnd proven(lnce and r(lnge ofmateri(ll 

Eastcotts was the richest of the sites investigated for macroscopic plant and invertebrate remains. A 
Neolithic pit (A50, Sample 74) produced a mixrure of charcoal including Aim'" I CaryJus tp. (alder or 
haz,eI), Fraxinus excelsiar (ash) and Quercus sp. (oak) (Table 176). Small quantities of charcoal were also 
recovered from an Iron Age pit. However, the majority of the evidence is for the Roman period. 
An early Roman poltcry kiln, AI63 yielded Triticum spe/ta (spelt wheat) glumes (Samples 20 and 38) 
(Table 175) but surprisingly nO charcoal. Perhaps the ldln was fuelled on threshing waste. Small quantities 
of grain, including a liUle spelt wheat and barley were retrieved from some early Roman pits along with 
some charcoal. 

One early Roman pit, A291, contained much extremciy well preserved organic material (Sample 191, 
Tables 177, 78 and 179). 11le pit does not seem to have supported a significant aquatic flora of higher plants 
or a filuna of aqua.tic Coleoptem. The majority of the waterlogged macroscopic plant and insect remains 
appear to be derived from the inunediate surrounds to the pit. The major habitat suggested by the seeds is 
distoIbed I waster ground, the most numerous seeds in tile S3ll1ple being Bravsica or Sinapis sp. (wild turnip 
ete), Stet/aria media gp. (chickweed), Urtiea dio/ca (stinging nettle), Sambucus nigra (cider) and 
Gramineac (grasses). Trees were also present on the site. Thc sample contains many deciduous leaf 
fragments. There are also many buds and capsules of Sa/ix sp. (willow). One tree rarely identified from 
arcl!aeologica1 contexts, but certainly appropriate to the area is Populus sp. (popular), which wdS represented 
by its distinctive bud scale. 

In addition to th" two major categories of vegetation that were probably growing in the vicinity of the pit, 
there arc remains of other plants tllll1 are likely to have been brought to the sire. Agrosfemma githago (corn 
cocIde) suggests crop processing, an activity confirmed by the charred remains. Plorld/um aquilinwn 
(bracken) is unlikely to have been growing at Eastcotts because it is a plant of acid soil, but it seems to have 

raises the possibility that hay had also been imported 

Remains of two potential horticultural trees are of special interest: Prunus avium (sweet cherry) and Jug/ans 
regia (wa!nut). Both are, on present evidence, Roman introductions. Cherry stones are quite frequently 
fuund on Roman rural setllements, but walnut is a very unusual find from a non-moon Roman site. The 
occurrence of possible walnut wood in the deposit raises the possibility that a walnut tree grew on the site. 
The insect assemblage from the assessment sample is not sufficiently large for a full ecological 
interpretation, but it is very much an outdoor fauna, with only Anobium punetalWn, the woodwonn beetle, 
and perhaps Lathridius minutus gp. likely to have been derived from bUildings. Many of the bee1Ies would be 
appropriate to the weedy distoIbed ground, for example the carabid bee1Ie Calalhus jUseipes or /felophorus 
nubilu .. , which fi:;al5 on Crnciferac. However, there also oppear.; to be a distinct grassland clement, with 
phytophagous species such as Gymnetron pascuorum, which feeds on Plantago lancealala (rihwort 
plantain) and the chafer lIop/ia phi/onthus. Dung bee1Ies inc\udingAphodius rufipes are present. Onc 
beetle, Cha/co/des sp., feeds on willow and poplar leaves. 

Two early Roman pits and ditches contain molluscan assemblages comprising mostly opcn-country 
terrestrial species and tile amphihious Lymnaea truneatula (Samples 146 and 147). 

Thc two richest mid Roman tIots, Samples 79 and 92, are from a corn drier, ASS. They contain very large 
quantities of Triticum spe/ta (spelt wheat) glumes, with rather less grain. The only weed seed at all abundant 
in them is Bromus sp. (brome grass). A mid·Roman pit, A298, yielded some well preserved charred 
spike\ets ,(grain still enclosed by the glumes), of spelt wheat (Sample 63). Other mid-Roman samples 
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contain much less seed material. However, one sample (Sample 197) from building A55 conlains many 
large pieces or charcoal including. unusunlly, Rhamnus cathaJ'licus (porging huckthorn) and Ulmus $p. 
(�lm) as well as the mo� usual Quercu., $p. (oak) and cf. Pomoideae (hawthorn etc). 

Warerlogged sedimelll was also encountered in a mid Roman pit, A!03 (Samples 44. 45 and 46). While 
preservation was not as good as in the earlier pit, the waterlogged seeds still give useful results (Tables 177 
alld 178). Most Orlho seeds are agaill from plants ofwaste ground such as Rumex obmsi/oliu", (broad-leaved 
dock), Carduus or Cirsium sp. (thistles) and Ur/lca dioica (stillging nettle), however, the discovery of two 
seeds of Apium graveolens (celery) in Sample 46 is of special interest. Although native, it is a maritime 
plant, so its occurrence at Eastcous suggests it was grown for consumption. 
The amphibious snail Lymnaea lruncatula was present in the enclosure ditch A38 (Sample 68). 

The late Roman and late Roman I early Sa",," flots contaill liltie charred material and activity on the sites 
seems to have declined. A possible laIc Roman ditch, A284, contains a few badly preserved waterlogged 
seeds, mostly Carex sp. (sedge) (Sample 85). 

Table 175: Charred Seeds and ChQ ram £as/cot!., 

l N�:;����;:�';;';;;;;:� ' �M��"'''''. '' �---��w''�'�;IY 
;::::

.. w"M�;";����""�'�te Roma��'''l 
, I 
! I ' Period 9,1 Period 9.2 Period 9,3 
y. . ..... . . . . . ........ . . . .. , "  ... ....... ... . .;.... . ...................... j 
i with 1-10 items 4 4 5 1 
i l l-lOO 3 I , i I 101-1000 2 I I : ;  
i 1000+ - i � l I· ��;�;--��;;;�i�� .. · · - .......... -T - ...... ·� - : ...... - ;  .... . . - r - -- .. � ...... - - 1 b��� ..................... w." ' ..... ·"w�,�,�,.,�""M .... ".,.·.�.wM.�� ....... ""'.., .••.••.• ��,�.............w. ..... .., .• " ..... ,����., .... , .• , • •  \� __ � ........... w.w .•• "� __ :M ... '"'"., .. .......... �MW ... ) 
1 . . . � L�peCies b� Pe�.;?�'���_m_""."_�__ _"""".��_""'" " --. .  "w�-.. ��_�,,."wL __ ,,_--i ! Triticum spelta spelt wheat ++ ! ++++ . + 

I I T. spella spelt wheat - glumes ++ ' ++++ , - I 
I Hordeum sp. barley + I I Avena sp. oats + ++ ! 
I Avena sp. oats - awn frags_ ++ !  

us s inosa sloe + i 
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Tobie 176: CharC041 from ";d'/cotts 
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1 cf. Pomoideac hawthorn etc 

i Rhamnus catharticus purging buckthorn , 

1 2 
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Tobk 177: Eastc.tts Romrtn Wal<rlogged Seeds 
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2.8 OCTAGON FARM 

2.8. 1 STRUCTURAL EVIDENCE 

Summary (fig.25) 

Scheduled Ancient Monuments at Octagon Fann comprise the core of a NeolithiclBronzc Age ritual 
landscape. Trial and full excavation investigated fifteen of tbe monuments including mortuary 
enclosures and ring-ditches. A structural chronology was established with aspects of palaeotopography 
and its influence on siting investigated. The landscape was divided by rectilinear boundaries at some 
time in the Late Bronze Age /Early Iron Age although the ritual significance of the area may still have 
been retained. Later Iron Age and Romano-British settle(llent was concentrated along the edge of the 
floodplain to the north. 

Background to the excavation 

The monument complex at Octagon Farm (known as the Cardington eursus complex) is located some 
4km. east of Bedford town centre at TL 090500 straddling the border between the parishes of 
Carding\on and Willington. The site lies between the River Great Ouse to the north and the Elstow 
Brook to the south. approximately 2km. west of their confluence. The land slopes gently towards the 
river, from 26 m. OD in the soulh IQ Hm. OD in the north as the low alluvial gravcl tcrrace gives way 
to a narrow floodplain terrace. Arable cultivation has taken place for some time (there was extensive 
evidence for medieval ridge and furrow) although the fields to the west, into which trenches 94:12 and 
94: 13 passed, had been set aside at the time of the investigation . 

The protected core of the monument complex at Octagon Farm (Scheduled Ancient Monument 
20745) comprises 17 ditched enclosures, these representing ritual and funerary monuments dating 
frO(ll the middle Neolitltic into the Bronze-Age. A further eight Scheduled Monuments exist close by 
and clearly represent important components within the landscape. To the north along the edge of the 
gravel terrace and overlooking the floodplain, a linear spread of crop mark enclosures probably date to 
the Iron Age and Roman periods. 

This assessment reports work undertaken between 1 990 and 1994 on areas within the line of the 
Bypass and along the projected line of the Norse Road Link. The different stages of work are 
presented here in an integrated phasing, the separate seasons of fieldwork can be traced in the trench 
numbers which are prefixed by the year of excavation. 

