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SUMMARY

The excavations at Twyford Down in advance of the construction of the M3 revealed a complex
series of archaeological features reflecting occupation and farming activity extending, though
probably interrupted, from the Early Bronze Age to the Early Roman period. Evidence for
settlement, economy and burial rites has been recovered for the Bronze Age period on Twyford
Down. The burial record has been unexpectedly full and adds to our knowledge of burial practice
and monuments in this area: it was focuscd on an mterruptcd rmg dltch The cv1dcncc for

modern ploughmg In spite of that cnough survwcd at the time of thc excavation to provc the
existence of a small settlement with associated fields.

It is not yet known if the Bronze Age settlement and farming activity is directly contemporary
with the burials but it is hoped that full analysis of all the pottery coupled with a limited series of
radiocarbon assays will resolve this. It should then be possible to create a single sequence of
events involving settlement, burial and farming activity, presumably relating to a family farmstead
over a numnber of generations.

The Late Iron Age/Early Roman period lacked any direct evidence for settlement within the
proposed road corridor, although the excavations were close to a settlement sit¢ excavated in the
1930s. The presence of paddock enclosures and domestic debris from pits, however, is enough to
suggest the nature of the settlement in this area.

As well as the recent excavations, the earlier evaluation work and aerial photographic survey
carried out by RCHME and the 1930s excavators has provided considerable data on the
development of the landscape in later prehistory.

The assessment of the data gathered has led to six themes being identified for the analysis of the
data and its publication. The principal themes are the role of funerary ritual in Bronze Age
settlement, the changing landscape in later prehistory, and an assessment of the validity of the
evaluation techniques, and a consideration of the techniques for the future. In all, the approach
outlined above will address four research aspects highlighted as national priorities in Exploring
QOur Past (English Heritage 1992) and three aspects defined as local or regional priorities. The
analysis is to be presented in a chronological synthesised report of about 40,000 to 50,000 words °
Sl.lltablc for pubhcauon as a monograph in the Hampshlre Fleld Club series. Thc entire post»

a draft publlcauon report to bc Submltted to Enghsh Hentage Thc total cost w111 be £6I 932 50
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SECTION 1: INTRODUCTION

In February 1990, the Secretary of State for Transport and the Secretary of State for the
Environment, following the Inspectors' reports from the 1987-8 Public Inquiry, decided that the
M3 motorway extension (Bar End-Bassett section) should proceed as published (Mott Hay and
- Anderson 1984). Considerable concern had been expressed by a number of archaeological
| organisations over the potential effects of this decision on archaeological deposits to the east of
‘ Winchester. As a result, English Heritage (HBMCE) were required to initiate archaeological
investigations of the two-Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAM 273 and 543) which were to be
affected by the proposals. The two monuments Tie to
and Hockley Downs, adjacent to the Iron Age hillfort of St Catherine’s Hill. There were,
however, further archaeological implications arising from the proposcd road construction along
the route between Bar End and Compton. These were highlighted in a report commissioned by
English Heritage and compiled by the Winchester Archaeology Office in 1985 (Whinney 1985).
In March 1990, in order to deal with all of the archaeological implications of the proposals,
E - English Heritage asked Wessex Archaeology to prepare a strategy for assessing the full
archaeological potential of the proposed route between Bar End and Compton, with a particular
emphasis being placed on the evaluation of the archaeological remains on Twyford and Hockley
Downs. Subsequently following the completion of the evaluation, excavations were undertaken
on Twyford Down between April and November 1991. This report represents an assessment of
the data gathered with proposals for its further analysis and dissemination.

i 1.1 Background
i ‘ The western end of Twyford Down was the subject of small-scale excavations in 1933-34 carried
M out by pupils and masters from Winchester College (Stuart and Birkbeck 1936). These were -

undertaken within the framework of a growing body of information about the British Iron Agc in
Hampshire. Specifically, the results of the excavations at St Catherine’s Hill had recently been
" published (Hawkes 1930) and the well-preserved field system which covered the westem end of
3’“ the down had been provisionally identified as of Iron Age origin. Start and Birkbeck's
A excavations defined the presence of an Iron Age village with an associated field system. It was
believed to be a satellite of the hillfort on St Catherine's Hill. Subsequently the village and the
best-preserved clements of the field system were  granted the status of Scheduled Ancient
o - Monument,

¥ S i hs collated and plotted by RCHME show that the field systemn originally

l extended further to the east, A circular feature, subsequently found to be a ring-ditch, wasalso————
recognised. The evaluation work in 1990 confirmed the extent of the field system, the presence of
the ring-ditch, and also suggested that considerable evidence of Bronze Age activity survived in
the eastern half of the area.

Following the archaeological evaluation work undertaken in 1990, Wessex Archaeology
submitted an excavation research design to English Heritage. This design set out a scope of works
centred on Twyford Down. The resulting excavation project was carried out between 29 April
and 14 November 1991. The results of the excavation are surnmarised below (section 3). The
. results of the previous evaluation work have already been submitted to English Heritage (Wessex
o Archaeology 1990 and 1991) but for the sake of sequential completeness will be referred to in
summary (section 1.3).

i

wlii;

ER RO




A brief non-technical account of both the evaluation and excavation was published as a booklet in
January 1992 (Farwell and Newman 1992).

1.2 The Site

The excavation areas at Twyford Down are situated on an Upper Chalk ridge (36m OD). The
ridge forms the southern edge of a basin which reaches into Middle and Lower Chalk deposits to
the south of St Giles's Hlll Wnnchcstcr Immedlatcly to the north of Twyford Down, inside of the

whxch is a Scheduled Ancwnt Monument. To the west of Twyford Down he thc alluvxal deposxts
of the Itchen valley.

The sites themselves are situated on the northern and western flanks of Twyford Down
overlooking the Plague Pit valley (a dry coombe) and the Itchen valley respectively.. Variable
deposits of Clay-with-flint and Loam cover some of the Upper Chalk at this location, especially
towards the west of the area. The surface of the chalk also has localised patches of both sand and
fine flint gravel. |

The present day soil on most of the section of Twyford Down within the excavation areas consist

. of degraded ploughsoil which contains a considerable proportion of freshly detached chalk and

clay. The soil is on average only 0.25m deep and contains many coarse components. The soil is
generally slightly calcareous, though the localised patches of clay result in small patches of

)

i

i
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more acidic soil.

1.3 The Evaluation

1.3.1 Fieldwalking

The fieldwalking exercise undértaken in the arable field on Twyford Down (Assessment Stage 1,
Wessex Archaeology 1990) produced a number of positive results. Thirty-five sherds of Bronze
Age pottery were recovered from a 400m length of the proposed road corridor at the north-eastern
end of the field. Large quantities of burnt and worked flint were also recovered from this section
of the route. This spread of material coincides with the indications of a round barrow and
associated enclosure system, identified from aerial photographs and a geophysical survey
undcnaken as part of the archacological assessment. Even so, the presence of Romano-British

, o5t equal in number to the Bronze Age ones, led to caufion in attributing a Bronze Age
date to all the sub-surface features.

Evidence for the known Late Iron Age/Early Roman settlement in the south-western half of the
field was, in terms of artefacts, less forthcoming. The fieldwalking areas nearest to the expected
site of the settlement produced only eight sherds of Romano-British pottery. The geophysical
survey suggested areas of generalised activity. However, both aerial photographs and the
geophysical survey attest to the survival of the associated field system in the south-westermn corner
of the arable field, together with surviving traces of a trackway which runs east-west across the
proposed route in the direction of the settlement.

1.3.2 Machine Trenches
Evaluatlon trenches (Asscssment Stage 2. Wessex Archacology 1991) in the north—eastcm section

down. Prchlstom layers were found to survive bencath thc modcrn ploughsox] These compnsecl




the infill of a shelf in the hillside. This feature was interpreted as a negative lynchet, representing
the uphill boundary of a field. the ledge resulting from the erosion of the chalk through ploughing
over a long period of time. The geophysical plot showed the line of the feature to be
approximately north-south. at an angle to the hill slope, and it is considered to be the remaining
part of a system of fields comparable to, though of an earlier origin than, the visible earthworks to
the south-west.

The results of the trial trenches in the south-western section of the field were less conclusive. The
trenches showcd that the anomahcs on thc geophysn:al plot dld not necessarlly 1ndlcate

=

thu.kness of the layer of Clay -with-flint Wthh covercd the bcdrock chalk at thls end of the down
Archaeological features were, however, encountered in a number of tenches, mainly in the
southern and western parts of the area examined, up-slope from the surviving field lynchets.
Features identified included a pit, which contained a substantial number of sherds of both Early
and Late Bronze Age date, and a group of small features, one of which contained pottery dated to
the very Late Iron Age. The features demonstrate the survival of ancient deposits beneath the
modern ploughsoil at this end of the down; and suggest occupation and settlement of more than
one period.

1.3.3 Hockley Lynchets .

The test pits excavated in the area of prcscrved lynchets near Hockley Golf Course (Assessment
Stage 1), immediately to the south-west of the arable field considered above, confirmed the
known status of this monument. The agricultural nature of the site was clear and no evidence for

settlement within the proposed motorway corridor was found. It was observed that preservation
of the lynchets themselves deteriorated markedly below the 50m contour. Buried soils and full
lynchet profiles were only to be encountered above that height, in the east of the area. The
presence of one sherd of pottery and a strap end of Anglo-Saxon dase can only be interpretcd as
stray finds. The presence of quantities of mid- to late Bronze Age pottery within the test pits,
however, and its occurrence on the surface in the adjacent part of the Twyford arable field, are
both indicators of the antiquity of the lynchet system.

1.4 The Excavation Project Design
(This section reproduces section 2 of the Excavation Research Design as submitted to English
Heritage in April 1991)

1.4.1 The archaeological programme should be seen as the investigation of a ‘transect” through
an archaeologically-rich and historically important landscape. -Not only does the route provide the
opportunity to record 'sites’, but it also allows the study of the development of an important
communications corridor. The River Itchen, Roman roads, medieval hollow-ways, the Itchen
Navigation and the Didcot, Newbury and Southampton railway all used this corridor. Indeed, the
M3 extension will become part of this chronological development.

1.4.2 It is proposed that excavations shall take place in advance of construction at six locations
along the route, and that intensive watching brief work shall be undertaken at a further six

locations when construction work starts, with a general watching brief maintained along the entire
length of the new route during the topsoil stripping for the road corridor.

1.43 The Dongas SU48902755. It should be noted that if extensive subsoil deposits or




SU48652720, these are likely to extend into at least the southern part of this area. Excavation
work is. therefore, intended at the southern end of this monument, where potentially settlement
evidence and that for the origins of the trackways will coincide. It is also proposed to excavate at
least one area to the north to investigate the developed trackways.

1.4.4 Twyford SU48652720. Excavation work will be concentrated on areas of lynchets which
were exposed in assessment trenches, and around the ring-ditch and mound which is to be totally
excavated in quadrants. In all, an open area of up to 2 hectares will be cleared to investigate in
plan the potential site of Bronze Age settlement. -

1.4.5 Twyford SU48302690, Excavation work will be concentrated on the area adjacent to the
focus of the settlement partly excavated in the 1930s. An open area of up to 1 hectare will be
Cleared to investigate the significance of features found in assessment trenches, and to look for an
Early Roman trackway which crosses the lynchet systemn at the western end of the excavation
area. Pottery recovered from surface collection and the assessment trenches suggests the presence
of both Bronze Age and Iron Age features. None of the features was substantial and their
excavation within an open area will best determune their nature.

Lo Jcnad
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1.4.6 - Hockley SU48102680. Removal of topsoil by machine in selected transects across the
lynchet system to allow hand excavation of areas of preserved subsoil is suggested. The trenches
would be located on the ground so as to give sections through the lynchets, and areas would then
be stripped at right angles through the areas of best preservation (positive lynchets)., Features
preserved below the subsoil would be investigated. Maximum total area to be excavated would be

e 750m2.

“ia . 1.4.7 Hockley Traffic Lights SU47902670. Bridge foundations are due to be constructed here

2 during 1991 and it is thought that a pre-construction excavation consisting of a single trench SOm

e . . cp sk . . .

i x 2m should be machine-excavated in advance. The site is in a prime location for early medieval

' settlement and may preserve valuable palacoenvironmental evidence.

i - ,

{ 1.4.8 The Knoll SU47052537. Removal by machine of garden soil from an area of 625m?
would be followed by hand-excavation of the subsoil which contained flint artefacts and sealed

possible features. :

1.4.9 In the Itchen valley, the assessment work has pinpointed a number of areas in which an

4 intensive watching brief would prove valuable. The quality of the archaecological material,

Jﬁ_. however, was not high enoughi to suggest that further archasological work in advance of thetoad

construction. should take place. Accordingly it is suggested that intensive watchmg briefs
following topsoil-stripping should go ahead in the following areas:

Itchen Valley SU47902670 TItchen navigation and associated watermeadows. Photographic
record of any details of conswuction revealed during the road crossing and adjacent works.
B 'Additional coring of soils revealed during the road work for environmental samples,

Irchen Valley SU47452640 Observation of area of possible activity suggested by geophysical
survey. Any features noted will be recorded and sampled for stratigraphic and artefactual data.
Itchen Valley SU47402600 Observation, including where necessary sampling and recording, of
areas where assessment trenching uncovered linear features.

Itchen Valley SU47152555 Observation, including where necessary sampling and recording, of
area centred on an assessment trench within which an old land surface was recorded. |

li



At the southetn end of the route a limited photographic record of the trackway on Shawford
common and watching brief would be useful. The photographic record should follow clearance of
the present scrub cover.

Further intensive watching brief work will be undertaken in the area between the two major areas
of excavation on Twyford Down.

1.4.10 A general watching brief will be maintained along the entire road route during the topsoil

stripping: Should it prove desirable to investigate exposed features, provision will be negotiated

on a day-to-day basis with the Resident Engineer, without inteifering with the progressof the-
* construction programme. '

1.4.11 In order to progress the post-excavation programme as rapidly as possible, an assessment

of the results will follow the completion of the excavation stage of the fieldwork. This assessment

will lead to the formulation of a post-excavation research design. Once the watching briefs have

E‘;fa been completed the assessment and post-excavation research design will be reviewed and any
- necessary modifications made. The 'site’ archive will be completed at this stage.

1.5 The Excavation' Methodology for Twyford and Hockiey Down

Two areas of the arable section of Twyford Down (A and B) were targeted for further excavation

work on the basis of the assessment results. Two small trenches (C and D) were excavated
through the upstanding tynchetson theedge of Hockley Geolf Cem&%swma@mum\.

B and are described under that heading,
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A mechanical excavator equipped with a toothless bucket was to be used, under carefully
monitored conditions, to remove ploughsoil from the areas to be excavated. The depths of
modem and/or disturbed soils were known from the assessment trenches.

Subsoil layers were to be cleaned and hand-excavated sampling strategies undertaken. Dry-
sieving for artefact density data was to be undertaken if appropriate deposits were encountered.
Exposed chalk and Clay-with-flint-was to be cleaned to reveal archaeological features. The
features were to be excavated to determine their structure, function and date. Large linear features
were to be sampled to provide sections and datable material. Standard Wessex Archaeology pro
forma recording systems were to be used.

o

e

o
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1.5.1 Site A , .