Throughout the report the monuments are referred to by the number allocated within the Sites and 
Monuments and Buildings Record (SMBR) held at County Hall. The monU(llents at Octagon Farm 
collectively have the 5MBR n\llllber 1480, and each individual mon\llllent has a suffix, for example, 
1480.04 (see table IRO). 

The table below lists those monuments and crop-marks referred to in tlle text and represented on 
plans. In addition the monuments are classed as unexcavated or excavated, in the latter case the 
relevant phasing group or groups arc listed (these were allocated during provisional phasing), and in 
which year the work was undertaken, with trench numbers also included. 
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Tahu J&O l.ist of Monuments 

Mon. No. Group No. y.a. e�eavation 

.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ,,· ...... . . . . . .  · .. 1 

" .... ... . + ... ... ........ .. .... .. .. .. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .... ... .. . ; . ......................... . .  

1480.30 Ring Unexcavated 

access. Nothing was found in trench 90:13 in tho: S-Western comer of the site. 

e Only !n:nche. 92:1-8 have been included in this report, trenches 92:9-13 lie outside the boundaries ofthe 
Oetagon Fann complex. 

Trench evaluation 1990 
Fieldwork was undertaken to confirm the location, character and condition of survival of the 
monuments threatened by the proposed route, and to examine peripheral areas apparently devoid of 
archaeology (Baker 1990). 
Fie1dwa1king 1990/1992 
Fieldwalking in 1990 and 1992 produced significant quantities of flint although theifdistribution 
could not be related to the layout of the monument complex and appears random, the result of 
secondary or tertiary deposition. 
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Gilophysical surveys 1991/1992 
To check the location of monuments, and to investigate those "reas between them, Ihree phases of 

geop lyslca survey were commlSSlOne . e trs In coneen ra e on e c e 
complex, those in 1992 (GSB 1992., ] 992b) covered more peripheral areaS to the N. 
Trench evaluation 1992 
The 1992 trenches weTe designed to examine monuments In the line ofthe altered route, largely 
relating to the Norse Rd. Link and to investigate anomalies revealed by geophysical survey (BCAS 1992). 
Trench excavation 1994 
These trenches were placed along the line o[lhe roadside ditches. Tbey were localed between the sites 
of known lIlOnuments. 

Method Statement 

The 1994 excavations consisted of two interrupted, parallel trenches, 5m. wide and 30-40m. apan 
located along tbe linc or the roadside ditches. In addition trenches were excavated in advance of the 
insenion of a gas main diversion, just to the N or\he disused railway. These latter trenches were 
either 2m. or lOm. wide, depending on function. 

Excavation was carried out in accordance with guidelines set out in Bed/ord,hire County Archaeology 
Services' Procedures Manual. Topsoil and subsoil were removed by a mechanical excavator. Where 
subsoil was deeper Ihan usual, it was stripped in two phases. The sile was often wet and muddy, and 
in some cases, under water. However, most of these surfaces were very clean when first stripped of 
topsoil, so the presence OT absence of archaeological features could be noted prior la any movement on 
the site. 

Factual data 

Table 181 Quantity 0/ sit. "ruc/ural record< 
fJ, 
.. i��.;ij;p�·::��:·::·::··.'. ·.·. ·.·.·.· .. ".·. ·. " �'TN-;;;b;;mmm'-'I ........... ( . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , . .  ,. " . .  " ' "  " " � , Contexts : I I  09 ................ 1 t}l����:::::: .. �� .. : .. :�� � � �j .. :j:� .. �:: .. : .. . . . . . ::.:: . . : .. ::1 
Table 182 Quantificalion a/feature type .• 
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Evidence by Period 
Tabk 183 Summa,y of Phasing 

PERIOD 1 Natural glacial and alluvial deposits (fig.26) 
The underlying geology at Octagon Farm consisted ofPleistocene terrace gravels (Ll l).  These had 
been cut into durtng the Holocene by the braidcd channel of the River Great Ouse and its tributaries, 
resulting in a network of palaeochannels visible on air photographs. These braided channels may 
largely have silted up before the constmction of Ihe monumellls, although it is worth considertng 
whether some of them may still have held water on a seasonal or temporary basis and this is suggested 
by the location of the monumcnL� on gravel islands between the channels. 

Alluviation may have been continuos, if sporadic, throughout the prehistortc Roman and medieval dI periods (Robinson 1992, provides a more detailed scheme for the Ouse valley). A build up of around '"I 300400mm. of alluvium covered the whole site and in places separate event could be identified. The 
Neolithic 'paperclip enclosure' 1480.04 was sealed by alluvium which in turn was cut by isolated pits 

• and tree throws. Later alluviation was identified, possibly dating to the Roman period medieval 

� _________ �D,e�ri�od�. ___________________________________________________ __________________ _____ � 
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Where alluvial deposits were removed, or where the gravel was exposed on Ihe higher 'islands', a 
variety of siltier, sandier or more gravely spreads and pockets could be seen, these relating to a range 
of pertglacial processes. 

Trg; clearancc 
A number ofIeatures interpreted as tree-throw holes were identified. These may relate to 
the removal of trees through nalural or human agency but are significant in the light of evidence from 
other bypass sites for identifYing early clearance. A number of phases of clearance may be represented 
but as yel not enough s\fatigraphic analysis has been earned out to closely define them. 

Although most \fee-throws were identified away from the monuments, some were recorded within the 
boundaries of the mortuary endosures for instance. These may still represent a more general clearance 
phase but the possibility exists that the trees were integral to the monument as has been postulated for 
the tong mortuary enclosure at irthlingborough (John Humble pers. comm.). 

PERIOD 3 Neolithic 
Ritual/Ceremonial enclosures 
Possibly providing the primary stimulus to clearance, the first major use of the site was as a location 
for a complex of rttual or ceremonial monumenlS. Dated on the basis of form and a small amounl of 

ceramics to the Middle Neolithic, these comprised so-called mortuary enclosures and small cursuses. 
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(Landscape Group 2) 
Enclosure 1480.02 (Associational groups 3 and 4) 
1\ rectangUlar a,tcnea enc'osure, �, x _"rn" anontatca N-" to ,,-w WIUl Ule mtcn (m average lm_ 
wide and 0,45m_ deep_ Excavation located an entrance just N of the middle of the easternmost side 
and an apparently asymmetrically opposed entrance in the southern third of the western side_ 
However, bearing in mind that the trench (90; 12) was only 2m_ wide in all but its easternmost 
extension, it is possible tllll! the gap in the enclosure's western side indicates an interrupted ditch 
rather than an entrance. 

Within the rcetangular enclosure, eight irregular features were excavated which have been interpreted 
as tree throws. This seems a reasonable explanation for all but a problematical group offealures in the 
N-E comer_ Here a number of irregular shaped pits cut into a series of more elongated features. The 
problem with these features is that on the onc hand, various of their characteristics seem too regular 
and homogeneous for tree throws, and on the other, a logical explanation of possible archaeological 
activity is lacking_ The upper fill (C2014) of pit (C2048) contained two small fragments of 
undeoorated, flint tempered Late Neolithic pottery; and four waste flakes, which are possibly Late 
Neolithic, from its lower fill, (C2025). 

lTnc/osure 1480.04 (Associational group 6) 
Immediately to the N of 1480.02 was a small cursus or enclosure, christened for obvious reasons the 
'paperclip--enc1osure' _ Unlike other monuments, this did not take advant<lge of a gravel island, and 
rather sits on the redundant course of palaeochatUleL It was approximately 7S x ISm. and aligned N-E 
to S-W with a large gap, possibly an entrance, ISm, long in its S-E side, Tho S ditch tenninal curved 
ill towards the enclosure, although the N tenninal appears to remain straight. The ditch had an 
average depth ofO,6-0,7m" and a rather more variable width; the N-W ditch was 1 .35-1.5m. wide, but 
the S-E ditch measured between L 9 and 2.7m_ 

The ditch produced some tiny fragments of pottery, which may be Ncolithk or Bronze Age, from an 

t upper fill, (C2018). Dry sieving produced one unretouehed flint flake. The uppennost fill, (C220), 
· produced pottery initially thought to be Neolithic but more likely to be Late BrOMO Age to Early Iron 

Age. This later material may attest to the survival ofthc monument as a landscape feature into the 
Eady Iron-Age, as with many of the round barrows (see below), it may however suggest that it's date �� __________ 
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Five post holes were recorded, (AlO), of which four were within the enclosure. The position of three 

I post holes near the inside edge of the ditch, and a fourth approximately in the middle, is evocative of 
an intemal structure or palisade. 

I 
I 
I 
I 

F-nclosure 1480,08 (Associalional group J 2) 
The largest of tile Neolithic ritual monuments, enclosure (AI2) , sits on a gravel island between two 
armS of a palaeochannel, it's N-E comet having been disturbed by the now disused Bedford to 
Cambridge railway line_ It was 175 x 60m. oIientated N-W to S-E and appears to have opposing 
entrances in the middle of the long sides, Two trenches were dug across it (90:7 and 90:8). The W 
ditch appears to have two recuts_ The E ditch was recut at least once, and also had a parallel ditch 
(also recut) immediately to it's W. Both original E and W ditches were between 0.5 and 0.7m, deep, 
avt:la�lll.g L6111_ ill wic.IUl. Nu ullit:l f�aLu.1t::s Wt:lt: J�Jut:u ill asso!';.ialiuu with ill.is tnonument. 

Enclosure 1480. 16 (Landscape group 5) 
An unusual square enclosure may date to the Neolitllic or Early Bronze Age. This measured 27 " 
25m., and consisted of an interrupted ditch with a possible entrance on the E side. The ditch varied in 
width from O_75-2_7m_ and was hetween 0.48 and 0.58m. deep. There waS no dating evidence from 
this enclosure, but it may have a parallel at Willington Quarry (1988), where a square enclosure 
produced a central pit containing a female inhumation with a red deer antler above the body (BCAS 
1993)_ I 

�------------------� 
I 
I 
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Enclosure 1480. 12 (l_andscape group 12) 
One last monument which probably belongs in this period, despite its small scale, is rec1angular 

the large rectangular enclosure 1480.08. The ring ditch is superimposed on the rectangular enclosure 
with both features sharing almost exactly tile same centre point, and sitting on a gravel island. This 
rectangular enclosure is much smaller than the others, measnring only 30 x 15m., and orientated E" 
W. It has opposing entrances at the W end of the long axis, partially obscured by the W side of ring 
ditch (AI8). The E side of the enclosure is totally obscured by the E side of the ring ditch. The 
excavated section (trench 92:7) revealed a width of 2.3 m. and dept.h of onc metre. It is suggested 
(BCAS 1992) that this ditch was hackfilled, and it does seem likely that this backfilling was directly 

linked to the construction of the ring ditch. 

Although no signs of a mound were seen, it is possible that the enclosure had an oval barrow, and that 
this was later modified into a round barrow. The small size of (L12) and its close relationship with the 
ring ditch suggests that it is later than the larger rectangular enclosures to the S, and tllat lt may 
represent a transitional phase to the new style of round barrows and individual inhumation, whilst 
retaining the rectangular shape. 

PERIOD 4 Late NeolithicfEarly Bronze Age 
Barrow Cemetery 
The Neolithic ritual landscape appears to have retained its significance with the addition in the Late 
NeolithicJEarly Bronze Age of a barrow cemetery. This consisted of a series of ring ditches viSible on 
aerial photographs and located in part through geophysical surveys (GSB 1991, 1992al. Eight of these 
monuments were investigated during trial excavation. Overall the barrows generally had a diameter of 
between zo-nm., possessing a single di«oh, Exceptions are the triple ring ditch 1480. 14 at 45 m. in 
diameter, the single ditched 1480.06 at JOm. in diameter, (which on aerial photograph appears deeper 
than others), and 1480. 19, possessing a slightly elliptical ditch 28 x 31  m across. Barrow (A94), a 
component of 1480,18, was tile only one of those investigated to have a double ditch. Overall these 
<mRII ring rlitch rliRmeter< (,long with the <hollow depths nfthe ditch .. ) are consistent with others in 
the Ollse Valley (Woodward 1986), 

Table 1 M Ring-ditch diamet ... 

Ring ditch 1480.03 (Associalional group 1) 
This is the most southerly round barrow in tile group, lying above the E entrance of rectangular 

enclosure 1480.02 of Period 3. Its ditch was 2-2.4m. wide and O.7-O.8m. deep, although the bonom 
was not reached due to waterlogging_ The upper fill, (e228), contained a sherd of undated, although 
possibly Iron Age, pottery. One possible flake and one waste flake were also found in these upper fills, 
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(C228 and C236), Evidence for the barrow mound was recovered in both E and W sections, dipping 
into the ditch, and possibly indicative of a bowl or saucer type barrow (the only other round barrow 
with evidence for the mound was the triple ring ditch (At5» , The position of barrow 1 480,03 over the 
entrance of enclosure 1480.02 is significant, especially as it is probable that the enclosure ditch of the 
earlier monument was still partially open at the time the round barrow was constructed (BCAS 1 992), 

Ring ditch J 480. 11 (Associational group 16) 
A single ring ditch of diameter 27m, The ditch was I,Sm. across and 0.9m, deep, Geophysical survey 
revealed a central pit, possibly a burial. 

Ring ditch 1480. 12 (Associational group 18) 
This barrow had an average ditch width of 3,3 m. and depth of 1 .5  m., and overlay the small 
rectangular enclosure (L12)(see 1480.12 of Period 3). Both or these features and their relationship 
have been described above. The upper fills of this ring ditch again contained Iron Age pottery. 

Ring ditch 1480. 13 (A.I'socialionai group 24) 
A single ring ditch, slightly elliptical at 27 x 30m, across. The ditch was lm. wide and O.Sm. deep. 
Geovhvsical survev revealed a central viI. vossiblv a buriaL 

Ring ditch 1480.14 (Associational group 15) 
This was the most spectacular of the round barrows, preserved as a triple ditch, Trench 90:6, 
orientated N-S, crossed all three ditches, the outer being 4.210, wide and 1.2510. deep, the middle Srn. 
by I.3rn. and the inner J .Sm. by 1.2m, Ncithcr thc outer nor the middle ditches showed signs of a 
recut, although the inner ditch appears to have had two or more. Evidence was also recovered for the 
barrow mound, the inner ditch cutting through it and thererore suggesting that the three ditches were 
no! contemporary and that the barrow had undergone some significant re-modelling. 

Ring di tch J 480. J 5 (Associationai group 25) 
A single ring ditch of diameter ISm. The ditch was J. 7m. across with an unmeasurable depth due to 
w�lerloeeine 

Ring ditch 1480. 18 (Associational groups 92 and 94) 
Two ring ditches comprised monument 1480.18. Ditch (A92) was 2.7m. wide and O.75m. deep, two 
possible Iron Age sherds were found in the upper fill (C76). This barrow was cut by a later field 
system of probable Iron Age date, (A94) was a double ring ditch with a 3m. wide gap between the 
ditches. The outer ditch was Urn. wide and O,6m. deep, the inner much smaller at 0.7-0.Sm. wide 
and O.4m. deep. 

PERIOD 6-7 Late Bronze-age/early Iron Age 
During this period the focus of the landscape use, previously oriented towards a ceremoniallfunerary 
function, shifted towards settlement. This may mark the final clearance of the area of its ongmal, and 
possibly regenerated, trcc cover. The most obvious indicator of this transition was the establishment of 
a field system, (1.3); although this appears to respect the site of the round barrows which were 
probably still visible as upstanding mounds, with the ditches still deep enough to trap fragments of 
Iron-Age pottery. Along the Northern edge of the site morc complex crop-marks indicate settlement 
sites. 

The Field System 
(Landscape group 3) 
The field system consists of two parallel ditches running N-W to S-E, with three N-E to SoW ditches 
at right angles forming at least five separate enclosed areaS. The system was visible as crop marks and 
tested by excavation where it crossed a trench, Dating evidence was scarce, with a small amount of 
Iron Age pottery found in the corner orthe northern ditch (A21). 
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Settlement activity 
ScatlCred isolated features dating to the Iron Age were recorded within the trenches. Because oftlle 
limited amount of excavation little can be said in terms of settlement form or focus beyond 
acknowledging presence. As the main focus for occupation appears to be to the North, where tlle most 
complex crop-marks were situated, it might be that tIle evidence presented here, sited amidst the 
fields, represents only temporary or at best marginal settlement. Given the proximity to the barrows 
and the likelihood ofthcsc still forming a substantial visual element to the landscape the possibility of 
these features representing continued ritual activity must also be allowed (see L23 below) . 

(l,andscape group 23) 
A pit, (A27), and a probable stake hole, (A2R), within trench 94:16 close to one of the SW-NE ditches 
of the field system (L3). The pit contained large amounts of Early Iron Age pottery, an unidentified 
fired clay object, and burnt material. This assemblage may be indicative more of ritual deposition than 
domestic refuse. 

(Landscape group 9) 
A group of features, isolated in the middle of trench 94: 1, consisted of two gullies, four post holes and 
a pit The pit and one of the gullies contained a fair amount of Early Iron Age pottery. The position of 
these features on the western bank of palaeochannel (AI7) may be siguificant. 

(Landscape group 22) 
A single pit within trench 90:4b contained charred seeds. The presence of spelt suggests an Iron Age 
date at the earliest, although hulled barley could have been present from the Neolithic. This group was 
situated to the North of the site within enclosure 14S0.18 (see below). 

Other enclosures 

Enclosure 1480. 17  (Land..cape group 15) 
Enclosure (LIS) to the N consists of a rectangular enclosure SO x 70m. and orientated N-E to SoW, 
with a large outer ditch (1 .7m. wide, O.Gm. deep), and a smaller inner ditch (O.Sm. x 0.35m.) on three 
sides. There appeared to be an entrance central to the East. This enclosure produced no dating 
evidence, but it resembles Iron AgelRomano-British enclosures with a similarity to those enclosing the 
sites of Late Iron Age or Romano-CeItic temples. 

Enclosure 1480. 18 (Landscape group 16) 
Some SOm. E of 1480.17, this enclosure did have evidence (although scant) in the upper fills of the E­
W ditch to support an Iron Age date. More reliable was its furm, which seems consistent with Iron 
Age enclosures. It was sub-rectangular, orientated E-N-E to W-S-W, bisected by a N-S ditch with an 
entrance in its easternmost end. Two pits were excavated within the enclosure, the southernmost 
conta.ining three sherds onron Age pottery. 