Excavation work was to be concentrated on areas of lynchets which were noted on aerial
photographs and exposed in assessment trenches, and around the ring-ditch and mound which was
to be totally excavated in quadrants. In all, an open area of up to two hectares was to be cleared in
order to investigate in plan the potential site of Bronze Age settlement and the identified ring-
i ditch. '

o 1.5.2 Site B
B Excavation work was to be concentrated on the area adjacent to the focus of the settlement partly
excavated in the 1930s. An open area of up to one hectare was to be cleared to investigate the
significance of features found in assessment trenches, and to locate an Early Roman trackway
A which was found in the 1930s to cross the lynchet system at the western end of the excavation

area. Pottery recovered from surface collecion and the assessment wenches suggested the
£ presence of both Bronze Age and Iron Age features, None of the features identified-in the———




trenches was found to be substantial and their excavation within an open area was thought to be
the best means of determining their nature.

Adjacent to the main area of site B, topsoil was to be removed by machine in two transects across
the surviving lynchet system to allow hand-excavation of areas of preserved subsoil. The menches
were to be located on the ground so as to give sections through the lynchets and areas would then
be smipped at right angles through the areas of best preservation (positive lynchets). Features
preserved below the subsoil would be investigated. Maximum total area to be excavated would be

750m?,

1.6 Summary of Excavation Results .

The following report deals only with the results from the Twyford and Hockley Down
excavations, and with environmental data from elsewhere along the road route which it is thought
will be relevant to placing the Down into its landscape setting. The Hockley Traffic Lights and
Knoll sites are not only physically separated from Twyford Down but did not produce any
archaeological information. The excavation of the Dongas also 'did not produce any significant
results other than indications that they have continued to be formed by namiral and man made
erosion until very recently. A brief note on their nature and significance will be included in the
report.

The currently on-going watching briefs are not producing very significant results, although some

further information relating to field systems on Twyford Down is being accumnulated.  Thus far,
the results can easily be accommodated into the post-excavation research design.

The excavations revealed a complex series of archaeological features reflecting occupation and
farming activity cxtcrldmg, though probably interrupted, from the Early Bronze Age to the Early
Roman period. :

1.6.1 Site A

Excavation work was concentrated on areas of lynchets and a ring-ditch which had been noted on
aerial photographs and exposed in assessment wrenches. In all an open area of up to 2 hectares
was cleared in order to investigate in plan the site of Bronze Age activity.

Controlled machine-stripping of the ploughsoil was followed by hand-excavation of features. As
a result the ring-ditch with its associated burials and six concentrations of post-holes were

identified and excavated. These features were set within an extensive field system of which five

lynchets and a wackway were defined and sampled. A number of 1solatcd features were also
identified among the many natural disturbances that covered the surface of the chalk.

The ring-ditch was fully excavated and was found to contain five main types of fill:

agricultural soils (presumably of later Bronze Age date);

flint and ash deposits (connected with secondary cremation activity);

chalk rubble (mound collapse and/or infill);

secondary chalk and silt erosion deposits (some have a humic content and may date from
the first stage of agriculture after the construction of the barrow);

primary erosion deposits (predominantly fine chalk silt from initial weathering).
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In addition, burials, both of cremations and inhumations, were encountered in the ring-ditch and
within the enclosed area.

Structural evidence was limited, but seven concentrations of post-holes were recognised. In spite
of their poor level of preservation it was possible to suggest that at least two circular structures
and a four poster were represented. Direct dating for these structures was very limited.

The main positive lynchet is thought to date to the Bronze Age. It ran from north-east to south-
west and ended close to the northern cdge of thc site. It was 245m long, 13 25m wide and 0. 25m

by machme at the cnd of thc excavatxon to check for carhcr fcatures

A possible trackway was discovered immediately downslope of the main lynchet. It comprised a
compact layer of flint nodules within a shallow terrace. The feature was discontinuous but had an

“overall length of 255m, width of 2.25m and depth of 0.20m. The nature of the layers within this

feature suggests that it was created by erosion caused by human and animal passage along the
edge of a field rather than being a deliberately-created metalled track. :

Two sections of negasive lynchet were assigned to the Late Iron Age/Early Roman period.
Lynchet 63 was 35m long, 5m wide and 0.20in deep, and lynchet 1178 was 18m long, 10m wide
and 0.20m deep. No further Roman features were defined within site A. Small amounts of
Roman material were recovered from other features, however, and it may be that the upper layers
over the main Bronze Age lynchet represent the remnants of further Late Iron Age/Early Roman

Fanrer, L
Tausr.

lynchets.

1.6.2 Site B
Excavation work was concentrated on the area adjacent to the focus of a Late Iron Age/Early
Roman settlement partly-excavated in the 1930s. An open area of up to one hectare was cleared

* to investigate the significance of features found in assessment trenches, and to locate an Early .

Roman trackway which was found in the 1930s to cross a lynchet system at the western end of the
excavation area,

Controlled machine-stripping was followed by hand excavation of features. A series of ditches
with associated pits was identified and excavated. Most of these features formed parts of small
paddock enclosures.

dlamcters of 0.30m and dcpths of 0.15m. All had some sherds of pottery and traccs of ash in thcxr
fills and may be badly-damaged cremations. Bronze Age pottery was recovered from other
features but is thought to be residual.

Twelve ditches were uncovered close to the supposed Late Iron Age/Early Roman settlement area,
all of which were of Late Iron Age/Early Roman date. The ditches were not well preserved and
were, on average, 0.8m wide and 0.25m deep. They formed parts of three enclosures which
extended beyond the edge of the excavated area. The enclosures had 50m minimum widths,

To the south of the settlement area, a further four ditches were uncovered. All were sectioned and
Late Iron Age/Early Roman pottery was recovered from two of them. Their dimensions were
variable; one ditch was much larger than the rest, with an average width of 3.5m and depth of
1.3m. The rest were of slighter dimensions, on average Im wide and 0.28m deep., The ditches
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formed a pair of parallel boundaries 18m apart which ran roughly east-west down the slope. The
most substantial ditch was at the western end and on the northem side.

Eight pits were of Late Iron Age/Early Roman date. They occurred in the northern part of the site
and were probably associated with the paddock enclosures. Eight were circular in plan and the
ninth was oval. Their diameters ranged from 0.5m to 2.5m and their depths from 0.15m to 1.6m,
Five were of substantial size and contained quantities of domestic debris. One of these pits had
been previously excavated in the 1930s.

EEN

L. CORCIUSIONS : ‘
Evidence for settlement, economy and burial rites has been recovered for the Bronze Age period
on Twyford Down. The burial record has been unexpectedly full and adds to our knowledge of
burial practice and monuments for this area. The evidence for buildings and fields has been badly
damaged by subsequent erosion caused by both ancient and modern ploughing. In spite of that,
enough survived at the time of the excavation to prove the existence of a small settiement with
associated fields.

It is not yet known if the Bronze Age settlement and farming activity is directly contemporary
with the burials but it is hoped that full analysis of all the pottery coupled with a limited series of
radiocarbon assays will resolve this. It should then be possible to create a single sequence of
events involving settlement, burial and farming activity, presumably relating to a family farmstead
over a number of generations. '

EXH
o

i

The Late Iron Age/Early Roman period lacked any direct evidence for settlement within the
proposed road corridor. The presence of paddock enclosures and domestic debris from pits,
however, is enough to suggest the nature of the settlement in this area.
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SECTION 2: THE ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY

2.1 Objectives of the Assessment
The objectives of this assessment correspond with those .l1aid out in the guideline document
Management of Archaeological Projects (English Heritage 1991), namely to produce:

a) afactval summary, chamcterising the quantity and perceived quality of the data contained in the site archive

b) astatement of the archaeological potential of the data contained in the site archive

and : : ‘

c) recommendations on the storage and curation of the data contained in the site archive, and the timescale on
which this should be achieved.

2.2 Material Assessed

- 2.2.1 The Structural and Stratigraphic Archive

= _ This consists of: |

P Pre-printed A4 Context Record sheets . 1650

Yo Pre-printed A4 Context Index sheets 79
Pre-printed A4 Continuation sheets 42
Pre-printed A4 Subdivision sheets 2
Pre-printed A4 Skeleton sheets 20

- Pre-printed A4 Number Record 1

& Pre-printed A1 Permatrace drawing sheet 193

8 Pre-printed A3 Permatrace drawing sheet 67

B Pre-printed A4 Permatrace drawing sheet 232

3 Colour slides 2249
Black and White print films 69
Celour Delntfhins 52
2.2.2 The Artefact Archive .
This archive consists of Context Finds Records and Object Records for all the artefacts as
follows: |
Amber : 14 beads
Bone (worked) 13 objects
Ceramic building material 340 fragments
Clay pipe 9 pieces
Fired clay 270 fragments
Glass 10 pieces
Worked Flint 1798 pieces
Burnt Flint 3792 pieces
Metalwork 98 objects

i Pottery 7723 sherds

i Shale 1 object

Shell 9 pieces

p Slag 5 pieces

& Worked Stone 117 pieces

Foreign Stone 96 pieces

o
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2.2.3 The Environmental Archive
This is comprised of the following elements:

Artefact and Environmental samples 156
Animal Bone 4280 fragments
Human Bone : 6301 fragments

2.3 Procedures of Assessment

2.3.1 The Structural and Stratigraphic Archive

The context record was checked and cross-referenced internally and with the photographic,
graphic and sample registers. Where possible, matrices were constructed and a preliminary
breakdown into periods and phases using a numeric code was conducted. The stratigraphic unit
system, together with a simplified summary of the context record, was entered onto a database.
The finds information was also computerised, and simple interrogations were made of the
combined sources of information in order to check the validity of the stratigraphic sequence. An
assessment of the nature and quality of the evidence was then made, and the lists and namative
word-processed using WORD, .
2.3.2 The Artefact Archive

Each material type was laid out on a large surface area with adequate lighting facilities after
details regarding context and provisional phasing were made available. The artefacts were then
examined by the named persons below (2.4.2) and notes about the nature of the artefacts made
where appropriate. In particular, the pottery and flint observations were recorded on Spot-Dating
and Scanning Records. The contextual location of recovery and date of the artefacts were
considered primary within the assessment of the finds to justify further analysis; secondary
considerations were given to the themes presented below (5.2).

Ly Al Y P PO 1 W 2 N
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The environmental samples were processed according to standard Wesscx Archaeology
procedures as laid down in company guidelines. These are reproduced in the appendices in full.
The procedures for assessment of the animal and human bone were identical to those described for
the artefacts in 2.3.2 above.

ik

~ 2.4 Personnel Involved in the Asséssment

2.4.1 The Structural and Stratigraphic Archive

Cross-referencing and checking secondary archive: D. Coe, K. Hulka, A. Powell, K. Ritchie and
R. Seager Smith

Production of Summaries: D. Farwell, A. Powell and R. Seager Smlth

Production of Statements: D. Farwell and R. Newman

2.4.2 The Artefacts

Amber: R. Seager Smith and E. Morris

Bone (worked): R. Seager Smith and E. Morris

Ceramic building material: R. Seager Smith and E. Morris
Clay pipe: R. Seager Smith and E. Morris

Fired clay: R. Seager Smith and E. Morris
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Glass: R. Seager Smith and E. Morris

Lithic material: J. Gardiner, W. Boismier, R. Seager Smith and E. Morris
Metalwork: M. Brooks, R. Seager Smith and E. Morris

Pottery: R. Seager Smith and E. Morris

Shale: R. Seager Smith and E. Morris

Shell: R. Seager Smith and.S. Wyles

Slag: R. Seager Smith and E. Morris

Stone: R. Seager Smith and E. Morris

2.4.3 The Environmental Archive
Sample processing (i/c); S. Wyles
Molluscs: M. J. Allen

Plant Remains: A. Clapham
Animal Bone: D. Serjeantson
Human Bone: J. McKinley
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SECTION 3: DESCRIPTION OF RESULTS

3.1 Structural and Stratigraphic Results

The general lack of stratigraphical data led to a largely subjective breakdown of the site into

periods and phases according to on-site descriptions and spot-datings. The stratigraphic unit
L system consists of a six-figure reference, and was applied to all contexts. It is reproduced below
o in the following list:

00 NATURAL 30 LATE IRON AGE/EARLY ROMAN

0101 01 Narural features and overcut natural 310101 Barvow lynchet 1178
10 PREHISTORIC . 320101 Negative lynchet 63
110000 FIELDSYSTEM 330000 LYNCHETFIELD SYSTEM
0100 Positive lynchet 81/743/765 0101 Positive lynchet 5140/5301
01-3 " phases 02 " 5338
0200 Tmadcway 59/744/765 03 " 5189
01-3 = phases ‘ 0201 Nzgmve lynchet 5149
0300 Neagative Iynchet 72 02 5170
0400 Negative lynchet 977/985/987 03 -7 1)
014 " phases 04 " 5179
0500 Hollow 717 0s " $343
0600 Negative lynchet 979 06 5349
0700 Positive lynchet 49 o7 " 5048
.. 120000 POST-HOLE STRUCTURES 0301 Post-lynchet pre-trancation phasa
+ 0l 00 Four poster 128 04 01-2 Post-truncation pre-hollow phases
. . 0l-4 " post-holes 0501 Hollow 5147
o 0200 Circular structure 988 02 " 5315
01-9 " post-holes 03 " 5307
0300 Circular structore 989 06 01 Post-hollow phase
01-7 " post-holes 340000 DITCH SYSTEM - GRIDS 158-171
0400 Circular structure 547 01 00 Ditch 5007
01-7 " post-holes 01-4 " phases
éﬂ"; 0500 Circular structure 746 0200 Ditch 5183
m: 0.6 " post-holes 01-2 " phases
b 130000 OTHER GROUPS 0300 Ditch 5139
- 0100 Group 392 01-2 "  phases
% 01-4 " post-holes 0400 Ditch5319
ﬁ;,; 0200 Group377 01-2 " phases
S 01.7 " post-holes 350000 DICCHSYSTEM - GRIDS 132-157
0300 Gmup 990 ' .- 01 00 Dtch 5051
¥ Ui-1y  Tcamjres Ul-Z  poases
i 0400 Group 994 0200 Ditch 5070
e 013 " (eatures ‘ : 0l-2 " phaxs
140000 INDIVIDUAL FEATURES * 0300 Ditch 5239
I ‘ 0l 01-24 Post-holes (]} " phases
\ 02 01-4 Pits 04 00 Dhtch 5240
i 03 01-11 Stake-holes ‘ 01 " phases
04 01-9 Cremations 0500 Ditch 5251
7 0501-2 Animal burials 01-2 " phases
B 06 01-2 Miscellaneous 0600 Diich 5257
by 20 BRONZE AGE ' 012 " phascs
210000 BARROW 0700 Ditch 5406
. 01 00 Barrow ditch o1 " phases
01-6 " phazes 08 00 Ditch 5413
B 11-21 " graves 0.2 " phases
31-38 " cremations 0900 Ditch5414
o S1-85 " otherfeatures 01-2 " phases
} 0200 Barmow enclosure 1000 Ditch 5359
iy 01-6 " graves 01-2 " pheses
H-21 " cromations 1100 Ditch 5425
. 31 " otherfeaures ol " phases
1200 Ditch 5543
b ol " phases
C 360000 INDIVIDUAL FEATURES .
01 01-9 Pits
$ 0201-1 Post-boles
P 03 01-2 Dew ponds
o 04 01 Miscellaneous
: 0501 Cremations
b 40 QUERY
!‘W ) ' 41 01 01 (?)Lynches 5350

02 (%) Modem pit 5506
12




3.1.1 Site A: Bronze Age Features
The ring-ditch was fully excavated and was found to contain five main types of fill:

agricultural soils (presumably of later Bronze Age date);

flint and ash deposits (connected with secondary cremation activity);

chalk rubble (mound collapse and/or infill);

secondary chalk and silt erosion deposits (some have a humic content and may date from
“the first stage of agriculture after the construction of the barrow);

primary erosion deposits (predominantly fine chalk silt from initial weathering).

In addition there were substantial deposits of flint nodules in the terminals, LIA/ER lynchet 1178
covered part of the northern half of the ditch and much of the southern half of the ditch had been
disturbed by graves.

Burials, both of cremations and inhumations were encountered in the ring-ditch and within the

enclosed area. The burials are listed below:-

INHUMATIONS

Grave 637 length 1.05m, width 0.65m. depth 0.35m.
Oval with steap sides and flat base. Contained skeleton
686 which was scaled below layer 638 which contained
high % of flint nodules. Within barrow enclosure. only
inhumation in northern half of area

Skeleton 651 below flint dsposit 636 and above chalk
rubble 653 in ditch SD 619. No gravecut visible.

Skeloton 654 below flint deposit 636 and above chalk
rubble 653 in ditch SD 619. No grave cit visible.

Grave 667 length 0.24m, width 0.19m. depth 0.05m.
Oval scoop with irregular sides and base. Contained
skeleton 666 which was directly below ploughsoll
Within barrow enclosare.

Grave 687 leng!h 110m wudth 090m dqpth 060m

Rectang

skeleton 689 whlch Was bclow clay loam gravc ﬁl.l 638
Within barrow eaclosure.

Giave 800 length 1.05m, width 0.74m, depth ..30m.
Oval with steep sides and flat bagse, Contained skeleton
802 which lay dircutly beneath the plonghaoil. Surviving
grave fill 801 was a loose chalk sil. Within barrow
enclosurs.

Grave 84) length 0.77m, width 0.50m, depth 0.15m.
Rectangular with irregular sides and base. Contained

CREMATIONS '
Pit 602 diameter 0.53m, depth 0.12m. Circular with ateep

sides and concave base. Within barrow enclosure.

Pit 606 diameter 0.50m, depth 0.37m. Circular with
stecp/undercut sides and concave base. Within barrow
enclosure.

Pit 608 langth 0.60m, width 0.46m, depth 0.28m. Oval
with vertical sides and concave base. Within bammow
enclosure.

Layer 615 deposit of ash and flint nodules, 3.5m long.
1.10m wide and 0.20m deep. Within ditch SD 613,
below agrionitural soil 674 and above cremation deposit
1157 and secondaty silt 691.

Pit 624 diameter 0.50m, depth 0.22m. Circular with

—sloping—rides—and —coneave—hase.—Within—bamow

enclosure. .

Potsery vessel 626/ 2005 within layar 615 in the barrow
ditch SD 613. No cut visible.

Layer 642 lens of ash agd cremated bono within layer
615.

skeleton 871 which lay directly below the ploughsoil.
Surviving grave fill 842 was a flint cnppwg laycr. Within
barrow enclosure.

Grave 858 length 0.90m, width 0.62m, depth 0.11m.
Oval with steep sides and flat hage, Contained skeleton
833 which was partially tcaled by a compacted layer of

flint and chalk rubble 867, Skeleton damaged by

ploughing. Within barrow enclosure.

Skeleton 1018 lower legs and feet in situ, cut by grave
1084, grave cut for 1018 not recognised. Disarticulated
bene redeposited in grave 1084 over skeleton 1120,
Within ditch SD 813, below grave 1023 and cut into
primary silt 1156,

Grave 1023 diamcter 0.90m. depth 0.30m. Circular with
sloping sides and flat base. Contained skeleton 1185
which was sealed below a layer of flint nodules 1]184.
Within ditch SD 813, below flint deposit 1130 and cut
into secondary silt layer 1131,

Diameter 0.25m. Within ditch SD 613.

Layer 643 lens of ash and cremated bone within layer
615.
Diamseter0.25m. Within ditch SD 613,

Pit 660 diumeter 0.55m, depth 0.10m. Circular with
stoping sides and flat bass. Vessel 2011 in pit in bavow
enclosure.

P5t663 length 0.35m, width 0.28m, depth 0.22m.
Oval with steep sides and flat base, Vesssl 2012 in pit in
barrow enclosure.
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irave 1070 length 1.20m, width 0.75m. depth 0.30m.
Oval with stecp sides and flat base. Contained skeleton
1068 which was sealed below clay loam grave fill 1069,
Within ditch SI) 814, below flint deposit 1044 and cut
inte chalk rubble layer 1141.

Grave 1083 length 1.15m, width 0.60m. depth 0.40m.
Oval with steep sides and flat base. Contained skeleton
1063 which was sealed below loam- grave fill 1082.
Within ditch SD 1000, below flint deposit 1030 and cut
into chalk mbble 1143, .

Grave 1084 diameter 0.70m, depth 0.40m. (‘:rculnr with
vertical sides and flat base. Contained skeleton 1120

=

flint rubble 1085. Within ditch SD 813, bslow fill of
greve 1023 and cut into skeleton 1018 and primary silt
1132,

Grave 1129 diameter 0.50m. depth 0.10m. Circular with
sloping edges and flat base. Comtained skeleton 1049,
cut was not well defined and fill was indistinguishable
from surrounding layers. Within ditch SD 812, below
secondary sil¢ 1031 and cut into aecondary silt and flint
nibble 1041,

Grave 1133 ‘length 2.20m, width 1.20m, depth 0.90m.
Rectangular with steep sides and flat base. Contained
skeletons 1109 and 1110 which were sealed beneath
loam with flint rubble 1062, Skeleron 1109 smvived as
lower lega only, cut by 1110. Grave cuts for two
skeletons indistinguishable so given one overall grave cut
(1133). Within ditch SD 1000, below chalk and lint
deposit 1150 and cut into secondary silt 1139,

Grave 1135 diameter 0.60m, depth 0.10m. Circular with

shallow sloping sides and concave bass.  Contained

Eel D0

o

o
i

-skeleton 1137 which was in a thin silt loam deposit 1024.

Within ditch SD 813, below fil! of grave 1023 and cut
into primary silt 1132

Grave 1145 length 1.30m, width 0.70m, depth 0.5,
Rectangnlar with steep sides and nnaven haxe. Contsined
skeleton 1136 which was directly below the overlying
stit. Within ditch terminal SD 812, below secondary silt
1108 and cut into terminal flint and silt deposit 1041,

“ Grave 1186 length 1.22m, widih 0.84m, depth 0.20m.

Rectangular with sloping sides and flat base. Contained
skeleton 1187 which was scaled by loam and flint 1ubble
layer 1188, Within ditch SD 613/1000, below secondary
silt 691 and cut into secondary silt 616. r
Human bone recovered from contexts :-

636 Flint deposit in ditch SD 619,

843 Flint and ash depozsit in ditch SD 813,

855 Flint deposit in ditch SD 814,

1035Flint deposit in ditech SD 814

and fieldwallang over harrpu

Pit 669 length 0.49m, width 0.34m, depth 0.10m. Oval
with sloping sides and flar base.  Within barmow
enclosure.

Pit 829 diameter 0.30m, depth 0.15m. Circular with
vertical sides and irragular base, Betwaen bartow ditch
terminals.

Layer 843 deposit of ash and flint nodules 3.25m long,
1.00m deep and 0.15m deep. Within ditch SD 813,

__below agricultoral soil 336, cut by cremation 1183 aned

above flint depozit 1130.

Pit 856 diameter 0.4, depth 0.15m. Circular with
steep sides and concave base. Between barrow ditch
terminals,

_Pit 865 diameter 0.50m, depth 0.52m. Clcular with
vertical sides and flat basc. Vessel 2019 in central
(prirvary) burial.

-

Pit 881 length 0.70m, width 0.45m. depth 0.09m. Oval
o - " w

agrionlturad soil 848, cut into or part of flint rubble 849,

Pit 891 length 0.55m, width 0.45m, depth 0.08m. Oval
with xlnlning sidex and flat haxe. Within harmw
enclosure.

Layer 1005/1036 deposit of ash and flint noduies 2.00m
long, 0.75m wide and 0.5m doep. Within ditch SD
814/875, below agricultural soil 876 and above flint
deposit 1060 and ash layer 1019.

Pit 1154 diameter 0.16m, depth 0.10m. Circular with
vertical sides and concave base. Within ditch SD 813,
lens within secondary silt 872.

Layer 1157 itvegular layer 1.6m long, 0.58m wide and
0.10m thick. No cutvisible. Within ditch SD 613, below
flint and ash deposit 615 and lying on secondary silt 691.
Layer 1162 imegular layer associated with vessel 2027,
2.1m long. 0.8m wide and 0.10m thick. No cut visible.
Within ditch SD 875, below flint deposit 1002 and lying
on chalk rubble 1054,

Pit 1183 leogth 0.90m, width 0.50m, depth 0.10m. Oval
with poorly deflncd edges and incgular base. Within
ditch' SD 812, below agricultural soil 836 and cut mto
flint and ash deposit 843,

Structural evidence was limited, but seven concentrations of post-holes were recognised. In spite
- of their poor level of preservation it was possible to suggest that at least two circular structures
and a four-post structure were reprcscntcd Direct dating for these structures was very limited.
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Post-hole gsoup 128 - plan 1012

FOIII‘-pOH struciure

Context  width depth base section | finds fills

94 0.21 0.15 92.48 1010A 95.96
102 0.21 0.18 92.57 1010C 103,104
108 0.2% 0.29 92.14  1010B 109,110
125 0.22 0.12 9247 1010D 126,127

A rectangular amangement of 4 post-holes, centred at ¢, 480 / 527, with sides of ¢. 1.7m. The post-holes arc all similar in size (average width
0.21m) and have similar fills.

Post:holc eaoup 215 (988/939) - plan 84-
This group containa 19 features - 18 post-holes and one "pit”. 1t i3 possibleto interpret them in more ways than onc to fonn one or more structures.
The "best-fit" interpretation of the group is that it incorporates pasts of two circular structures - groups 988 and 989,

CGroup 988
Context  width depth bass saction  finds filla
191 0.36 © 0.10 92.79 1027A 192
ol 198 0.24 0.18 93.10 10D ChBP.WEBF 199,200
¥ 201 0.24 0.15 93.12 1023B  WF 202,203
£ 108 0.2% 013 93,02 10278 BE 210
ke 218 028 013 9302 10174 219
226 0.26 0.08 92.97 1024B 227
i 229 0.32 0.15 92.7 1017B 230
2467 0.30 0.19 9257 10288 CI,B . 237,238
: 250 022 014 9298  1021C 251252
Sroup 989 |
, Context  width depth base section  finds fills
o 165 0.50 0.15 92.93 1020A  PB.WFDBF 166,170
175 0.30 0.10 92.90 1020B  BF 176
187 0.36 0.19 93.02 1024A  Ch 188
: 189 0.48 0.23 93.04 1017C  ChBPWFR 190,204
! 1977 0.34 0.12 93.17 1011C  BF 186
& 216 0.38 0.22 - 93.00 1023A ChPB 182
‘ 234 0.36 0.15 9268  1027D ChPB.WEB 235
a.rrf
g.:—z Other post-holea in Group 2t5
Context  width’ depth  base saction  finds fills
o 220 Q25 [+ b4 - 1023C Ch 221
§ 222 0.36 0.08 92.64 1023D 223,224
Post-hole group 988 .
. Circular sirucrare ‘
The post-holes in this group form the wastem arc of a ciicle c. 7.Im in diameter (centred on ¢. 452.00 /512.35), On the south-west quadrant they
i, are spaced between LOm and 1.2m apant. All the post-holes are sevaraly tnincated having depths between 0.10m and 0.19m. They arc of similar
size, averaging 0.28m wide. Tha whole of the cast side of the sttucture has been ploughed away. Thers is no evidence of a porch.
. Post-hole group 989
g Clircular structare 7
iﬁ.- The post-holes in this group form the southem arc of acirde c. 7.4m in diameter (centred on ¢. 457.95 /514.50). They are spaced 3.0m apart, and

have an average width of 0.35m. 165 and 189 are oval/zub-rectangular ctits lying c. 0.5m. outsido the circle, between 175 and 216. They are c.
2.0m apart with their axes paraite] to the aic of the circle. and may be part of a poich. 197 lics ¢. 3.0m out from 189 and may abo form part of the
porch. The relative sizes of the large and small post-holes in this gronp are similaf to those in post-hole group 547.

Post-hole group 377 - plan 508

Contaxt  width  depth  base saction  finds fills
333 0.27 0.13 93.34 1041A 334
339 0.32 0.13 93.48 1041B 340
349 0.34 0.15 93.34 1041IE PB 350
351 03} 0.08 93.39 1039A. 352
401 0.25 0.11 93.39 1041IC  BF 402
411 0.2§ 0.20 93.46 104ID 412
415 0.40 0.22 93.46 1041D BF 416

‘This group containa 7 post-holes closcly spaced in an ares Sm by 4 metres, centred st ¢. 428 /500. It is part of a wider spread of 14 post-holes from
368 in the west (426.5 / 502.5) to 386 in the east at (447.0 / 500.5). Most of the post-holes in group 377 are spaced betwesn 1.0 metre and 2.0m
apart, and average 0.31m in width. The exceptions are 411 and 415, as 411 cwts 415. Although 351, 333, 349 and 339 can be placed on the arc of
a circle ¢, 3.6m in diamster (cantred a1432.80 /499.55), the post-holes of this group do not appearto form pait of any clesr structure.
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Post-hole group 392 . plans 12 and 23

Comext  width depth base section  finds fills
393 0.24 0.15 94.76 10428 304
398 0.29 0.33 94.61 1042C Ch 420,430
439 0.36 0.28 94.56 1042D WFBF 440,441
458 0.26 0.20 94.60 1044C 459

An immegular arrangement of 4 post-holes of differing size and shape, centred ¢, 305 /475, forming no obvious structurs.