.- , ,,  " .. 
A system of medieval ridge and furrow cut the alluvial subsoil. This was orientated N -W - S-B. Two 
tenuous linear features, (A40), in a the western trench 94: 12 tie in with an E-W boundary shown on 
the map. To the North ohhe silC the ploughing orientation changes with furrows (A63) running E-W 
in trenches 94: 1-3; the relationship between these two sets of furrows is uncertain. A small amount 
(four sherds) of 17th to 18th century pottery was found in both sets of furrows. 

PERIOD 15 Unphased groups 
There were several archaeological features at Octagon Farm which could not be associated with any 
other groups or periods owing to lack of strati graphic, spatial or dating evidence. 
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2.8.2 FLINT AND BURNT STONE 

Factual data 

Quantification of material 

An assemblage of one registered artefact of flint and seventy-six bulk finds, comprising four 
fragments ofOOmt stone, and seventy two flint lools, cores and debitage was recovered from Octagon 

Farm, 

Provenance 

A large proportion of the material, lhirty-two pieces or 41 ,56% of the assemblage was recovered frcm 
the topsoil removed to the sides of the excavated trenches_ Forty five pieces, 58,44% of the total assemblage was recovered from th

e 
various excavated features (Table 185)_ 

lab'" 185 QUQlltjjication of J1inlll"" nt ,lone by L(lJlt/scllpe group (IJId period 
(1he number in bracktt� if lh� ,�gint!,ed monument lIlUIfbel'.) 

l �eat,;�ejYJl�,,-,-,',',-,',',-,',',','_'_','_'_',
" " " ,'_'," " " " " " " -" - " -" -'-' _,Q����i�Y-T ,' •• 'Y. �ij�iai,'i 

lring<li!cl)e� (14,��:9}U4,8,�,1,21, " ,, 24 : }I,?6,r·, i 
j, , 'J1����liJ1: ,���lo�l1re (148g04) --'-'-----'--' 1 , ____ I ,;" " "" ,,,,!,2,9:Yo_! 
L r�ct��gul�r"'l!c,I��\!� n1,�9,.1.71. "" , ) i  _, __ , __ , 2,59.� i 
L::�trc�=wl_("'thil\,�Clos,ur�,_I�.8o..o.2)_, __ " __ ,; " , , , :'J:L:. , j:t��', 1 
Lb()l1n<i¥Y. (),i\cl)e� " "" " " " "",,, _ _ _' _ _  �_ i, _ , ,,S.J9.,�,,i ! natural features , 4 : __ __ .5.-.1.9'Yo __ i 
: ............ " ...... " .. . .. .. ...•. , .•. ....• ................•. ...................... , ..• ,,, •.• !" " " " " " " " " ' ,.," • •  �, •.•• 

Li�;�'M' ''. '' . . ............................. 
,
. ·. : : :,3i:L:,::.:�i.���J 

Provisional assessment indicates that the recovered flint assemblage ranges in date from the 
Mesolithic to the Bronze Age_ Twelve pieces, 15.58% ofthe assemblage, displayed characteristics of 
manufacture and flint quality suggestive ofMesolilhic or earlier Neolithic date and sixty-five, or 84.42% of the total showed characteristics appropriate for the later Neolilhic through to the Bronze 
Age, The four fragments ofburnt stone cannot be dated independently. 
Table 186 Quantity oflloll.uramic mat"ial by ph4>e 

j -Period . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  - ······ · '· Qua�tiiy'r " " · 'Qu.:;:.iity T-_--, __ ',T_'_-,O_'_',-_T_-_-_'_
AL
,-_',-_'_',-_'_',i,_ .............................................................. ; . .... . . . . . (fii"t) ,i .. , (l)!'I1l�.���!'�L [ }����rriL�lilSi�Va}I,!'yi,a},.� " � I ' . . .. .  - - - - - . �, : r" :�J,��=��r���!�;i���'-,,,i, ····· j:l· · ····

·
:· " :

"
:··

" " " ·
" " �,T:···,," :" ::" " ,2.f'1 

i f:
e
post�MCdJ 

... 1··-· 3:i j'
.

" " ''''' ''''''1''' ''''''''''' ' ''3i l 
L_ .IIlodem. __ . . ........ ......... - +  ··· it · ,·· " " " " ,, · i: 
r'·¥6':ttt ' ." " '.·' •...................... , .·.·.·.·.· , .·" 7�,,T,-,.,-" " " ." '." ., •• " -•• , ••. ·X1 
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III SItu Ill . 
Period I Natural glacial and alluvial 
Four worked flints were recovered from two contexts of this period. Three pieces, including a 
Mesolithic crested blade derived from a layer of presumed alluvial origin (assoc. group 54J.The 
battered condition of thesc pieces suggest redeposition. The single flake from the old river channel 
(assoc. group 3 1) is broadly datable to the Late NeolithiclBronze Age. 

Period 3. NCQlithic 
Two features allocated to this period produced worked flint. A small pit or tree throw hole (assoc. 
group 4) yielded a single sofl-hammer stnlCk flake and three blades, including two that re-fit, all of 
which suggest an early Neolithic date. One hard-hanuner struck flake from an upper fill of paperclip 
enclosure 1480.04 dates to the late Neolithic or later. 

Period 4 Late NeolithicJEarly BrOMe Age 
Flint from this period derives from five contexts, which relate to two ring ditch monuments, 1480.3 
and 1480.12. The material from the latter fomled the larger group, comprising twenty-three pieces, 
including two tools (t.1blc 187). The remaining material from this feature is consistent with a late 
Neolithic or Bronze Age date. The single hard-hammer muck flake from 1480.3 is also likely to date 
to this period. 

Period 6, Late Bronze Agellton Age 
Features dated to this period yielded six flakes Characteristic of Late Neolithie through to Bronze Age 
date. 

Range and variety 

A scan of the lithic assemblage indicates that the majority comprise debitage or burnt pieces. Of the 
remaining material, eight pieces were cores and eight displayed secondary working in the form of 
partial or continuous retouch and are here classed as tools (table 187). 

The quality of the flint encountered was generally good. It ranged in colour from pale grey to mid 
brownish grey and black. A fairly thin, buff or white cortex survived on forty-two pieces, 57.5% of the 
flint. The quality of the flint, and the colour of the cortex suggests that most, jfnot, all of the raw 
material was obtained locally from river deposited gravel •. 

rlf!>l • .  !�7.. roo� •.. b)' .. ���"'!l.IJ!p<; . .  �.dp�!!�II. ... , Tools : CODtnt type , period dBte 
iJ�'P��, ... � ....... � ,  .. , ... , .L. . . . . . . . ...... ._ .. ' 

............ ........ • •  

: thumbnail scraper : ring diteh fill .. ; .. 5 ·· .. · ' · " Eaiiy'il;�;,;..;; Ai� 
i .. 

mi;;;;: ·;:etoiiCh� ··········· ! ·��lf�ii·fiii ···· f··5· · ·  .. ··· .. · .. ·t· La�NeolithiCiEariy Bronze . 

l .. E���,.,," .. ,.-.. -.. -.. -... ._ .. _l . .(�.��.Q:J�), ............ t .. "' . . " .. "'._ ... :._Al� .. .. . .. .... . . ... . .. . ...... .... " " " ", .. ,,,, ......... ! j convex end scraper : topsoil i 14 : Late NeolithiclEarly Bronze . 

� • . • • . • • . • • . • • . •  _ .

. . . . . • . • . . . . .  _ , n .  
� 

• . . . . .••...••.••.. L.�g� .................. , . " . " . " . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. . . .. . 

: discoidal scraper , topsoil ... . . .  · .. ) 14 : l..ate NcolithiclEarly Bran," 
: ·;;;;;��il�us ·i tOP;oir· · · ·w·t 'i 4 . . .  r���iiiiiiCJE;;;.jyBi.;;;;;Ag� 
i· �aneous · · t pii ii[i .... · ! ·i4· · · ·i·NOOlithiciii;;;:iyBronze Age 
l .. �.'!-.P.� .. ,."" ... _,,_ .. ,. . .. ... ........ . ..... ... .:. ............ "." .. � .... ..... . .. .. .... .................................. " . ....... .. : ! miseellaneous ! top.oil : 14 : NeolithiclEarly Bronze lIS-
� . . .  ��P.q.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ? . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. . .. . .. . ..... . L . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  � . . . , . .  ! miscellaneous ' strucUlre 14 : NcolithiclEarly Bronze Age 
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Condition 

The condition of the flint assemblage was generally good, with few pieces other than Ihose recovered 
from the topsoil showing signs of extensive post depositional damage. The material from ring ditch 
1480. 12 was particularly notable for (he sharpness of thc flint, often a good indicator of 'in situ' 
material. One piece only showed signs of pat in at ion, a flake from old river channel (assoc. group 3 1), 
neither the flint or the river channel can be precisely dated. 
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Factual data 
Quantification o{material 
Pottery 
The Octagon Fann pouery assemblage was recorded by fabric type and form Quantification was by 
sherd and vessel count. A total of 179 sherds was recorded, representing a minimum of 1 18 vessels. 

All quantitative statements and tables in this report are based on the sherd count, 

Registered Ccramic� 
One registered artefact of a coarse grog tempered fabric was recorded, a globular toomweight (Rf.3). 

Building Material and Fired Clay 
The cemmic building material and fired clay was quantified by sherd count and weight , A total of 88 
fragments weighing 2196_7g was recovered, comprising 5 fragments of brick, 5 ofroof tile, and 77 of 
fired clay. 

Provenance 

Pottery 
Tablc I below, shows the relalive quantities of pottery recovered from the varying feature classes 
encountered at Manor Farm. The figures are expressed as a sherd cOllnt and as a percentage of the 
total. 

Tabk 1'8 Quantification 0/ po"ery by feature type 

�:::�.���:��::��:::::::'::: :'.: :::::::::: : : : :"'" 
....................... 

" '::':::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::1 :::::::i�����:::}::::::::::�(�::IQ:t��::! 
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i" 'S�;;I - ....................... ,. ' '' ' ' ' '' ' ' ', ' 
� .. , , , , , , " , , , .. , ,. , , .. _ .. - ..................... , " " ,. , " "" ............ , , , , , , , , . " ........................... " ,! " , 
l,,��'?��b��� ............... ,"" ,., '  ......................... ,""' ,., ' ................. ""'; ,.,, .. . . 
r j�r.�o.i1iiji;�'o.;:I ::":::: :::: : :  : , , :  " :  ': ' : :,,: ::\: : :: 
i".'J:.Q.'J:M-. . .......... '"' '' ' ' '  ............. , , , ' , . , _ "''',, ' __ _ 

45 , 25.13 , 
i4!f, ':::

',:: :::",, -iS:iiii"\ 
: j)(j . 2 ["""'" 1.11 , 

1 9  ! """" ,,""" -t:�,��i 179 i ....... W�·I.�" i 

Due largely to the lack of intact horizontal stratigraphy on site, the bulk of the ceramic material 
derives from cut features, primarily pits and ditches (70.94%)_ These are reatures which are normally 
regarded as the least sllsceptible 10 contamination particularly in their primary and lower fills, The 
risk of contamination is further reduced by Ihe limited incidence /)f inteTCnHing features, 

Phasing and date range 

Tabk 189 Quantificalion o/pottery, by ,<hud, within phWle 

fpolt';ry P�riOdjTp.I1';d :P�ri�d ;;:'iT p�ri�d i3 T·p;"l1od 14 i Pel10d I� T TOTAL 
L�!"llp _ , L 4 . , Ut�p�oiI) , ;.,(IlI1j>!I��e�LL" " ", 
! Neolithic . 2 ;  ............... . ....... �. 1 ........... � :' 1 1::���Ai<:r ....... ::::: .·:. ·.·.i "" 3 .. l. " :::

'
; : ,:: :: - _ : ,,,,,, : :,q"::::::: ::::: ::-!-

U,J:!*.i�ric . 
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The pottery assemblage shows a wide date-range, from the Neolithic to the post-medieval periods. The 
presence oflron Age sherds within fills of monuments phased to periods 3 and 4 suggests fairly large 
scale intrusion. However the horgc and Wlabraded sherds which comprise a large proportion ofthis 
material suggest rather the survival in the landscape of these features into later Prehistory. A parallel 
for this possible continuity exists at Village Farm, where the upper fills of the two ring ditehes 
contained quantities of early Iron Age ceramics and flintwork. 

!:luilding MateriallFired Clay 

Table 190 Qumujjication of building malerial by feature type 

Context type Tile 

, Pit. 
i"·i?����<:,., ... . . . . . . . . , 

·······T'Bri'�k ········-T·Fi�d ·�I�y· "  " " 'r'LOom�" " -' "  

. . . . . iwelgbl 
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Tops�ill Sl.I,l:!��it � 5 . . .......... � 

.. NatuI"al feature� :: ::: ::: :-::- :'. :'. :'. :"1:": ::: :: , ::.: ,.: ,.:.: ,.::.::: ::1:::(:::::::::: :::: : ::: ::: : ... .... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

LJ9JM . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ' ... 5... , .S . . . . . . ................... J7.�.. . . 1 

Table 191 Quantjjication afbuilding mllJerialifired clay by period 

[��te�ory i .rc!io�l p��i�d 6:7 1 1'.t:'��}4 . : 
: Roof tile " " " ,, ', " " " " " " ,  . . . . . . . . 1.5 r B;:;�k ' : 5 � ........... .............. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , , ' ' ' '  . .  ......... . .......... 

· 
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t.X��_�.�.���Y. ... . .... ] . . . . . . . . . . .. , , , . ,"  ..... 77 ............. . . . . . ... . ... j ... " . L l,o�"" ""<i$llt L. I(I<f3) . . . ,... , 
l :r():rAL . . . . . : . .  I ............................ ! . ..1.� ..... .... . . . . . ... .. . . . . .  .LW 
It should be noted that a large proportion of the material tabulated above including all the material 
recorded from pits in tables 3 and from period 6-7, above, relates to a single feature, associational 
group 27, and it probable that all the fired clay derives from one, or possibly two objects. 

Range and variety 

Pottery Type Series 
The type series is listed below in chronological order. 

NEOUTHIC 

BRONZEAGE 

MISe. PREHISTORIC 

Coarse Flint (peterborough type) 

Grog 

Soapy 
Micaceous 
Shell/sand 

TOTAL 2 
2 

TOTAL 1 

1 

TOTAL 4 
J 
I 
2 
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EARLY-MIDDLE TOTAL 148 

FO IA Coarse flint 25 
FOIB Fine flint 12 
F02 Grog/flint 22 
F03 Grog/sand I 

FI7 Grog 25 
Fl9 Sand/organic 1 
F20 Calcareous inclusions 24 

F28 Fine sand 28 
F29 Coarse sand I 

F30 Sand/calcareous inclusions 9 

LATE IRON AGE TOTAL 4 
F05 Grog/shell 1 
F07 Shelly 1 

F09 Sand/grog I 

F32 Sand/flint 

ROMAN 10TAL 1 0  
ROI Samian \ 
R05 Orange sandy :i 
R06 Grey ware 4 

Rl3 Shelly 2 

POST MEDIEVAL TOTAL 8 

POI Glazed earthenware 8 

MISCELLANEOUS TOTAL 2 
Sandy 2 

.. - " .'-' 

Two unabraded sherds of COarse flint pottery, provisionally dated to the late Neolithic were recovered 
from a probable trcc throw hole within rectangular enclosure 1480,02, Although undecorated and 
similar to the Iron Age coarse flint tempered fabric F01A, the two sherds are dated by the features' 
association with the presumed Neolithic mortuary enclosure, and the presence of f1intwork consistent 
with this date, Further work at the analysis stage may refine dating of these fabrics, Flint tempered 
Neolithic Peterborough-type ware has been found elsewhere on the Bedford Bypass at Bumpy Lane 
and elsewhere in the county at Salford, mid Beds (BeAS in prep,), 

Bronze Age 
A single abraded sherd, of a soft grog tempered fabric with a 'soapy' texture probably dates to the 
Bronze Age, 

Iron Ase 
Iron Age pottery makes up the largest chronological groupillg from Octagoll Farm, Of 152 sherds 
dating to this period 148 sherds, 82_68% of the total assembla.ge are characteristic of early-middle 
Iron Age date alld four, 2.23% of the total, of late Iron Age date, 

All the fabric types represented are known from other sites in the county and all are likely to have 
been produced locally_ Eighteen Iron Age vessels with recognisable rim or base forms could be 
identified (table 192)_ 

������������-I 
I 
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Table 191 Iron Age forms 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  >. ve,s�,e,ls, ,� ,' y�:::l;,:;;%:fl��q ��i�;� . . . 
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The forms tabulated above are Iypical of the region, wilh upright rimmed jars being a common feature 
at sites such as Village Farm, and Stagsden. north Beds. (BCAS in prep). Rectangularlflattened 
rimmed, everted rimmed jars and carinated forms, similar to Ihe Octagon Farm examples were also 
present at Vi11age Farm and have been found at the Iron Age settlement site at Salford, mid Beds. 
(BCAS in prep). 

Table 193 necoration of Iron Age VQ!JeL, 

i . . Vc;;oi F;;;:m ....... ' ' rF�;;;.:oiri.�or;;ii��
··········

· · · ·· · Q t;;;; : 
" . , " " ' " . , " ' "  • . •  , ,,..... . .  . '  '< " ,,", W ' , _  ,

. 
" " "" ,.,, ••••••••• •••• • • • • • • • • •  ' •• ' .' •• w.w." •• '.�'.' •• • " . " �Il,�,,.��L.j 

LFl"tlened��dJar: , { �llger i�cle�liDj;on rip, ., . . ...... + 1  :.����i ri;::::i�j�·····
· 
.••••.•• I �;��1���#ili0�j;�i'· .•... ... :, . . . . . . . . :::::·······"i .. ; ; M' I ' h ' taI WWi '; �w. ,'.' . .  1.�,C. ve��,�., .. , .  . . . . ............. ; ..... ���.z.1:,. ,.,.,.,.$!�,I:)Y�s." .,., . . .............•.. '� �'.w�w., • •  

Decoration, in the Iron Age assemblage was recorded on five vessels (table 193). Simple horiwntal 
grooves and incisions are most common and are well known from contemporary Iron Age sites 
elsewhere in the county, for example Salford (BCAS in prep). The most elaborate form of decoration 
occurred on an upright rimmed jar. This scheme has no exact parallels from the county but falls 
within the middle Iron Age tradition. 