Post-hole group 547 - plan 88
Circular structure

(ontext  width depth base saction  finds fills

398 0.35 0.15 94.23 1044A P 396,397
442 0.35 0.13 9417 10448 P 443
486 0.36 0.13 94.37 1047D 487
525 0.40 0.19 94.05 1054A 526,527
528 0.64 0.24 94,30 1054B 529,530
5417

5437

This group contains 5 post-holes, 4 of a similar size (0.35 . 0.40m, wide, and onc larger - 528). The 4 lie on the porthweat arc of a circle ¢. 5.5m. in
dismeter (cemmd onc. 4124/ 482 7). They are spaud ¢.2.25m, npau. (On the cast s'lde. in the area where 2 additional post-holes could bave
. - : t of & porch. The whole

glohp hnw: been u:v:mly m.mcalnd 'me group may also contain stake-hotn 54} and 543 'Ihe relatlve siass of large and small post-holes am
similar to those in post-hole group 989,

Post-hole group 746 - plan 1079

Contoxt  width dopth  base soction  findp fills
S67 0.65 0.12 94.66 1058A 568
574 0.66 023 9450 1058B 575.576
584 0.29 0.1 94.35 1077A 585,587
588 0.18 0.12 94.43 1077D 589
734 0.27 0.13 9433 10778 735
736 0.25 0.12 94.30 1077C ' 37

This group contains 6 features, 4 small post-holes (average width 0.25m.) and 2 large post-holes ¢. 0.65m. wide. The smalt post- holes are placed
on the citcumference of circle c. 5.5m. in diameter (centred on ¢, 376,85 /479.80). All the post-holes have bsan truncated, and have an avamage
depth of 0.15m. The positions of the post-holes suggest there may have originally have been seven. The two large post-holes form a south-facing
porch.

The main positive lynchet is thought to date to this period. It ran from north-east 1o south-west
and ended close to the northern edge of the site. It was 245m long, 13.25m wide and 0.25m deep:
A total of 9.8% of the lynchet was-excavated by hand, and all of the lynchet was removed by

machine at the end of the excavation to check for earlier features.

A possible trackway was discovered immediately downslope of the main lynchet. It comprised a

compact layer of flint nodules within a shallow terrace. The feature was discontinuous but had an
overall length of 255m, width of 2.25m and depth of 0.20m. The nature of the layers within this
feature suggests that it was created by erosioh caused by human and animal passage along the
edge of a field rather than being a deliberately-created metalled track.

FIELD SYSTEMS ' .

Northemmost lynchet - unknown date

Lynchet 49, SDs 36,43, 50, 116.

Layers 2,37.38. 39, 40, 41,46.47,48. 117, 118, 119, 120, 121,
Length 60.0m, width 7.0m (min), depth 1.00m. (4m excavated = 6.7%)

Main Broaze Age lynchet

Langth 245m, wideh 13.25m. depth 0.25m. (24m :xcavazed 9.8%) ‘
Layers 82, 122,239, 347, 433, 444, 446, 488, 491, 504, 509, 534, 548, 582, 705, 706, 716. 719, 725, 77l 196, 797, 925, 935. 939, 941, 946, 949,
950, 976.

Lynchet 81. $Ds 80,242, 431, 983.

Langth 38m, width 10.75m. depth 0.28m.

Lynecher 743, S5 508,550, 581, 768
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Saeent

Length 105m, widthi 15m, depth 0.20m.
Lynchet 765, SDs 770, 923, 934, 938, 948.
Length 95m, width 14m, depth 0.30m.

Northeastem lynchet - unknown dats

Lynchet 72, SDs 54, 78, 145, 154, 174,

i.ayers S5, 79, 91, 97, 144, 153,173,

Length 54.5m. width 3.1m, depth 0.20m. (am excavated = 7. 3%)

Lynchet oversastemend of main BA lynchet

Length 64m. width 8.5m, depth 0.50m. (8m cxcavated = 12. 5%)

Layers 42,107, 124, 149,243, 245,300, 303, 304, 348, 432, 455, 456, 495, 496 507.131,978.
Lynchet 977 .

Length 31m, widdh 8m, depds Im.

Lynchet 987

Length 8.5m, width 8.3m, depth 0.25m.

Lynchet 985, SDs 982, 984, 986, 991, 992, 993,

Length 19.5m, width 9.0m, depth 0.25m.

Lynchet over ccntrs section of main BA lyncbet

Lynchet 979

Layers 980, 981.

Length 28m, width 3m,depth 0.20m. (2m excavated = 7.1%)

TRACKWAY

Length 255m, width 2.25m, depth 0.20m. (22m excavated = 8.6%)

Layers 77, 111, 150, 152,445, 505. 513, 522,535, 566, 591, 595.773,77%, 900,944,945,
Trackway 59, S[)s 76, 93, 148, 151, 494,506,596.

Length 55.0m, width 3.0m_ depth 0.30m.

Trackway 744, SDs 521, 549, 594,718

Length 100m, width 1.85m, depth 0.15m.

Trackway 766, SDs 772, 943.

Length 100m, width 2.15m,depth 0.10m.

Seven small pits and two animal burials may also date to this period.
146 diameter 0.75m,depth0.16m.

Circular with moderate sloping sides - 1 fill.

Finds- .

165 langth 0.75m, width 0.50m, depth 0.75m.

s

Sub-cectangular with vertical sides - 2 fills.
Finds -

298 length 4.15m, width (.45m, depth 0.40m.
Irregular with mcgular sides - 2 fills,
Fmds -

328 length 2.00m, width 0.85m, depth 0.35m.

No finds.

370 length 2.50m, width 1.45m, depth 1.00m.
Oval with steep sides - 2 fills.
Finds -

447 diameter 0.55m, depth 0.25m.
(Circular with steep sides - | fitl,
Finds - ‘

531 diameter 0.80m, depth 0.10m.
Circularwith steep sides - 1 fill.
No finds.

3.1.2 Site A: Late Iron Age/Early Roman Features

Two sections of negative lynchet (63 and 1178) were tentatively assigned to this phase. Lynchet
63 was 35m long, 5Sm wide and 0.20m deep, and lynchet 1178 was 18m long, 10m wide and
0.20m deep. No further Roman features were defined within site A. Small amounts of Roman
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material were recovered from other features, however, and it may be that the upper layers over the
main Bronze Age lynchet represent the remnants of further Late Iron Age/Early Roman lynchets.

3.1.3 Site B: Bronze Age Features

Eight small pits have been assigned to this phase. Thcy were circular with average diameters of
0.30m and depths of 0.15m. All had some sherds of pottery and traces of ash in their fills and
may be badly-damaged cremations. Bronze Age pottery was recovered from other features but is
thought to be residual.

5017 diameter 0.15m. depth 0.03m.
Circular with flat base, severely truncated by recent ploughing.
Two fills - BA pottery vessel and fill thereof.

5024 diameter 0.35m., depth 0.25m.
Circular with vertical straight sides - 3 fills, bone prezent.
BA? pot s £l 5025.

5044 diameter 0.50m, depth 0.29m.
Circular with stesp regular sides - 4 fills.
BA pot in fill 5459.

5060 diameter 0,30m, depth 0.10m.
Circular with coneave sides - 2 fills.
BA pot in fill 5062,

5063 diameter 0.40m, depth 0.26m.

Circular with irregolar straight sides - 2 fills, bone prezent.
BA pot i fill $064.

5068 diameter 0.30m, depth 0.17m.

Gircular- 3 fills.

BA? pot in fill 5069.

5078 diameter 0.43im, depth 0.10m.
cireular with concave sides - 4 fills,
BA pot in fill 5079.

5475 diameter 0.22m, depth 0.10m.
Cireular with shallow concave sidez - 4 fills.
BA7? pet in 1l 5477.

5539 diameter 0.30wn, depth 0.10m.
C"ircular with concave sides - 1 fill.

5541 diameter 0.28m, depth 0.10m.
Circolar with concave sides - 1 fill.

3.1.4 Site B: Late Iron Age/Early Roman Features

Twelve ditches were uncovered in the northern part of the site. All were sectioned and Late Iron

Age/Early Roman pottery was recovered. In all, 314m of dixch was exposed, of which 65m

(20%) was excavated by hand. The ditches were not well preserved and were, on average, 0.8m

wide and 0.25mdeep. They formed parts of three enclosures which extended beyond the edge of
- the excavated area. The enclosures had S0m minimum widths.

All the ditches cut through the Clay-with-flint, and display cousiderable variability in the profiles. Their surviving widths and depths are
detenmined partly by the degrees to which they have been truncated by ploughing, and their shapes can vary within a few metres. The summary in
tha table gives an average for each ditch.
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. sections  length length width depth  angle shape base
Ditch dug dug
5051 4 20 5 65 26 mod/stp.  imrcgular flat
5070 8 35 1 75 7 shalfmed.  irregular .
conc./im,
5239 3 7 3 70 24  moderate concave flat
5240 3 8 4 85 25  shallow irregular concave
5281 15 I15 19 . 110 39 moderate irregular conc./flat
5257 4 36 6 83 28 stpfim. oconc.Arr. concflat
5359 2 6 3 10 15 shallow straight concave
5406 5 25 6 65 15  shallow .irregalar irregular.
R 5413 2 5 2 70 18 mod/stp. conc./atr, concave
: 5414 4 41 ? 1.05 30  mod/stp. irregnlar conc./flat
5425 3 n 5 63 21  shal./mod.  irregular concave
5543 1 5 1 1.28 47  modarae irregular flat
Ditch 5051
sub-div section #
5256 - 546
5267 - 1M
5299 . 554
5530 - 554

%
:

a0

]

Linear cut running 20m SSW-NNE, curving slightly to the esst as it nears a rounded wiminal a2 the north end at ¢. 500/493. At the south it joins
ditch 5239 at an approximate right angle at ¢. 489/477. The ditch widens 10 ¢. 0.90m. and deepens to c. 0.40m. at the terminal. It runa papllel 10
ditch 5257 and the topfills of these two ditches merge into each other. Inprofile the ditch has moderate/steep sides, both concave and coavex, and
a flat(/concave) base. .

Ditch 5070

sub.div section #

5042 - 1138

5071 - 1152

£252 - 1170

5261 - 1170

5402 - 117M?

5423 - 1186

5482 - 1214

5494 - 1215

Highly truncated lincar cut running approximately N-S. To the north it peters out at ¢, 521.5/523.5. About 23m to the south, & ¢. 517/502, it torns
at an approximate right angle to continue for a fucther 12m before petering out again, disappearing at one point duc o truncation. However it
appears to continue some 7m 1o the south-east as ditch 5406. In profile the ditch has a shallow/moderats V.shape.

Ditch 5239

mb-div section #

5216 - 1164 .

§241 - 1160

5833 - 554

Linear cut mnning Tm NW-SE from c. 489/477 where it joins ditch 5051 at an approximats right angle, to ¢. 495/471 where it ends at the edge of
the 1933 area excavation. [t runs roughly parallel, on the southwast sida, o ditch 5240 which ends at the same point, although the two converge
slightly. In the 1933 cxcavation only onc ditch waa encouniered on that line - Ditch YY which continued south-east and croased ditch 5414 (Dirch

XX) at ¢. 502/462. In profile the ditch has a moderate V shape with slightly concave sides and base.

Ditch 5240

sab-div section #

5097 - 1164

5243 - 1160

5404 . 554

Linear cut running 8.5m NW-SE pasallel, on the north-east sids, 1o diteh 5239, although the two converge slightly. Tts NW end is cut by ditch 5051
at 490/477, It ends to the south-cast at the edge of the 1933 area excavation at c. 491/47L5. In the 1933 cxcavation only one ditch was
sncountered on that line - Ditch YY which continued south-east and crossed ditch 5414 (Ditch XX) at ¢, 502/465. It has & shallow V shaped profile
with a slightty rounded base.

Ditch 5251
sub-div section #
5081 - 1165
5088 - 1161
5093 - 1173
5205 - n73
5294 - 1189
5419 . 552
5420 - 1187
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5454 - 1207

5464 - 552

5469 - 1207

5485 - 552

5490 - 1208

5523 - 1225

5545 - 1226

5546 - 1226

Linear cut starting nnder the baulk at ¢. 461/469, nning north for 44.5m before tuming to the NNE. [t then runs 17m to a right-angle comer at
467.5/528.5. It continues for45m te the BSE making another right-angle wm at c. 507.5/508.5. It then heads SSW for 8.5m to a iounded terminal
at 503.5/501.5. There iz a noticeable change in depth in one excavated section at c. 488.5/519.5, the ditch stepping down ¢. 0.20m. to the west. Ita
profile varies considerably along its 115 metre length. The wester arm has a shallow V shape, although as it approaches the northem ¢omer and
along the north arm the ditch has stecper sides with a flat base, reverting to the shallow V shape to the east. The teminal is 3.5m from the northem
terminal of ditch 5257 which continues the line of 5251 to the SSW.

Ditch 5257

sub-div section #

5258 - 546

5429 . Ss54

5467 - 1194

5473 - 1199

Linear cut mnning 36m from ander the baulk at ¢. 433/467 10 a rounded (erminal at ¢, 501/498. Towards the north it has 8 stepped profile, shallow
at the top and steepening towards the base, while to the southeast it has a more concave shape. Ditch SO51 runs parallel to it for part of its length,
and the top fills of both ditches merge. Ita lerminal is 3.5m feom the serminal of ditch 5251, the ends of the two ditches being on the same line.

Ditch 5359 '
sub-div section # ‘

5501 - 1211

5511 - 1219

Linesr cut ronning WSW-ENE. It ends at the weat in a ronnded terminal at c. 499/504, The east end is uncertain due %o root distutbance, but it is
possible that it continues across ditch 1414 running east as ditch 5413, giving a combined leugth of 14.5 metres. In profile the ditch has a shallow
V shape with a slightly concave base.

Ditch 5406
subdiv section #
5281 - 1177
5291 - 1180
5353 - -
5354 . .
5355 - -

west as dl!ch 50’70 In proﬁln it hu a shallow v ahape

Diteh 5413 .
sub-div section#

5277 . 5351

5416 - 1170

Highly teancated lincar cut cunning E-W for § meuu Ends at the east with a rounded terminal which cuts into the comer of ditch 5070, lt ends at
the weat within ditch 5414 which it meeta at near a right angle. However, what happens 10 it there is uncertain as it iz cut withinditch 5414 by
circular cut 5290, [tma¥ continue as $359 running WSW. However there is intervening root disturbance between these two short ditches, so any

relationship is unclear. Theditch has a 1] shaped profile.

Ditch 5414 sub-div section #

5278 - ss1

5451 - 551

5549 - 559

5554 . .

5556 - -

5558 - 559

Very straight linear cut running 41m from under the baulk at S01/466 NNE w a rounded terminal at 512.5/505. Close to the terminal it has a
moderate V shaped profila with a steep-sided, flat-based slot in the base. To the south it has a shallow U shape. In the 1933 excavationarea this
ditch continoes to the south as Ditch XX, crossing Ditch YY at ¢, 502/465.

Ditch 5425

sub-div section #

5279 - 1172

5400 - 1183

5460 . -

Highly truncated linear cut running 11m NNE from aunder baulk at c. 443/470, and petering ont at ¢, 446/480. Its profile varies within both sub-
divisions between U shaped and shallow V shaped.
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Ditch 5543

(Cut renning 4.5m NE from dnder bnulk al 5217465 ending  a rounded tenminal at ¢, 523.5/468.5. This ditch appea to be the northern end of &
ditch noted on the surface in the 1933 excavation, and marked on their genaral plan as "Ditch™, In profile Ditch 5543 has a shallow V shaps with a
vertical sided, flat based slot in the baza.

The enclosed areas . general

Because some of the ditches crosa over. othera they cannot all be contemporary. However, all of them have the same general alignment, cither ¢.
NE/SW or NW/SE, and taken as a whole appear to fonn a number of sub-rcctangular encloscd arcas which have been modified over time. These
enclosures have a very mugh chegtier boaed armangement meeting at ¢. 510/500, although various interpretations are possible. Siz ditchea have

- their terminals within 20m of each other, in the area where theac coclostires eonverge. A number of the ditches run side by side - 5051 and 5257,

and 5239 and 5240 - while ditches 4525. 5414 and 5070 are paratiel but separated.

Enclosed area |

"The most complete of the encloscd areas is formed by ditches 5251 and 5257. lis northeast end is rectangular, 45m wide, with clear right angled
comers, but due to a bend in i west side the overall shape iz triangular, narrowing to the south, The southern end of the area was beyond the
southem bautk, but up to the baulk it has an arca of ¢. 1900 m?. If the ditches continued to the south on the same lines the total area wauld be ¢.
290m3. O the rantam gide ¢ 8M from the north.rast comar there 11 8 350, AP in the diteh hatween two tarminals pmwdmg acceas into the

enclosed area

Enclosed area 2
A second possible encloud nualmx to the south-east of enclosed area L. its nmlh-wesl side - ditch 5051 - Iymg mdwuty panllcl to the mu.lb.

paral\el to 5239 and is cleuly nlned to thls amngement of enclosures, githough its north-east and it cut by did\ S0SE. Dntchu 5041 and 5239
were rccorded as being the same, althongh it was noted that 5051 had s primary stiting layer while 5239 did not, The south-western sido of this
area continues in the 1933 excavation area as Ditch YY and may have continued beyond the baulk so mect or ¢ross the south-westarly extension of
ditch 5543, .

The nonth comer of this arca is unclear, but appears to be rounded. The northemn temnina) of ditch 5051 is ¢. 6.5m SSW of the temminat of ditch
5359, which may fonn pait of the same enclosute. Its entranee wouald be in approximately the same position as that into enclosed area 1, aithough
the two would be slightly staggered. The noith-east side of the enclosure may have been formed by ditch 507(0/5406, which forms the southem
boundary to a third possible enclosed area.

Enclosed area 3
Ditches 5070 and 5406 form two sides of a possible enclosed area, although both are severely tnmcated and there are no surviving ditch serminals,

Other elements

Ditch 5414 while not fitting into this acrangement, mat be nelated to enclosed area 1, its north terminal ending cloae to, and on the line of, the north
side of the area. The area between the di tch (Ditch XX to the soouth) and the eastam side of enclosed area 1 nastows to the north. forming a funanel
shape. Disch 5414 also runs aimost panallel to, but c. Sm to the west of, the noithem extension of ditch 5070, its terminal being close o the south-
western comer of enclosed area 3.

In the southern part of the site a further four disches were uncovered. All were sectioned and
pottery was recovered from two of them. In all 171m of ditch was exposed, of which 27m (16%)
was excavated by hand. Their dimensions were variable; one ditch, 5007, was much larger than
the rest, with an average width of 3.5m and depth of 1.3m. The rest were of slighter dimensions,
on average Im wide and 0.28m deep. The dixches formed a pair of parallel boundaries 10m apart
which ran roughly east-west down the slope. The most substantial disch was at the western end
and on the northern side.

Ditch sections  length length width depth angle shape bass
dng dug

5007 5 72 13 3.5 L3  moderate  convex flat

5139 3 4 7 L5 0.35 irregular  imegular irregular

5183 4 52 5 09 0.3 moderate  irregular iregular

5319 1 13 2 0.7 0.18 moderate irvegular inegular

Ditch 5007

. sub-div section #

5006 - 539

5010 - 541

5029 . 544.553

5109 - 540.1140

5129 - 543

Linear ditch moning 72m NW_SE across and up the slope of the hill. To the west it extends under the west banlk at ¢. 306/531. and to the south-
east it cndl in a rounded teominal ate. 347 S/ 529 O lt is apprommnely slnllghh though mwing slightly to the south, and with a promnmed kink to
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vertical at the base. In sub-division 5129 - thetenninal - the sides are shallow at the top above a distinct angle to steep straight sides down to the
base. The terminal has the same profils longitudinally, In most places there is a sharp angle to the flat base.

The ditch vanes in depth from 0.91m (5129) 1o 1.22in (5029). Apart frem at the kink it varies in width from 20m (5129) to 2.8m. (5010), the base
varying in width from 0.20m (5010} to 0,37 (5129). Thers is no apparent reason for the kink where the ditch widens to 3.5m.

The ditch is a single cut, the fills showing ne significant variation along its length, apart from an increasing clayey texturs to the southeast where
the top of the ditch cuts through Clay-with-flint. The fills appear equivalent, with four phases being identified. There arc three silting layer, looser
rubbletowards the base, with tha heavier components of medium 1o large Qint nodules filling the centre of the cut, and a recent loamy layer with a -
high humic content.

Disch 5139

3‘50/525 mmedmely south-cast of lhc tznnmal of dnch 5007 The cut hu shnllow upper sldes above a steep nded glot before the flax base which
i5 0.10-0.20m, wide.

Ditch 5183 (part of 5320)

Linear et running 52m NW.-SE across and up the slope of the hill. Seversly mncated, and surviving only as thice disconnccted scgments (5128,
$342 and 5325). To the north-west it extends beyond the wester bantk at ¢. 306/520. To the south-east it ends at a rounded tenminal at 340/531.5.
Whers it survives to a icasonable depth near its terminal the ditch has shallow stinight upper sides, with a narrow steeper sided siot at the base.
Elscwheis only this narrow siot survives, varying in width from 0.17-0.40m. After a 4.1m gap the line of thiz ditch is continued to the zonth-east by
ditch 5319, giving an overall length for ditch 5320 of 69m.

Ditch 5319 (part of §320)

Nasvow, shallow cut yjunning NNW-SSE across and up the slope of the hill. In profile the shape of its sides varies from straight o slightly concave,
as doesthe shape of the base. [tendsatthe NW in a rounded terminal at 342/527, while to the south it peters out at ¢. 346/515. After a 4.1m. gap
the line of this ditch is contin oed to the north-west by ditch 5183, g|Vmg an overall langlh for ditch 5320 of 69 metres.

The ditches - gencal
The main features of this group (5169) are two paralls! ditches running NW-SE across and up the slops of the hill, on the uphill side of, and
panllel to, the tmncncd remains of negauve Iynchet 5349, The \Iphl“ (NE) dm:h 500’7 is subsunmlly Iarger than the downiull (SW) dltch 5320.

droveway endlng atthe comer of one or more fields.

At c¢. 530m. north, the negative lynchet tums at approzimately a right angle and continuecs south.west as 5343, so forming the comer of a fisld.
Ditch 5007 ends, and ditch 5320 has its entrance, immediately east ofthis comer. The line of ditch 5007 continues as ditch 5139, while 5320 veers
of chightly in tha south, east of and parallel to negative lynchet 5179,

Sites C and D cut through the positive lynchet on the downhill (south-west) side of a rectangular
field, and two further lynchets which join it at right angles and which form the north-west and
south-east edges of a smaller field.

-

Site C - plan 173, sections 175, 176. :
The features include positive lynchet 5140 running NW-SE (the same as 5301 in area D), and positive lynchet 5338 joining it at a right angle from
the SW. Downhill of both features were the truncated remains of negative lynchets - 5149 and 5170 - cut into the natwral chalk, and later linear
hollows - 5147 and 5315 - mnning paallel to the lynchets,

The “quﬂnm of these features is mmpllmnd hy the fm thau r.he rnlmmsh:p bﬂw“n the positive lynchm and thn mgmvu lym:hm is broken by

sequence:
1. The ersation by plough action of two positive lynchets in a T formation, with corresponding negative lynchets down slope of them,

2. The truncation of these features by later ploughing, and the acoumu lation of a stony ploughsoil over them. Although lynchet 5338 is visible as a
low bank, there are no lynchet seils in the section, and it sutvives only as a low risa in the patural chalk. The lynchet soils of 5140, however,
survive to a depth of 0.60 metres.

3. The cutting of two linear holiows through the laterploughsoil, one (5147) intothe lower slopes of positive lynchet 5140, the other (5315) cutting
through the fills of negative lynchet 5170 and into the underlying chalk.

"

4. The further accumulation of soils (5335).

Site > )

The feamres include positive lynchet 5301 running NW.SE (the smine as 5140 in area C), and positive lynchet 5189 joining it at a tight angle from
the south-west. Downhill from 5301 are traces of a ncgative lynchet S347 cut into the natwal chalk. Cut into the lower slopes of positive lynchet
5301 s a linear hollow.

2
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The strarigraphic relationship between some of these features has been destroyed by lates ploughing. Also, the trench cuts 5301 at a considerable
angle so0 making tha identification of fearures in section more difficult. paticularly nepative lynchet 5347, which is visible only in plan. The'
following is a possible sequence, however. ‘

1. The creation of by ploigh action of two positive lynchets in & T formation. i ptan thers are traces of a negative lynchet 5347 downhill of 5301
which may have been contemporary. As area DD extends west only o the basa of positive lynchet 5139 itis not possible to say whether there was a
negative lynchet downhill of it atso. .

2 The truncation of these fearures by later ploughing, removing the upper layers of the positive lynchets, and accumulation of a stony ploughsoil
over them. Negative lynchet 5347 may be the result of this action. (5347 is in stratigraphic unit 33 02 03. However, if it is a result of this later
ploughing it would be in 33 04 02.

3, The cutting of a linear hollow 5307 through theae later soils into th lowsr slopes of positive lynchet 5301, This may be the samefeature as
5147 inareaC,

Eight pits were assigned to this phase. They occurred in the northern part of the site and were
probably associated with the paddock enclosures. Eight were circular in plan and the ninth was
oval. Their diameters ranged from 0.5m to 2.5m and their depths from 0.15m to 1.6m. Five were
of substantial size and contained quantities of domestic debris. Pit 5537 had previously been
excavated by Stuart and Birkbeck (Pit I on page 193).

5020 diameter 1.30m, depth 0.1 5m.
Circwlar with shallow 11cgutar side - 2 fills.
RH pot 7008 in fill 5022, Fe rod 7524.

5046 length 2.35m, width 1.82m. depth 0.90m.
Oval/rounded with steap straight sides - 3 fills.
Fe object 7007, Fe frag 7525, Cu object 7010, St quemn frags 7013-7018 and 7020, foreign stone 7527.

5074 diameter 2.05m. depth 1.60m.
Cireularwith carved convex sides - 17 fills.
Fe rod 7523.

5217 diamersr 1.50m, depth 1.25m.
Circular with concave sides - 16 fills.

5285 diameter 2.15m, depth 1.35m.
Rounded/undercut concave sides - 8 fills.

St L . i 703 L

5290 diamerer 0.62m, depth 0.32m. ‘
Sub-circular with shallow irregular sides - 1 fill,

-

5407 diameter 1.35m, depth 1.00m.
Circular/oval with steep concave sides - 8 fills.

5537 diameter 2.50m, depih sce 1930's recond.
Roanded with undercut concave gides - 1 backfill.

Previously cxcavased by Stuart and Birkbeek.
In addition.to the eight pits there was one small featare tentatively infcrpmcd a3 & crewation pit;

5018 diameter 0.47m. depth 0.11m.
Circular with concave base, badly truncated by ploughing.
Three fills - RB veasel and filla above and below, also two Fe objocts.

Two dew ponds have been tentatively assigned to this phase. Both were recorded by Stuart and
Birkbeck and are likely to have been significant features within the paddock system (Stuart and
Birkbeck 1936).




3.2 THE ARTEFACTS

3.21 Amber .
There are 14 amber beads, all from inhumation grave 1133 in Site A. The condition of the beads
is generally poor but examples of both spherical and cylindrical beads can be recognised. The

‘beads have been consolidated by M. Brooks (HBMCE conservator), bagged, and boxed in dry

condition.

3.2.2 Bone (worked)

"
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A total of 13 worked bone objects was recovered. All are of Bronze Age date and were found in
site A. Nine fragments of points or pins were recovered from cremation 606 and one.object of
unknown type from cremation 608. Two points and a possible pin were found in the barrow ditch
fills. The bone objects are in good condition although many are incomplete, and these are bagged,
labelled and boxed in dry condition.

A list of the objects in stratigraphic unit order is given below:

SF CONTEXT CATEGORY PHASE FEATURE
2513  1167. AB Point . 210101 AgriSD814
2533 1002 AB Pin? 210103  Flint dep SD 875
2028 872  ABPoint 210105 2nd siltin SD 813
2527 607  ABPoint 210212 Crem 606
2529 607 ABpolished-pin? 210212 Crem 606
2530 607  AB polished 210212 Crem 606
2531 607  AB polished 210212 Crem 606
2532 607  AB Point 210212 Crem 606
2536 607  AB polished 210212 Crem 606
2537 607  AB polished 210212 Crem 606
2538 607 = ABpolished 210212 Crem 606
2539 607  AB polished 210212° Crem 606

2535 609 AB Worked curved object 210213 Crem 608

3.2.3 Ceramic building material
A total of 340 fragmcnts (13376g) was recovered Of these, 19 plcces (168g) were found durmg

A

were predommantly denved from the Latc Iron Age/Early Roman plt and dltch ﬁlls in site B. ’I‘he
assemblage includes Romano-British roof tiles and, although highly fragmentary, constituses one
of the material types of structural evidence for that period. The material is fragmentary but in
good condition, and bagged and boxed in a dry environment.

3.2.4 Clay pipe | '
Nine pieces (20g) were recovered from disturbed contexts and general site clearance on both sites
A and B. All were featureless stem fragments and have been discarded.

3.2.5 Firedclay

In total, 270 fragments (333g) of ﬁrod clay including four objects were recovered. Bronze Age
material consists of two complete ceramic beads from the flint and ash deposit in the barrow ditch
of site A. The Late Iron Age/Early Roman material is predominantly derived from pit and ditch

K
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fills of site B and consists of two fragmentary objects, possibly parts of a loomweight and an
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oven-cover, recovered from pit 5258, Very little of the remaining fired clay is diagnostic. Some of
it may be daub, but although some surfaces are visible, wattle impressions are not readily

. apparent. The objects have been labelled and packaged with protective material, and all of the
fired clay is bagged and boxed in a dry environment.

3.2.6 Glass

Ten pieces (122g) were recovered. The glass is all of post-medieval or modern date and was
found in modem or otherwise disturbed contexts. Details of the glass can be found in the archive.
The material has been discarded.