The Roman pottery makes up 5.58% of the assemblage, 10 sherds. 

The bulk of the Roman material, 9 shends, is topsoil derived, and a single sherd is intrusive. The 
pottery is fragmentary and no forms could be reconstructed. 

Post medieval and modem 
Eight sherds of post -medieval pottery dating to the 17th-18th century date were recovered. Two forms, 
both bowls, were identified. 
Evidence for use of (he oo\\erV 
Physical evidence for use on the pottery was not present. 

The dearth of evidence for uSe in the pottery assemblage probably results from the limited size and 
nature of the sample. However, the lack of evidence might also be due to surface abrasion on the 
dominant Iron Age pottery group, which may have caused traces of sooting to be los� and/or the 
possibility that some vessels were used to heat their contents not over a hearth, but by the use of 
heated stones. 

Building MateriallFired Clay 
Brick 
All five fragments of brick recovered, were found from a single context. The fragments are of a sandy 
fabric and almost certainly derive from the same brick. The fabric, size and proportions of the brick 
are consistent with a post-medieval date. 
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Rooflile 
Five fragments of flat roof tile were recovered, exclusively from topsoil or subsoil contexts, The fonn 
and sandy fabric suggest a post-medieval date. 

Fired c/ay 
Fired clay from Octagon Fann comprises seventy-eight fragments, of which seventy-seven derive from 
a single feattlfe represented by assoc. group 28, All the fired clay is sand tempered and it seems likely 
that most if not all of the material from this group derives from one or possibly two brick-like objects, 
Forty fragments fetain One or more surfaces, the largest fragment is 130mm wide, 90mm deep and 
incorporates a circular hole, 23mm in diameter and 38mm deep on the presumed 'end' surface. Pottery 
from this feature suggests an early or middle Iron Age date for this object. Parallels for this o1:>ject will 
be sought at tbe analysis stage. 

Loomweight 
Registered Find 3 comprises two conjoining fragments of a roughly spherical loomweight, measuring 
70-80mm in diameter and made from a coarse grog fabric. The single peIToration measured 8mm in 
diameter. The globular form of this object is unusual, tho nonnal fonn for Iron Age loomweights 
being pyramidal or triangular An early Iron Age loomweight of similar proportions is however known 
from Winnal Down, Hampshire (Bates and Winham 1985 fig. 70.2). 

Condition 
Pottery 
The condition of the pottery is generally good with only twenty-seven sherds or 15_08% of the tota! 
assemblage, induding tlu: topsoil derived material showing vllI)'ing degrees of abraSion. 
Recognisable forms account for 1 1 . 17% of the assemblage, suggesting a high degree offragmentation 
as a whole. 

Building Ma\Crial/Fircd Clay 
The building material was recovered in good condition, although the roof tile recovered from topsoil 
was slightly abraded, The fired clay objects from associational group 28 are more fragile and 
fragmented. Due to the large size of these objects, firing, probably in a bonfire, was not complete and 
a cofe of unfired clay is now exposed. 

Registered Ceramics 
Althougb fragmentary, registered find 3 was recovered in fairly good condition. Slight abrasion on the 
surfaces and on the exposed breaks suggests that the object was broken prior to deposition, 
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2.8.4 HUMAN BONE 

Factual Data 

Quantification ofmaterial 

A single isolated cremation was recovered from the final season of excavation. The material was 
contained within a pit (CJ43J) sited well away from aoy orth. known monuments. There were no 
associated finds or features. 

2.8.5 ANIMAL BONE 

Factual Data 

Quantification of material 

Only two pieces were recovered. a pig incisor aod a piece of lumbar vertebra. 

2.8.6 MACROSCOPIC PLANT AND INVERTEBRATE REMAINS 

Factual Data 

Quantification. provenance and range of material 

I • Some Quercus (oak) charcoal waS recovered from possible Neolithic tree-throw pits (table 195). A rew 
�---------�ID'�rnimfi���reyr.m�f���· ����� �-�" mh�mclt-'"· ���mH��·�Ww�'A�'�����a--------------1I 
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""=� u< .. �.� '1'. " '-J.r �� a vWY'"" , " ..... "J 
late Bronze Age I early Iron Age pits (table 194). 

Table 194: ChltTred Seeds and Chqffjro/ll Octagon Farm 

; . . ................. ... . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . ........ . . . ............................ . . .. . . . .. . ................. . . .. . · .. · .. r ·  .. .. .. . .. . . .............. .. . ..... . .. .... --. ... ... .. .... ...... . . .. . . . ... ; ��?': ... ?!!�r!!�,"�!��Cri� ____ �" __ .. _ ,  .. " .. w ... ,,,� ! Late Bronze Age I Ear!!!���� . .:.g;;..e_---i 

I:-:i�� l_:!? it:�.� .. ....... .. ...... . .. . . . .. .. + .. .. .... ....... _ . . .  . .. . 4 . . .. _ .. . .. ... .. ... J 

I :::i::::I;:�Od .. --.----",,,., ... ,. I .. � " . ""-.""".-. 4 
� 1 ,. ,  . . .  ,. .. .... .. .... . . . . . . . . . ....... , .  ....... ,."'.,. .......... __ �� __ .. .. "'''''' .. " .... ''' . .  , .. . . . ..... 0 .. .. .... . .. ... _w�� .... "' .. _ .. �'''_''" .. , . . . .  _, .. ..  �,_ 

J � � l Hordeum sp. hulled barley 

II 
+ ! 

i Cory/u" avellana hazel nut shell frags. + l 
l I 
t��l:,:':,�:?,��"'_� .. , .. " .. �,''''_.. ''' ''' '' _"'" 

+ 
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+ 1-10 items 
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Table 195: Charcoal/Tom Odagon Farm 

, Type of Sample I ?Neolithic i Late ronzc ge gc 
tW'.'�"'.MW�"'.��'.'w�.'�'="'�'w�'.�'��=��"'.'.'w,w�'.' .. w.w W.W" ,' '," W " ,' " " j""M" ,,,,",�.,w���'��f���M.M.'.'." '.'.w,.,','," " " ,' '" '  ' " , . '"" " , .,' '.' '.' " . . � 
INo. flots I 3 !  8 
1 No. hand-picked I , .. .. · .. .. .. .. · · · ·  .. .. · .. t · · · .. .. .. · ·  .. · . . . . .. · · · .. .. .. · · .. .. · · ; lTOtal samples w� .... '".�.'" .• '" ...... "'."."'.� I ��_'"Jw ... , .. "M� .. �m .. _�8� .. �.��m�.�.�J 
l No. samples with charcoal i I . .. . .... .. ............... . . . . . .. . ....... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  -.. _- .. -._-_ .. _ .. _ .. mm·· · .. ·_ .. _ .. · .. r ...... ·_ .... · .... · .. · .. · ··· ·  .. ....... ........................ m .• _m . ....... .. m. .. _ . . .  _ . . . .. , IA/nus / Cory/us lp. alder/hazcl I I 

i Quercus sp. oak I 2 3 ; t � 1 cf. Pomoldeae haWlhom ele I l 
i cf. Prunus Ip. sloe etc_ ' I !  
.'" .. "." .. �'"� ........ '" .. '"� .... w�.-... -.w .•.•. w ...... 'N.mw.� 
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rt n excavations at Medbur 
Lane, Elstow, 1995, (J. Crick) 

Background 

In response to • proposed application for mineral extraction on land to the east of Mcdbury Lane, 
Elstow, an archaeological evaluation was undenaken by Bedfordshire County Archaeology Service, on 
behalf ofthe developers, C A B1ackwell Ltd. It was proposed that the site become a borrow pit for the 
construction work on the Bedford Southern Bypass. The aim of the evaluation was to define the naturc 
and extent of a potential archaeological constraint on development of this site identified in the 
Bedfordshire MInerals and Waste Local Plan. 

An area of archaeological interest was identified in the NW corner of the site, comprising evidence for 
I OtWI l th century settlement evidence. This was thought to be a continuation of a site first identified 
to the north at Village Fann in 1994. The developer's initial proposal was to avoid disturbance of the 
NW corner of site, however development took place which necessitated a rapid salvage excavation of 
this area, between the 6th - 10th April, 1995. 

Location and Topography (fig,27) 

The site for the borrow pit lies 2.5km south east of Bedford town centre, in EIstow Parish and is 
centred at TL 05554679. It is on the lower gravel terrace of the river Great Ouse at 30m OD. The land 
slopes away to the east and south towards a subsidiary stream of the Elstow Brook. TO tll" north the 
site is bounded by the line of the bypass, where, during April - July 1994 BeAS carried out large scale 
excavations at Village Farm.. in advance of rQ�d con!;tn'N10n These exciJvatinn� identified two late 
Neolithicl early Bronze Age ring ditches and settlement evidence relating to the Iron Age, early 
Saxon, Saxo-Norman and later medieval periods. 

Summary of Results (fig.28) 

The earliest phase of activity identified at Medbury Lane comprised three Bronze Age cremations in 

the NW of site. Later prehistoric activity comprised two phases of field enclosures and a small 
quantity of residual Iron Age pottery, indicative of peripheral settlement activity. 
A hiatus in settlement occurs in the Roman period with settlement being resumed in the early-mid 
Saxon period. AI; with the Village Fann site the settlement is dispersed with three identifiable foci of 
activity. These comprised two sunken featured buildings, one to the north of the site and the other to 
the south and a post-built building with an associated yard area towards the western limit of 
excavation. A well/water storage pit in the south of the site produced a 7th-8th century domestic 
pottery assemblage with animal bone. 