3.2,7 Worked flint
~ In total 1798 pieces (19336g) were recovered. This material can be broadly divided into two
groups, one roughly corresponding with the Bronze Age barrow and the second with the Late Iron
Age/Early Roman features. Both groups have been bagged and boxed in a dry environment.

o .
Ea The material from the Bronze Age features is generally of fairly good quality flint, patinated a
' ~ milky blue/white. The majority of flakes are broad and squat with wide platforms. Blades and
blade-like pieces occur but the working is all hard hammer. The material is predominantly
knapping debris and there is a noticeable proportion of primary and cortical flakes although very
few cores indeed. Scrapers, including thumb-nail scrapers, borers and one Late Neolithic or Early
. Bronze Age type "slug” are present. This material is probably of Early Bronze Age date, and was
i possibly related to activities associated with the digging of the ring-ditch and, perhaps, the:
deposition of the Collared Um burial.

The second group of material consists of poorer quality flint with many flaws and irregularities.
Working is crude and simple, flakes tend to be broad and squat with broad striking platforms
while some are very thick with many hinge fractures. A few crude scrapers and core fragments are

~ also included. This material is probably of mature Bronze Age date although it was predominantly
found in the Late Iron Age/Early Roman features.

3.2.8 Burnt flint

A total of 3792 pieces (519391g) was recovcrcd By weight, 81% of this material was found in
association with the Bronze Age barrow with 5% being recovered from the prehistoric lynchet and
settlement features. A further 12% of the assemblage was found in the Late Iron Age/Early
Roman features Whllc the rcmammg 2% was from site Clearance or disturbed COmcxts. The

becn selcctcd for retention on the ba51s of a l% samplc from each fcaturc containing a largc
amount of burnt flint, and that from the Late Iron Age/Early Roman features and site clearance or
disturbance has been discarded. The retained material has been bagged and boxed in a dry
environment. : .

3.2.9 Metalwork
The metalwork has been divided into two dlstmct groups: the material from the area of Bronze
u Age activity, and that from the area close to the Late Iron Age/Early Roman settlement. All of the
& iron objects have been X-radiographed by M. Brooks (HBMCE conservator). The X-radiographs
' are currently held in Portway House (Wessex Archaeology). The objects are bagged with
i ‘protective cushioning, and boxed in a dry environment in plastic, lidded containers with dessicant
i material.
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Twelve objects of copper alloy and three of iron were found at site A. These comprised five
fragments of copper alloy rod from the barrow ditch, two fragments of copper alloy rod and a
fragment of copper alloy strip from cremation 606, and a further fragment of copper alloy rod
from the positive lynchet. In addition, a copper alloy ring, a copper alloy pin, an iron rod and an
iron brooch of Romano-British date were recovered from unstratified clearance layers. A copper
alloy brooch of Middle to Late Iron Age date was recovered from a negative lynchet and an iron
lump was recovered from post-hole 246 in structure 988. One Victorian farthing was recovered
from unstratified material over the barrow.

Eighty-two iron objects and one copper alloy object were recovered from site B. The majority of
the iron objects (60) were recovered during general surface cleaning of the site and consisted of
nails, nail shanks and unidentified lumps. Six iron rods, four iron nails, one iron ring and an iron
strip were recovered from the enclosure ditches. An iron rod and three iron nails came from a

~ lynchet and two unidentified iron objects came from scoop 5018. Pits 5020 and 5074 contained

an iron rod each, and pit 5046 contained two unidentified iron objects and an unidentified copper

nllacr nbiane .

WAL Y ULy ke
A list of the metalwork in stratigraphic unit order is given below:

SF CONTEXT CATEGORY PHASE FEATURE

2003 123 ‘Cu Ring e U/S over barrow
2500 123 Cu Farthing ~ =weoe- U/S over barrow
. 2501 5 Cu modem pin ------ us
b 2502 123 Fe Brooch Roman ---—-  U/S over barrow
% 2508 358 - Ferod e Barrow ploughsoil
e 7027 5001 Fe stip = =eeee- A
: % 7501 5001 Fe lump - U[S
7502 5001 Fe ump - U/sS
7503 5001 - Fe cruciform e U/s
E* 7504 5001 Fe complex object ~ --—-—- uU/s
i 7505 5001 Fe 2l mails  =eee- U/S
) 7506 5001 Fe hob-nail * - u/s
7508 5001 Fe 28 rods S e u/s
B 7522 5142 - Fe rod e Topsoil
7532 5422 Fe nail ~—-- U/
7029 5337 Fe nail - modem? 010101 Natural 5499
7533 5536 Fe nail 010101 Natural 5535
. 7538 5498 Fe modem rod/bracket 010101 Natural 5499
i 2010 534 Cu rod 110101 Pos lynch SD 550
2004 247 Pb lump 120208 Post-hole 246/988
0 7005 5027 - Fe object? 140602  Scoop 5018
aw 7006 5027 Fe object? 140602 Scoop 5018
2009 615 " Cu rod 210102 Flint/ash SD 613
2517 649 Cu rod 210102 =615
b 12519 650 Cu hooked rod 210102 =615
2543 649 Cu rod 210102 =615 :
¥ 2544 002 Cu rod/wire 210103 Flint dep SD 875
2518 607 Cu rod 210212 Crem 606

2526 607 Cu rod 210212 Crem 606

23da OUY Cu stnip ‘ 21T Crem 6U6




2016 824 Cu Brooch M/LIA 310101 Neg lynch SD 1026

7028 5432 Fe rod 330205 Lynch SD 5433/5343

7521 5055 Fe Ring? 350102 Ditch SD 5256/5051

7526 5232 Fe strip ‘ 350501 Ditch SD 5082/5251

7534 5455 Fe 2 nails 350502 Ditch SD 5454/5251

7535 5455 Fe 4 rods 350502 Ditch SD 5454/5251

7023 5053 Fe rod 350602 Ditch SD 5258/5257

7539 5559 Fe 2 nails 350902 Ditch SD 5558/5414

7524 5022 Fe rod 360101  Pit 5020

FO07T—5047 Fe—object? 360102—Pit 5046

7010 5047 Cu 'T" shaped 360102 Pit 5046

7525 5047 Fe frag 360102 Pit 5046

7523 5077 Fe rod 360103 Pit 5074

7536 5495 Fe nail 410101 Lynch SD 5336/5350
7537 5495 Fe 2 nails 410101 Lynch SD 5336/5350
ﬁe 7531 5525 Fe nail 410102 Mod pit 5506

3.2.10 Pottery

A total of 7723 sherds (57857g) was recoveyged. Preliminary scanning and spot-dating has already
been undertaken and indicates that, of these 3121 are prehistoric, ranging in date from the Early
Bronze Age to the Early Iron Age, while the remaining 4602 sherds are of later Iron Age or Early
Roman date. The ceramic assemblage can be divided into five main groups: Bronze Age
cremation vessels and single vessel sherd concentrations, probably also of Bronze Age date;

material from the barrow ditch layers; material from the lynchet soils; material from the Late Iron
Age/Early Roman enclosure disches; and material from secure Late Iron Age/Early Roman pits.
The cremation vessels have been emptied of their contents. All of the pottery has been retained,
amd is labelled, bagged and boxed in 4 dry environment.

Bronze Age cremation vessels

This group consists of six vessels and nine single vessel sherd concentrations. Of the cremation
vessels, three, a small jar, a bucket urn and a globular um were found within the barrow ditch
while two Deverel-Rimbury urns and one probable Collared Urn were found in pits inside the
barrow enclosure. The probable Collared Urn is likely to be the primary burial of the barrow but
survives in very poor condition. The lower part of a bucket urn was found in a chalk-cut pit
beneath the main lynchet. Sherds from three bucket urns, a probable barrel urn, bases of three
unspecified Deverel-Rimbury urns and a small shouldered vessel, probably a jar, were also found
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in isolated features in the area of the Laie Iron Age/Early Roman pits and ditches. Five of these
vessels are tempered with coarse flint; the probable Collared Urn is grog-tempered, the globular
urn is fine flint-tempered, one possible bucket urn is tempered with flint and grog while the small
shouldered vessel is of a poorly sorted flint and sand-tempered fabric. The Deverel-Rimbury
vessels are in relatively good condition,

Barrow ditch material
The material from the barrow ditch layers comprises 370 sherds (2918g). Five sherds are of Late
Iron Age/Early Roman date and were found in the upper fills of the ditch. : :

The remaining 365 sherds are predominantly Early to Middle Bronze Age in date. Flint-tempered
fabrics dominate the assemblage although grog, grog and flint, sand, and sand and flint tempered
fabncs also occur m small quantmes The majonty of shcrds appear to bc from Deverel- R1mbury
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perforated sherds- occur amongst this group. One Collared Urn rim was found in the secondary
silts of the ditch while the only pottery from the primary silts consists of two joining Deverel-
Rimbury type flint-tempered body sherds. One very small sherd in a fine grog-tempered fabric
with an oxidised core and black surfaces, was found amongst the flint deposit in the ditch and is
possibly from a Beaker vessel. A possible crucible sherd has also been noted amongst this
material. This material is fragmentary (mean sherd size less than 8g) bur easily recognisable as
diagnostic forms and fabrics. -

Lanhet material

fue

In total 913 sherds (3885g) were recovered from the lynchct soils, and for the most part are quite
fragmentary as expected from such a deposit. Of these, 786 sherds (3348g) were from the main
lynchet, 80 sherds (339g) from the barrow lynchet and 47 sherds (198g) from the Late Iron
Age/Early Roman lynchet field system. The date range of the assemblage from the main lynchet
extends from the Early to Middle Bronze Age to the Late Iron Age/Early Roman period. The
earliest material consists of grog-tempered fabrics and body sherds of coarse flint-tempered,
Deverel-Rimbury urns. The bulk of this assemblage, however, is of later Bronze Age date; body
sherds from coarse flint-tempered, fairly thin-walled jars with vertical finger smearing on the
exterior surface are especially common. Rim fragments occasionally with pinched or slashed
upper surfaces, from bipartite jars and shouldered jars/bowls also occur. Early Iron Age
coarsewares and fineware furrowed or cordoned bowls are also present. The Late Iron Age/Early
Roman component of this assemblage consists of two sherds of samian and 18 sandy coarseware
sherds.

Late Iron Age/Early Roman sand and flint-tempered coarseware fabrics, samian and sherds of a
British, buff coarseware "flagon" fabric predominate amongst the material from the barrow
lynchet (57 ont of 80 sherds). The prehistoric sherds (23 sherds) from this feature consist of
Deverel-Rimbury type flint-tempered coarsewares, sand and grog-tempered fabrics and a sherd
from a furrowed bowl. Eight prehistoric sherds including an externally-hooked rim from a jar
form, 22 predominantly sandy body sherds of uncertain date and 17 Late Iron Age/Early Roman
sherds, including one piece of samian, form the assemblage from the lynchet field system.

Late Iron Age/Early Roman ditch material | |
The Late Iron Age/Early Roman ditch system yielded a total of 1110 sherds (6776g). Twenty-

three of these, including one sherd from a furrowed bowl, are of prehistoric date and apparently
rcdcposncd The remainder of thc asscmblage is of 2nd/15t-century BC to lst-century AD date,

rcfmement and subd1v1s1on of thlS Thc coarseware assemblage prcdommantly consists of ﬂlnt-
tempered, high-shouldered bead rim and necked jars with large storage jars in an oxidised, sand
-and grog-tempered fabric. Fineware forms (ie. pedestal bases, carinated bowl/platters) tend to
occur in sandy fabrics. Possible British copies of imported finewares are represented by two
sherds from the pulley-wheel shaped rim of a flagon and body sherds of buff ware and white-
slipped red ware fabrics. True imports are represented by six sherds of samian and 160 sherds of
Dressel 20 amphora,

Late Iron Age/Early Roman pit material

In total 1011 sherds (8582g) were recovered from the eight Late Iron Age/Early Roman pits.
These key groups are directly comparable to the material recovered from the ditches in this area
and again preliminary scanning suggests that some chronological variation might be observable
with further analysis. The condition of this material is good with little surface abrasion. The flint-
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tempered and sandy fabrics occur in approximately equal quantities. Bead rim and necked jars are
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the most common forms in both fabrics with large storage jars with upright or wedge-shaped rims
occurring in flint-tempered and sand and grog-tempered fabrics. Again the finer forms, including
sherds from a straight-sided shouldered bowl, a Gallo-Belgic platter copy, a lid and a carinated
bowl/platter form. occur in the sandy fabrics. samian, Dressel 20 amphora, buff coarseware and
white-slipped red ware fabrics are also present.

3.2.11 Shale
Part of a single shale spindle whorl was recovered during clearance of the Late Iron Age/Early

Roman area. The object was recovered in a laminated condition, and is currently maintained in a

damp, dark environment awaiting conservation after analysis.

3.2.12 Shell -
Nine pieces (103g) of shell were recovered from the Late Iron Age /Early Roman pit and ditch
fills. Oyster and other marine Mollusca were identified and recorded. The material has been

£ discarded due to its paucity from any single context and due to its fragmentary nature.

B 3.2.13 Slag

L Five pieces (352g) were found. Two pieces were from unstratified clearance work, two from the
topsoil in a test trench across the barrow and the last from the fill of a Late Iron Age/Early Roman

s - lynchet. Only the last piece has been retained and is bagged and boxed in a dry condition.

o |

‘ 3.2.14 Stone ‘

o Only stone which was considered either to be foreign to the site (ie. not immediately local), or

ﬁ;‘ . which showed definite or possible signs of worleing, was collected. The total quantity recovered
is 213 pieces (14172g), and has been bagged and boxed in a dry environment. This manenal has

g been divided into worked and foreign stone.
Worked stone

This collection consists of 117 pieces (9369g). Only one plecc (230g) from an as yet unidentified
B object found amongst the flint deposit in the barrow ditch, is considered to be of Bronze Age date.
The remainder comprises 31 quern” fragments, two whetstones, one weight, three unidentified
objects and many limestone roofing tile fragments. Fourteen of these objects were found during
general site clearance while the remainder were -predominantly from the Late Iron Age/Early
Roman pit and ditch fills. All are probably of Late Iron Age or Early Roman date.

A list of the worked stone in stratigraphic unit order is given below:
SF CONTEXT CATEGORY PHASE FEATURE
2503 5 St whetstone frag — u/s
e 2504 5 St Rotary quern frag =~ ------ u/s
& 7001 - 5001 St Saddle quern frag =~ =----- uU/sS
| 7509 5001 St Rotary quern frag =~ ------ u/s
e 7510 5001 St quernfrag =~ ------ u/s
i 7511 5001 St Rotary quern frag =~ ws-ea- u/sS

‘ 7512 5001 St Rotary quern frag =~ ------ uU/S
7513 5001 St Rotary quern frag =~ --=--- u/s
7514 5001 St quernfrag =~ = ---e- uU/s
7515 5001 St quernfrag =~ ---ee- u/s
B 7516 5001 St quernfrag =~ ----e- U/S
e
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7015 5047 St quern fra |
7016 5047 St quern frag
7017 5047 St quern frag, 7=7016

7018 5047 St quern frag
7020 5050 St quemn frag
7527 5047 St ?light trapezoid?
7025 5286 St quern frag

‘Foreign stone

Ninety-six pieces (4803g) were found. This includes two pieces of apparently unworked stone
bearing dog-tooth shaped 7quartzite crystals which were found in the barrow ditch.

360102
360102
360102
360102
360102
360102
360105

7517 5001 St whetstone frag =~ ---ee- U/ss
7518 5001 St polished frag ~ -—— u/S
- 7519 5001 St polished frag =~ —ve-m- u/s
7548 5337 St limestone roof tile 010101 Natural 5499
7549 5337 St limestone roof tile 010101 Natural 5499
7550 5337 St 65 limestone frags 010101 Natural 5499
2534 762 St Rotary quern frag 110403 Neg lynch 985
2008 636 St Polished 210103 Flint dep SD 619
7520 5032 St qnf-rh ﬁ-ag 340104 Ditch SD
' 5029/5007
7022 5073 St quern frag 350101 Ditch SD
5256/5051
7540 5055 St quern frag 350102 Ditch SD
: 5256/5051
7541 5055 St quern frag 350102 Ditch SD
‘ 5256/5051
7542 5055 St quernfrag 350102 Ditch SD
5256/5051
7543 5055 St quern frag + 350102 Ditch SD
5256/5051
; 7544 5055 St quern frag 350102 Ditch SD
| 5256/5051
7545 5035 St quern frag 350102  Ditch 5D
£ 5256/5051
8 7546 5055 St quernfrag 350102 Ditch SD
5256/5051
e 7551 5055 St quern frag 350102 Ditch SD
g | 5256/5051
_ 7019 5055 - St chalk loomweight 350602 Ditch SD
iy 5256/5051
Wil 7024 5053 St quern frag 350602 Ditch SD
g 5258/5257
i 7547 5559 St quern frag 350902 Ditch SD -
i : ‘ 5558/5414
7013 5047 St Rotary? quern frag 360102

Pit 5046
P (145
Pit 5046
Pit 5046
Pit 5046
Pit 5046
Pit 5046
Pit 5046
Pit 5285
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3.3 The Environmental Data

3.3.1 Molluscs and Plant Remains

One hundred and fifty six samples were taken in the field. Three sets of column samples were
taken for molluscs from Twyford Down; one from a natural feature sealed below the main Bronze
Age lynchet, one from the Bronze Age barrow ditch and one from the best-preserved lynchet
secaion at the western end of Twyford Down. These were augmented by samples from dated and
sealed deposits in the Itchen Valley and a shallow colluvial sequence and buried old land surface -

from Compton Common,

Most of the remainder were taken as bulk samples from burials and the barrow for plant remains.
These aided the retrieval of small gravegoods and fragments of bone. Layers from the barrow
ditch which appeared ashy were also sampled in this way in case they contained pyre debris
and/or disturbed cremations. In total the barrow accounted for 90 of the samples. .

4

Bulk samples for plant remains were also taken from possible buried soils, and from charcoal-rich
layers in pits and ditches within the area of the Late Iron Age/EBarly Roman paddock enclosures.

Most of the samples taken for artefact retrieval from graves were sub-Samplod for environmental
purposes. A good range of environmental samples was thus attained, especially for the barrow.

The samples from Twyford Down are listed with phase and feature information below:-

REDEPOSITED NATURAL/BURIED SOIL
Sample Context Phase Feawre

BARROW - BURIALS IN DITCH
Sample Context Phase Featurs

3066 898 010101  Post-hole 897, assoc. with 891 3024 655 210111 Inhumation 654, in disch
3067 1012 Buried s0il?? 3099 1184 210113  Inhumation 1185, 1n ditch -
3073 " 1012 010101  Test Trench 1113 over bamow{3071 1018 210114 [nhumation 1018, disrucbed by
chalk 1120

3109 5146 010101  Lynchet SD 5140/5339 3077 1085 210114  Ditch Inyer, assoc with 1018
3135 484 010101  Natural featre below BA lyncher 3081 1120 210114 Inhumation 1120, in ditch
3136 481 010101  Layerin 434 3085 1024 210115 Inhamation 1137, inditch

i © 3137 480 010101  Layerin 484 3082 1049 210116 Inhumation 1049, in ditch

3138 480 010101  Layerin 484 3080 1062 210117 Ditch layer, assoc with 1109/1110

3139 480 010101 Layerin484 - 3083 1124 210117 Inhumation 1110, in ditch

i 3140 480 010101  Layerin 484 3078 1082 210118  Inhumation 1063.in ditch

0 3141 483 010101  Layerin natwal feature 262 3074 1069 210119 Inhumation 1068, in ditch 1/4

o 3142 479 010101  Layerin 484 3075 1069 210119  Inhumation 1068, in ditch 2/4
3143 479 010101 Layerin 484 3076 1069 210119 Inhumation 1068, in disch 3/4

3144 132 010101

Layerin 484

3079 1069 210119  Inhumation 1068, in ditch 4/4
2087 1136 210120 Inhamation 1136t ditc}

3053 692 010101  Redeposited natural 617 3100 1188 210121 Inhumation 1187, in ditch

ISOLATED BRONZE AGE CREMATIONS 3005 626210131 Cremation 2008, insemal fill

3084 955 * 130401  Cremation 2022, outside barrow  [3015 642 210132 Layer642, Bone couc, in 615

3130 955 130401  as sample 3084 3016 643 210133 Layer643, Bonc coic. in 615

3131 955 130401 -~ 3060 851 210134  Cremation 331.incutin ditch

3132 955 130401 - 3089 1155 210135 Cremation 1154, ia ditch

3102 5026 140402  Cremation 5024. 3091 1157 210136 Cremation layer, in ditch/muitiple?

3103 5061 140403  Cremation 5060 13090 1002 210137 Ceemation 2027.in ditch 14

3104 5064 140404  Cremation 5063 3093 1162 210137 Cremation 2027, in ditch 2/4

3105 5067 140405 Cremation 5068 3094 1169 210137 Cremation 2027, in ditch 3/4

3107 5080 140406  Cremation 5078 3095 1162 210137 Cremation 2027, in ditch 4/4

3128 5478 140407  Cremation 5475 3098 1182 210138 Cremation 1183 in disch

3133 5540 140408  Cremation 5539 3096 1173 210153 Stake-hole 1172, aear cremation
1157

3134 5542 140409  Crernation 5541 3007 1175 210154  Stake-hole 1174, near cremation
1157

3101 5016 140601  Scoop/Ciemation 5017 BARROW. BURIALS IN ENCLOSIIRE

BARROW. DITCHFILLS ’ 3025 639 210201  Inhumation 686, in pit

3041 612 210100  Bamow ditch 3035 639 210201 Inhumation 686, in pit

3046 6N 210101  Agricultual soil 3054 699 210201  Inhumation 689, ditch edge, tied

347 671 21010t  Agricultural soil 3036 668 210202 Inhumation 666, in pit
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3048 671 210101  Agricultaral soil 3057 801 210204 Inhmmation 802, in shallow pit
3049 671 210101  Agricuitural soil 3068 842 210205 Inhumation 871, in pit, ploughed
3050 614 210101  Agricuttural soil BO61 858 210206  Inhumation 883, in pit. ploughed
3004 623 210102  Cremation 2005, extemal fill 3062 858 210206 Inhumation 883, in pit, ploughed
3009 633 210102 Layer 615, Pyrelayer 3063 858 210206  Inhunation 883. in pit, ploughed
3010 632 210102  layer 615, Pyre layer 3003 603 210211  Cremation 602, in small pit
3011 631 210102  Layer 615, Pyre layer 3002 607/611 210212 Cremation 606. in pit
3012 628 210102  Layer. 615, Pyre layer ' 3001 609 210213  Cremation 608.in pit
3013 629 . 210102  Laysr 615, Pytc layer 3006 625/627 210214  Cremation 624, in small pit
1014 630 210102  Layer 615, Pyre layer 3007 625 210214  Cremation 624, in small pit
3017 615 210102  Layer 615, Pyre layer 3008 627 210214 Cremation 624, in small pit
3018 648 210102  Layer 615, Pyre layer 3038 661/662 210215  Cremation 201 1,tnucated in pit
3019 649 210102 Layer 615.Pyw layer 3037  664/665 210216  Cremation 2012, truncated in pit
3020 650 . 210102  Layer 615. Pyrc layer 039 670 210217  Cremation 669, in shallow pit
3021 647 210102  Layer 615, Pyre layer 3040 696 210217  Cremation 669, in shallow pit
3022 646 210102  Layer 615, Pyre layer 3055 830 210218 Cremation 829, in small pit
3023 646 210102  Layer 615, Pyic layer 3058 857 210219 Cremaiion 856, in pit
3082 615 210102  Flint/Ash deposit 3059 866 210220 Cremation 2019, Primary
Joss 843 210102 Layer843, Strar. =615 3065 892 210221 Cremanion 891, in v, shallow scoop
3069 1005 210102 Ditch layer, Stat.= 615 LYNCHET AT WEST END OF SITEB
o 3070 1019 210102 Diwh layer, ashy ditch lens 3110 5196 330103 Lynchet SD 5189/5348
P Jorz 1036 210102 Ditch layer, Strat. = 415 3111 5196 330103 "
Lz 5- i _Stral =615 G112 5196 330103 "
3026 653 210104  Ditch layer, ditch rubble 3113 5196 330103 "
3088 1144 210104  Ditch fayar, rubble with ash B114 5196 330103 *
i 3043 683 210105  Secondary silt "B11S 5196 330103 "
; 3044 683 210105  Sacondary silt « Pl116 5196 330103 "
3045 691 210105  Secondary silt 3117 5196 330103 "
3056 616 210105  Ditch layer, ditch silt 3118 5196 330103 *
" 3086 1041 210105  Ditch layer. ash/assoc 1049/1136 B119 5196 330103 "
> 3042 684 210106  Primary silt 3120 5196 330103 "
e 3051 685 210106  Primarysilt ' 3121 5196 330103 *
' 3122 5196 330103 "
LIA/ER PADDOCK ENCLOSURE
3126 5266 350102 Ditch 5299
LIA/ER PITS
3106 5077 360103 Pit5074
P : 3108 5204 360103 Pit 5074
i : 3124 5220 360104 Pit5217
= B123 5289 360105 Pit5285
3125 5297 360105 Pit 5285
- TIA/ER CREMATION
¢ ‘ : 7129 5488 '360210 Post-hole/Cremation 5487
B ‘ 3127 5045 360501 Cremation 5044
3.3.2 Mollusc assessment
Samples from Twyford Down ranged from the Neolithic to late Iron Age/Romano-British periods
and the assessment is largely based upon the fact that securely dated contexts were sampled, land
“f snails are present, generally very w§ll preserved, species diversity is high and the sample provide
FiA a coherent group.
Table 1 Samples from Twyford Down
Mollusc sample series Date No. of samples Location
, Large undated feature 484  Neolithic 10 Area A
- Pit ?Neolithic 2 Tr 3016
. Barrow ditch BA 13
o Lynchet BA 5 Tr 3017
Lynchet with OLS BA-IA 5 Tr 3106

Lynchet IA/RB 12 (6 for analysis) Arca C/D




Neolithic

Samples from a large, well sealed, possibly Neolithic feature (484), beneath the Bronze Age
lynchet produced high shell numbers and high species diversity typical of ancient woodland and
included specimens of Ene obscura, Acicula fusca and Vertigo cf. pusilla. These assemblages are
particularly important for understanding the development of the landscape as they indicate early
wildwood. A radiocarbon date from charcoal is seen as a priority in view of the lack of datable
artefacts. Two samples from prehistoric pits the from assessment excavations (Tr 3016) produced
high numbers of shells, largely shade-loving species, again providing evidence of early woodland.

Bronze Age

Samples from the barrow dltCh and putative old land surface all produced h1gh numbers of shells
and the ditch produced shade-loving assemblages at the base. The presence of very rare species
such as Columella edentula and Columella aspersa is particulatly important in understanding the
development and management of woodland landscapes up to the Bronze Age. The fact that
woodland may have survived prior to the construction of the barrow is particularly important in

~ view of evidence to the contrary in other chalkland areas in the vicinity (ie Easton Lane, Easton -

e %H’:
L W

Down etc).

Assessment of Mollusca from selected flots |

! SAMPLE 3109 3111 3112 3114 3115 3116
& ' Lynchet layers from site C
e Helicella itala R R
i; Pupilla muscorum X R
T Vallonia X R
% Trichia hispida R
s Pomatias elegans C X
Cochlicopa spp. X ‘
f-f Punctim ygmaeum R:
e Vitrea spp. R R
Aeopinella spp. . R
B Discus rotundatus X C C R
i Carychium tridentatum X R C
24 Lynchets (Bronze Age to Roman-British)
Hi In general mollusc numbers from the observed flots, is variable despite the highly calcareous

nature of the deposits themselves. Nevertheless, significant results can be seen. From the details
given above it is evident that the basal portions of the lynchet samples are rich in Mollusca. The
supposcd- tree hollow beneath the lynchet in site C (sample 3109) contains largely open country
species and thus can be discounted. The basal sequence from the main lynchet sampled in site D,
however, shows shade-loving species in the shallow feature and base of the lynchet. These
eventually give way to typical open country species ¢. 20cm up the profile (sample 3116). This
shade-loving element may indicate long, lush grassland with some shrubs or woodland
regeneration. This is significant because it indicates that either these basal deposits are earlier
than thought (ie Bronze Age) or that there is an hiatus in the land-use history between the Bronze
Age and later occupation in the Iron Age/Romano-British period. If the latter is correct this
would be a significant development within the interpretation of the landscape history of this
downland. The fact that both lynchet sequences indicate distinct changes in land-use is

on rwwm i s
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Twyford Down Mollusc presence/absence from trenches 3016 and 3017

N Trench 3016 1l Trench 3017 ------— {
b Pit----llessmmnanannes Lynchet I Lynchet--=--=----- |
f-Pit fill--) l---OLS-—-} |---—- colluvium------ ] F— colluvinmesaan --- |
2522 2523 25142515 2518 25172516251925082509251025112512
Discus rotundatus X X X X x - X - - X - - -
Carychium tridentatum X <+ X X X X X - - - X - -
Aegopinella spp. X X - - X - « - - - - .« - SHADE-
Nesovitrea hammonis - .X X - D - - LOVING
Oxychilus cellarius X - - -+ - = = - <« - - - - SPECIES
Clausilidea - - X X - - = e . . - - -
Vitrea spp. - - - X - - X - - . - - -
Pomatias elegans X X X X X - X - =« = - - -
L Cepaea spp. X +« =« - -« -« - « < . « = - CATHOLIC
%@ Cochlicopd spp. - - X X - - < - X - - X - SPEUIES
Trichia hispida - - X X X X X X X X X
Pupilla muscorum ‘ - - X X X X - X X X X X X OPEN
b Vertigo spp. - - X X X - X X - - - - - COUNTRY
Vallonia spp. - - X X X X X X X X X X X SPECIES.
Helicella itala - - X X X X X X X x x X X
g
E ‘ Compton Common; trench 3002
ey Colluvial deposits from Compton Common, of at least Bronze Age date, and an old land surface
r at the edge of the dry valley to the north of Compton Common, were sampled in a single column

o2 of nine samples. Eight out of the nine samples were processed and assessed (see table below).