This scattered pattern of settlemcnt along a NW-SE axis continucs into the lOth-11 th centuries. The 
evidence for this period comprised two post-built buildings separated by a distance of 80m and are 
perhaps two separate fannsteads. Concentrations of post holes across site are suggestive of fencelines, 
with several four post structures and associated settlement activity. An area of Small-scale 
metalworking was located on the east of the excavation, comprising four slag-filled pits and a post­
built structure. A second well/water storage pit produced a quantity of St Neots ware pouery dating to 
the IO/llth centuries and auimal bone. Two narrow boundary ditches defined the limit ofthe 
settlement to the east. The eastern-most of these appears contemporary with timber building in the NE 
of the site and suggests an expansion of the settlement eastwards in the 1 1th century. The results ofa 
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geophysical survcy and subsequent trial Ircnching suggests the soulhcnl limit of the selllemenl lies 
slightly south of the "rea of excavation. 

Discussion 

Preliminary analysis of the results of this excavation suggests the remains uncovered on the Medbury 
Lane site are a continuous spread SE of the settlement activity first identilied by the excavations at 
Village Farm to the north_ The Bron?e Age cremations record a continuance of the ceremonial activity 
focused around the two ring ditches to the NW. During the early-mid Saxon and Saxo-Nonnall 
periods tlle settlement remains focused along a general NW - SE axis with slight shin.. in the specific 
foci of activily_ The relationship between the archaeological remaiM or these two sites is the rational 
behind the inclusion ofth. preliminary results of the Medbury Lane excavation in this document. An 
analysis of the Village Fann and Medbury Lane material together enhances the potenti.l afboth sit�s 
to address the aims and objectives of the project. 
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endix 2 :  Summar Re art on excavations at Cardin ton 
Cross, 1993, (A. Thomas� 
Background (fig 29) 

The site lies approximately 3km. \0 the south east of Bedford town centre within the parish of 
Cardington at 11.. 079480. 11le excavation was situated adjacent and to the South of the existing 
course of\he Elstow Brook 

hI: :::: 

Aerial photography clearly shows a complex of crop marks (HER 9(81) on the gravel terrace 
uv�rluuk.iJlg U10 \JIuuk, "l'PlUximately 250m. to the South of\he site at TL 081479. This complex 
consists of a number of enclosures of variable si?c based around a series of parallel linear features, 
probably indicating the position of a droveway. Although many of the enclosures seem to be of a scale 
indicative of an agricultural infield system, the smaller enclosures may relate to settlement activities. 
The date ohhis complex remains uncertain, but comparisons can be made wilh similar, recently 
excavated sites such as Pearuee Faml (specifically the arrangement of enclosures along a droveway), 
Mill Farm and Eastcotts. This would suggest a RomanO-British date for this complex, possibly with 
Iron Age antecedents. A series of linear features can be seen mnning down-slope towards the area of 
excavation. 

A number of tesl pits were excavated in the vicinity of the crop mark complex during the summer of 
1993 as pan of The Elstow Brook Widening Scheme Archaeological Evaluation (BCAS Report 
93/14). These all revealed a similar sequence of deposits, generally consisting of 350mm. to 400mm. 
of topsoil, sometimes overlying modem dredged material and 500mm. to 1000nun. of yellowish 

brown alluvium sealing either sandy gravel, blue-grey clay or the fills of palaeochannels or still water 
features. None of these test pits revealed any evidence of archaeological activity. 

As pan of the same evaluation, a 50m. trench was excavated where a new channel was to be cut for 
the brook, thus diverting jl along the South side of the planned route ofth. Bedford Southern Bypass. 
This revcaled a dense s read offeatures scaled 250nun. of to soil and 300mm. of alluvium. The 
limited scope oflhis trench and the lack of datable artefacts (one sherd ofundiagnostic pottery) 
rendered any interpretation and phasing of these features speculative and necessitaled excavation of 
0.25ha. along the line ofthe new cut. 

Summary of results (figs. 30 and 31)  (table 196) 

Archaeological activity at Cardington Cross Can be divided into a number of distinct periods and these 
have been integrated into the single phasing sequence adopted for all the sites of the Bedford Southem 
Bypass. The major elements identified included prehistoric Iree clearance, late Iron Age!Romano­
British peripheral settlement activity and boundary constmction followed by alluviation from the mid 
Roman period into the Medieval period. 

Discussion 

The earliest evidence of human activity at Olrdington Cross relates to tree clearance. The high densily 
oflree furow holes and the presence of burnt material within many of these features implies human 
involvement rather than natural causes. Although finds were rare, the presence of early prehistoric 
lithic material suggests that tree clearance may have begun relatively early in Ihis area, although the 
possibility of successive phases of regeneration and clearance should not be mled out. However, Ihe 
presence of stmctural feMures probably dating to the late Iron Age suggests that tree clearance was 
largely complete by this time. 
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A large number of negative features were identified on site, some structural but mostly isolated, 
Chronological phasing of these is conjectural due to the lack of diagnostic artefacts, but an estimate of 
late Iron Age or Romano-British seems acceptable through association with the ditch line at the 
Western limit of excavation, The lithic assemblage recovered from site implies early Prehistoric 
activity within the area and it is possible that some of the structures may be earlier in date. The 
geneml lack of cultural material recovered may support this view. No conclusive relationship with the 
main area of crop marks could be established, although the ditches within the area of excavation 
appear to be aligned with the peripheral linear features, The possible date range of the two areas could 
be compatible, The nalure of occupation also remains uncertain, but may be related to peripheml 
settlement activities; possibly incorporating usc of the brook. The double ditch line may have acted as 
a boundmy for such activities, as well as serving a dminage function, 

A rise in the water table was indicated by the presence of undisturbed alluvium filling and sealing the 
ditches . Again the lack of diagnostic artefacts presents a problem in the phasing of this event, but a 
mid-late Romano-British date would be compatible with the general picture secn within the Ouse 
Valley (Robinson, 1992) and specifically at Eastcotts, where a shift in settlement pattern away from 

rds the end of the 2nd centu or the be 'nrn of the )rd century, 

A cursory examination of the ceofacts (E. Hutchins, pers. comm,) has indicated that many of tlle tree 
throw holes contained a suitable amount of charcoal for C dating. The presence of carbonised seeds 
within some of the negative fealures may give a broad indication of the agricultural pmctices 
occurring in the arca but the samples with the most potential for environmental reconstruction were 
from the ditches. particularly the primary, waterlogged fills, Samples from the primary fill of the 
second recut of the eastern ditch (A16) conlain approximately tcn species of weeds and samples 
through the fills or the western ditch (A 17) may provide infonnation on environmental changes 
contemporary with the rise ill the water table and the initial periods of alluviation, 

Ta1J/e 196 Carding/on CTon: Summary o/phosing 

f"PERn)D ·�w.vm.'''' .·.·.,.·.·:.·.·.Wr'_�· ... "'m .... '.' .... w .. ".LA:N"D�S�CAPE·v' ... '.'"'.w .... "M"A ... �. w ... " • ..., ... '.' ... " "  • •  , ., .................... .  ' ... '.·, ..... ·, ..... .,.,.. .. ,w,,� DESCRIPTION i 
i GROUPS 
; Period 1 Natural glacial and alluvial I ! osits i Periods 2-7 Early Prehistoric to Iron ; 
I A e 

2, 8 

i Period 8 Late Iron AgeJEarly Rornano- 3 , 4 i British 
i Period 9 Romano-British 
I Periods 10-13 Late Romano-British to 
1 Medieval 

5 
G 

, Period 14 Post Medieval to Modern 7 '_�·'-"""""""" ""'W""""W""'M"���''''''''' ..... W ..... ,,.,..,.,.,. .· ....... · ....... · ......... "'."' ... w ... ·.'J .... ,·, ... �� 

Tree clearance, palaeosol 

Peripheral sertlement activity 
and boundaries 
Alluvium 
Alluviumlcolluvium, reworked 

cultivation 
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A endix 3:  Summar re ort on excavation and surve as 

eart of the Elstow Brook Widening Scheme (phases I and 11) 
Background (fig.32) 

Prior to the constJUction of the Bedford Southern Bypass, and in the light of the predicted increase in 
rull-<lff, drainage improvements were necessary to the Elstow Brook. Tlus involved a large amount of 
ground disturbance, largely along the north bank of the Brook, and archaeological evaluation was 
initiated to assess the likely impact. Three phase ofwork lOok place, phases I and II during early 1993 
between Elstow and Octagon Farm, with the results of evaluation being reported ill Clark, Dawson 
,md Shotliff (199J). Sixty two tc,t.pit, were cxcavated at lOOm intervals along the northern bank of 

the Brook, supplemented by seven trial trenches in areas thought to be more archaeologically 
sensitive. 

Summary of results 

No archaeological deposits were recovered from any of the phase I trenches or pits. Roman and Iron 
Age feamres were recorded in a single Phase Jl trench (results offurtller excavation in this area are 
reported above in Appendix 2). The majority of obselVations were on natural alluvial deposits. The 
generalised sequence comprised topsoil sealing dredged deposits, in nun sealing alluvial clays, silts 
and gravels. Darker more organic deposits, obselVed between the alluvium alld \lnderlying natural 
gravels may have indicated standing water or old channel courses. 

Discussion 
The report on the results of evaluation stresses the lintitations of test·pits in locating settlement 
activity. The lack of archaeological observations might be explained as a result of this, or alternately 
may suggest t 
wet. 

All the test "pits did however produce useful strati graphic infornmtion conceming the development of 
the post·glacial landscape, the allnviation process and its effects On archaeology. Alluvial clays 
obseIVed in many of the test·pits would have been deposited when rising water tables lead to Oooding 
with V'Jriable rates and quantities of sedimentation. Robinson (1992) has suggested that the rise in the 
water table took place from the ntid-Roman period and evidence from Eastcotts (this volume section 
2.7), Octagon Farm (this volume section 2.8) and Cardington Cross (Appendix 2 above) supports this. 
ObseIVations along the Elstow Brook have potential to support investigations at these sites. 

The Elstow Brook evidence also has the potential, through an analysis of the alluvial deposits and 
underlying Pleistocene gravels, to inform our nnderstanding of the spread and tluckness of alluvial 
deposits in this area, identifYing areas prone to flooding and areas of higher and drier ground. The 
importance of mapping the palaeotopogrphy of the area is highlighted as one of the major aims of 
analysis. 
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Appendix 4: Summary of Bvnass human bone 

Table 197: SummaJ'y of e1ridencefoT hll,man honE! 

r M�'�W��' __ �"�''''" , " " . " " " ' �w"_w��_m'r'm"''' ''"" " " ' ''�'w,�� ___ ��",,,,,,, , , ,  'M'w"''''�'l 
0c�,Il�" " ,  __ �_J}�llIq�', w , JS9'1':'!lJ'x:r§"Jl�ERIOIl_�,w,t,,�,9,N},\'[!,,,�,!§,��,��� �",W ' " ' ; 
, Pearlr!,e Fa� 1 INHUM 1 948,949,950 ! P9;Roman Inf�t Buri�l ! I ; INHUM i 621/22,648, 1 P9;Roman Adult in anthropomorphic , , ' . 'l . � "" , . . .  " ' . �  . .  1 .  � . .  , ,,,,4,?��,17.��, .  , j� � � . � .  � . , ' """ .. L�r�����t.!t! �n��o�p�n}�d. " """i 
! -�ill���','�'�� - , 1§��-,-'-,-,',J',-,i�!i;�:i:!9,',-_'_',-t :j;ii��A!�',-,-'-,-,',-,-,l���������::,-,',',-,-, - '_-,-,',-,',-,',-,-,',-,-,',-,-,'-,-,-,-,',-,',-,-,', 'I i 1 CREM ! 251212513 : P7;Iron Age 1 Accompanied by whole dog and I ' � � ! ,  , L_w""w,"",-"-", __ ,_"" """ "'0"�"w,�,l,,,w_,,,,w,, _,w,-,'<'m ,"+,� Le�r}�!!!�"�2,!!�,L_�,,,��_. 1 I Bumpy Lane � CREM i 817017 1 i P9, Roman 1 Possibly in box, associated with i L.·.·.·.·. �' . .  w.w. � •• ' •• ', •.•• ,"'''''' j, '" "." .w . .  ' . .  w.'.' . . � . .  �L,.w . .  � . .  w . . " .. ' ........... 1" " ,  '" "'" ""'"' .'",' . .  '.'.w . .  '.' . .  '.'. �, .. �u�.,.?��,:t.!��.!� .. ,., ............ " " , .. , " "  '" , '" ., ".' . .  '.' . .  " . .  w.' .. ' .. �,.J i Eastcotts ; INHUM ; 305/6 ! P3; Neolitbic ( Crouched aduh in grave cut with i 
j � ; � associated lithlcs � ?'" , . " ............................. ��.,., ,. ,'''''' '" '" .... � . .... . . .................................... ,., ,., "'''' '" '" '" '" " "  ... � ................................................ , . ,.,'" '" " ' " , .......... j 

1··· 1·: ···I· ��j/:/�0'11 . '1- :�:���:� ··········· I · ���i::·��:'���:��:K�j;:······ · · · , 
! .. ···· lj� i.7�I!2/3 · Jf�;#,��,;� !.���i���;:y�a�c��pa�i�<l j f""'" j ��,' g�;��33

, " '" " L��:���;�· ' :" " ''',t����i��u�;i�;�-�%�pa�,
i��", ,, , ,-:! 

i".", . , ," . 11 CREM ". , i, 9�9,993 11 P9,Rom�_ . .  " ""l"y'!,.acco.mpanied 
"" ,; i Frag_ i 3044 P9,Roman \ Tibia only 'I " � � � l.. . . .  " "" """"'" .Fr�!L .... . j 2?81 "' "  "" ."P'};�N�t!,.n�l . .. . . ; SkldJ.fra�,?,�L. " " " .," " .. . . , 

I Ocffilf�!a'!'.!". ,,,.C::,�5�,,,,J2�J3!�,,,,,,,, L��,\�!�ph.��:�"),, Un���RaE�c"d" , ' ' ' ' '<' ".",,,, ,,,,�,,�j 
CREM � Cremated burial INHUM � Inhumation burial Frag. �_ fragment 
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A -",-- 5 : Su ry of Bvoass animal bone 

Table 198: SUmtnaT)' ofByp .... wrimtd bo" • 
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A endix 6:  Summar lant remains 

Tabu 199: Presence of Edihk Clwrred and Waterlngged PlanJs � P",iod 
rs·p.;;;J;' by Period----�---·�·���-�- ·"-�?N;iiibi�L;te Ne lithiC�

:- Late Bronze _ Iron : Late Iron , Roman fi.at,;��---s;;;;;T--" s;;;;;-"·-·-M·� ;;:;;i'"i 
! ' I Early ronze -- Age I Early Age ,  Age I Early , i I Early : ' Norman : I 

j Seeale cereale rye ! -- ! ! -- . :  1 , _ _  IH���e�_�;;"ii:�: : : : ::s�:��:��_�«(�io/ :J : -: :  - ._. _ __ _ _ : :: : : : : : ::: : : -: 1-: - - - - - - - -- -- - " - -- : :: :: : -; : : : : :: : -::::: ::-: : : ::;:- : 1 -: - - _ _  :: : fl - .l f!:._"!'.I�a.:� _ _ _ _ _  . .  __ . .L�i.�:�_b_arley_ _ _ __ __ _ l _ _ _ _ _  .-. - - - - .-. - -: -. - - - --L _:. _ L . - - - -, - - -: - - - ... - - - - : - - - - .;.-. - ·- - -, - l - - . J  
: Hordeum sp i naked barley � _ • + ! • '

. . :  • I 
_' :lif����� �.: : :: : :: : : : ! :���:�8!i� ::: :: ::::::l :' : : :, : :: : --. : : :

-
:: : - - .- C : :  - -+ : - :- :; - - - :: - - - - : : : : : :; : : - : : : : : : ::: :: : : : ' :; : : : ::;: : :;:: - - - - - :-:::: : : : : :: 1 . ; Hordeum sp_ , barley ! . ' 

. _ : + ' . ! j 
, , Cereal mdet ; + .  . , _ . , . j 

, -- P,sum I Viela salIva , pea I cuItt''lIted vetch __ _ -- ; _ , _  _ " . __ . , , , , � . . . . . .. � ..... -. . -. . --.-. .  -. .  -. ;-.--.---.---.--.-. .  -.--.� . .  · .. ·· __ · __ ···· __ · __ ·_ -_ .. ········ __ ···· __ ··-_·-t-···· " " " " " " " " " '1'--' -.--.--.--. .  -.�-.--.-.- ·'·--·'··'··'··'··'··f ······ __ · __ ·j·· __ · __ ··· . __ . __ ... __ ...... _-<-_ ..... __ ...... __ .• ,. __ . __ ._-_ ..•... ............ �. .! .. ... ... .. .. ... ..... .;.. ... ... ..j � : Prunus spmosa : sloe E .  � • : ' : .  � + . : ! . � 
1�.]?-:�i�� : : :: ::::.::: : :: : .�h.� _ _ _ : : : : :: :: ::T:: : : _ ·: : : : r : :

-
:: :: :: : :: :: : :: ·: , : : : : : : : : : .: :·:. :: r : : .·. : : : : : .: : :j : -i .. :::::::: :::::::::L-- .... ::::: : : : : : : : r- - - · . 1  , w  .Aplum graveoiens ! celel}' , . , , ' ; . , ' .  ' ; . ,  j � ........ -:- .... ' ........ ............... ... .... ...... ..... . :,' ... ... ..... ... ...... .. ..... ..... . .......... --- .;-.......................... ; .. --....... --.--.--. ... ... . . . ... ... ... ''-:- ... ... ... . . : . ..... ... ..... ... . . ... ... ...... ..... .. ,.... . ....... �. . ........ .............. -;- . '1 i w Juglans regia i walnut j '. ! ! ;  

--
+ . . ,  1 � ... ..... -;-.... ' .. ... ... ... ... ..... .... ... . --. ... .. ..... '

.
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Concmuution ojCJuured Seed< and C1uqf as a Pl!Tcentage ojthe Tqlal Samples ConJaining Matuialjrom Each Pl!Twd 
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