- bracklsh-watcr land molluscs. The terrestrial shells are predommantly those prcfmng dry open

country habitats. The colluvium sealing the old land surface was dominated by open county
species typical of grazed and tilled open downland. Further, variations in the numbers of
. individual species (not recorded in the table) indicate a change or fluctuating grassland and arable

environment.

The environmental sequence from this suite of samples is of significant interest. The area in the
Bronze Age may have been dry downland on the edge of the floodplain margin. Although
;o initially relatively damp, the upper portion of the buried soil suggests seasonal or occasional
‘ flooding. The peaty and humic nature of the buried soil supports this. Subsequently the area
dried out and was buried by colluvial deposits. The old land surface in particular displays a very
high palaecoenvironmental (as well as' archaeological) potential. Spot pollen samples were
prepared and proven to contain pollen. The potential for gaining both a molluscan and pollen
sequence from this dated old land surface makes this entire sequence one of major importance.
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'Compton Common. Mollusc presence/absence from trench 3002

2524 2525 2526 2527 2528 2529 2530 2531

Anisus leucostoma - X - - - - - - FRESH-
Planorbis spp. X X - - - - - - BRACKISH
Lymnuaea spp. X - - - - - - - WATER
Bithynia spp. X X - - - - - - SPECIES
Aegapinm’:’d spp- X - - - - - SHADE
Nesovitrea hammonis - X - - - - - - LOVING
" Oxychilus cellarius X - . - . - - - SPECIES
Pomatias elegans X - - - - P - -
o Cochlicopa spp. - - - - X X X - CATHOLIC
b Trichia hispida - X X X X X X  SPECIES.
i Pupilla muscorum - X X X L X X X -
Vertigo spp. .- X X - - - - - OPEN
Vallonia spp. X X X X X X X X COUNTRY
Helicella itala - X X XC X X - - SPECIES
X X X X X X X  BURROWING

Cecilivides acicula X

Itchen Valley

Samples from a number of trenches within the Itchen Valley were processed and scanned (see
table). They come from a diverse range of contexts and features spanning prehistoric to Roman
periods. These will augment the data from the adjacent chalk downiand of Twyford and Compton
enabling some contemporary picture of the natural valley environment and human activity to
complement that from the downland.

-

Itchen Valley. Mollusc presence/absence from trenches 3005, 3027, 3028, 3004 and 3009

3005 b-msrnee3027remmel 3028 Inne3004=zcllwr-—-—--3009-—mmmre| |

2551 2542 2543 2544 2545 2537 2536 2538 2539 2540 2541
Ancylus fluviaiilis - - - - - X - - - - -
Bathyomphalus contorrus X - - - - X - . - - -
Planorbis planorbis - - - - - X - - - - - FRESH-
Anisus leucostoma X - - X - - - - - BRACKISH
Planorbis spp. X - - - - X X - - - - WATER
Lymnaea spp. X - - - - X - . - - - SPECIES
Bithynia spp. X - - D 4D, e B, .
Valvata spp. X - . - - X . . -
Discus rotundatus - - - - X X - - - - - SHADE.LOVING
Carychium tridentatum - - - - - X X - - - - SPECIES
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Cepuea spp. - - - - - - - - X - - CATHOLIC
Cochlicopa spp. X - - X X - X X X - - SPECIES
Trichiu hispidu X - X X X - X X X - -

e

sTh

Pupilly muscorum . X - - X - - X X X X OPEN
Vallonia spp. . - X X X - - - X X X X COUNTRY
Helicetla itulu X X - - - - - X X X X SPECIES

: Cecioides acicula X X X X X - - X X X X BURROWING

The mollusc samples have been sieved, bagged and boxed and are now in a stable, archivable
form, awaiting extraction,

3.3.3 Plant remains assessment

The flots and residues were assessed for plant remains. Forty-six samples from the barrow, seven
samples from the area of Late [ron Age/Early Roman settlement and two samples from isolated
prehistoric features were found to contain sufficient material to warrant extraction. The extracted
material has been boxed in a stable archivable form and awaits analysis.

3.3.2 Animal Bone
Anlmal bone was rccovcred from 191 contexts. Over half of thesc were assoaated w1th the

three dxscrcce burials of ammals one of Wthh (1 181) is assoclated with the cremation phasc of
burials within the barrow ditch. Animal bone was found within the deposits of flint nodules
which were associated with the cremation phase. Thirty-nine of the remaining contexts came
from the Late Iron Age/Early Roman complex of shallow ditches and refuse pits on site B,

Formal assessment of the animal bone assemblage was undertaken by Dale Serjeantson of the
Faunal Remains Unit and the following descriptive section has been extracted from her report.
Number and distribution *

Site records show a figure for over 4,000 animal bones recovered. This takes no account of recent
breaks, so very much overestimates the number which would be counted in a final analysis, but it
excludes any bone from sieved samples at least some of which contained amphibians and rodents.
i e from directly dated features is as follows:

‘Bronze Agc.

Barrow area with surrounding ditch 1374
Lynchet 219
Features | 37
Late Iron Age/Early Roman .
Features: pits and post-holes 359
Ditch system 59
Lynchet system' 49
Condition

Both the Bronze Age and Late Iron Age/Early Roman features produced bones with very eroded
surface preservation, though some also contain an admixture of better preserved bone. The
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skeletons and part skeletons are generally better preserved than the disarticulated bone. Most of
the bone including the skeletons was fragile and was very fragmented in recovery.

Detailed Comments

The bones from the barrow ditch are: a fairly completc and well-preserved goat skeleton, a very
eroded skull and other parts of the skeleton of an ox (from the ring-ditch opposite the entrance),
several bones from at least one badger skeleton, disarticulated bones of cattle, sheep and pig, roe
deer, canid (dog and possibly wolf), red deer (one piece of antler), and a horse jaw. Cattle bones
are most common. Rodents, amphibians and some small bird bones were recovered from the
primary fill of the ditch and from some of the burials. The cattle and badger skeletons appear to
be distributed between more than one context. Approximately 80 of the disarticulated Bronze
Age bones are identifiable, and of these about 20 are measurable.

The 219 fragments from the lynchet are disarticulated cattle, sheep and pig bones. Of these about
60 are identifiable and countable and about 12 measurable. :

Bronze Age post-holes and pits contained 37 fragmcnted bones, with about ten identifiable; four
from post-holes are burnt.

From the Late Iron Age/Early Roman features the numbers of identifiable bones and mcasurablc
bones are as follows:
Number Number measurable

Cattle 28 ‘ 20
Sheep 36 19
Pig 6 4

There are also horse and dog bones in the pits and ditches.

The animal burials consist of a skeleton of immature pig fairly complcte and in moderate
rondition ['h K II‘III Dly not of A Moce type.,

Fairly complete foctal or neonatal lamb skeleton with part of a sheep skeleton in good condition.
From the size of the sheep bones this looks recent.

All the animal bone has been washed and bagged, but not marked. The material from the sieved
samples, and that retrieved from the human bone assemblages, has now been boxed together in a
dry environment.

kil
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3.3.3 HumanBone

There are 20 recorded inhumations from the Bronze Age barrow and a number of groups of stray
bone fragments, deriving mostly from the known inhumations. As might be expected on a chalk
site, the condition of the bone is generally good, although in some cases the skeletons are very
fragmentary where they have been disturbed both in antiquity and by recent ploughing. ‘

Spatially, the inhumations fall into two separate grbups: those within the barrow ditch; and those
cut into the chalk area enclosed by the ditch. In both groups the burials were of predominantly
women and children. The human bone will be dealt with by J McKinley, and analysed to Data
Level 4-5. .

There are 19 recorded cremations from the Bronze Age barrow, of which five were in pottery
vessels, seven were in well-defined cuts and the rest survived as spreads of bone and charcoal.
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Nine features from the predominantly Late Iron Age/Early Roman site B may also be cremations.
Their fills were extracted as samples and are still being processed prior to analysis.

Sequence of burial within the barrow

The burial sequence from the barrow has not been completely resolved. Six of the inhumations
and eleven of the cremations were from within the enclosed area and so are without stratigraphic
sequence, being sealed by modern ploughsoil and cut into natural chalk. Cremation 865 was at
the centre of the barrow and is therefore thought to be the primary burial.

The rest of the burials have been placed within a rough sequence for the barrow ditch infilling.
The result shows that inhumation burials post-datc the primary and part of the secondary silting

~ phases and are in turn post-dated by the main phase of cremation burial and pyre debris

deposition.

Direct dating of the burials is patchy. The central cremation, two other cremations from within
the enclosure and two cremations from the ditch were in pottery vessels, and can be dated by

B

reference to them. One inhumation and one cremation were accompanied by gravegoods: amber
beads with inhumation 1133 and fragments of copper alloy and worked bone with cremation 606.
These may give date ranges from typographic cross-reference. Stray finds of dates later than the
Broinze Age have not been found with the burials, therefore it is suggested that the entire burial
group is of Bronze Age date. It is further suggested, however, that radiocarbon dating of selected
burials is needed to confirm this.

Burials outside the barrow

Thirteen additional possible cremations were recorded from outside of the barrow, all but two to
the west in area B. One of the possible cremations from outside of the barrow is thought to be of
Late Iron Age/Early Roman date and one (955) has subsequently been found to be a pottery vessel
which did not contain any cremation debris. The rest of the cremations are badly plough-

damaged fragmcnts of pom:ry vessels in shallow scoops wuh assocmtcd bumt material. Their
: eir date ascertained by

|

it
L
i

ft
&

Al

rcfcrcm.c to thc pottcry It is thought hkely that they rcpresent an unencloscd low-intensity later
Bronze Age burial area. ‘ -

The draft Human Bone catalogue is given below:-

Inhumation 651.

Almost 100% bone recovery.

Tightly crouched on right side.

AGE: young adult

SEX: male

PATHOLOGY: dental hypoplasia; slight periodontal disease; cribra orbitalia; Schmorl's nodes; destructive lesions in radial heads and st right

metatarsal; exostoses in humers shaft.

MORPHOLOGICAL VARIATIONS: crowded teeth; multi-cusped third molars; wormian bones; atlas double facet; non-fusion of Gfth lumbar

spine; vastus notch; ¢calcaneal facet in 1alus; squatting facsts.

ANIMAL: Fragments 2 immature vertebras found with foor bonas.
?sheep patella found with hands. Fragment ?nib.

[nhumation 654,

¢. 80% recovery, all skelctal arcas,

Probably crouched on left side. disturbed.

AGE: full term foctus/neonats >< 3 months,

PATHOLOGY': ?petiostitis.

ANIMAL: toms bona preaernt.

Inhumation 666,

¢. 60% racovery. all skeletal areas.

Loosely crouched.

AGE: full term foetus/neonate

Inhumation 686
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¢. 90% recovery.

Crouched on right side, some slight disturbance.

AGE: older adult

SEX: female

PATHOLOGY: extensive toeth loss - canies/dental abscesses; heavy calculiz and periodontal disease; osteoarthritis - enporo-mandibular, cosio-
vertebral, hip joints; exostoses - distal humarus, right ilium, patellas, calcanea; pitting and osteophyles - proximal humeri; new bone - proximal
radius; osteophyles - proximal ulnac, thoracic and lumbar vertebrac, nacral vertebra, left navicular, degenerative disc diseasc - sacral vertebra; well
healed fracture - left distal fibula

MORPHOLOGICAL VARIATIONS: metopic suture; wonnian bones; depression in distal humerus; atlas double facets; Sth middic/distal foot
phalanges fused to fornn one phalanx.

ANIMAL: Present.

Inhumation 689.

c. 90% recovery.

‘Tightly ¢iouched on keft side, anns extended behind body.

AGE: old adult

SEX: male :

PATHOLOGY ; tooth loss; periodontal discase; calculus deposits: extensive dental abscesses/canies; secondary sinwsitis in both antrum; periostitis -
mandible. maxilla; osteoarthritis - temporo-mandibular, atlas/axis joint, thoracie, lumbar and sacra) vertebrae, costo-veitcbral, hip joints, shouider
joints: osteophytes - thoracic and lumbar veitcbrac, left foot phalanx: destructive lesion - Sth lumbar/lst sacrai surfaces: cxostoses - iliac crest,
ischial tuberosity, distal humerus, flexor digitorum superficialis of finger phalanges, obdwotor externis of proximal femurs, tibias and fibulae
distal intsrosseous border, patellae, calcanea; cyst - distal humerus, dissal tibia; new bone - Sth finger pbalanges; pitting and new bone - left 4th foot
phalanges.

MORPHOLOGICAL VARIATIONS: atlas double facet; squatting facsts’s Vastus notch.

Inhamation 802 .

¢. 80% recovery.

Tightly crouched on right side. Bone in poor condition.

AGE: old adult .

SEX: 7female ) :

PATHOLOGY: Calculus and periodontal disease; dental abscesses/caries; exostoses - occipital vault, iliac crest, ischial tnberosity, distal fibulae,
calcanes, foot phalanx; ostcoarthritis - ieft proximal radius, left proximal ulna, bi-lateral temporo-mandibular, atlas/axis joint, eervical and lumbar
vertebrae, thoracic vertebra, Ist sacral vertebra; degenerative disc disease - cervical and lumbar venebras, 13t sacral vertebra: osseophytes - carvical
venebrae, thoracic vertabia, rib facat, acetabulum, right scapula, right distal cadius, distal femurs, left proximal tibia; fracture - right ulna

Inhumation 871.

c.65% racovery, all skeletal areas.

Tightly crouched on right side.

AGE: young javenile (c.5yr.)

PATHOLOGY: ctibra orbitalia - bi-lateral.

MORPHOLOGICAL YARIATION: ?non-fusion of atlas pesteriorarch,

Inhumation 883.

¢. 20% recovery, axial, upper and lower limb.

Crouched on right side, disturbed. Bone in poor condition.

AGE: olderadult

SEX: femals

PATHOLOGY: degenerative disc disease - lumbsr and sacral veitebrae; ostaomhntis - lumbar and sacral vertebras, hip joinL: new bone - distal
humerus: osteophytes - proximal ulna, navicular; exostpses - patelia

Inhumation 1018/1119 -

¢.90% recovery.

Diswurbed by inzertion of inhumation 1120, only lower leg in situ - crouched on right side.

AGE: older juvenile (c. 11 yr.) ’

PATHOLOGY: calculus deposits: occlusal caties; cribra orbitalia

MORPHOLOGICAL VARIATIONS: crowding of teeth; retention of right maxillary decidvous canine with retarded eruption of permancnt canins:

?congenital absence of right mandibular 1st prewolar; twistedfonpacted left mandibular 2nd premolar; 3rd distal centres of ossification in ist
metacarpals and metatarsals. '

ANIMAL: some.

Inhumarion 1049

¢. 50% recovery, all skeletal areas.

Piobably crouched on right side. AGE: almost full term foetus/neonate

Inhumation 1063.

Loosely crouched on left side.

¢.98% recovery,

AGE: yaung subadult.

PATHOLOGY: cribm orbitalia; dental hypoplasia. - _

MORPHOLOGICAL VARIATIONS: 3rd distal centres of ossification in 1st metacarpa)s and metatarsals; metopic sutue; congenital absence of
mandibular left and maxillary right 3nd molas; retention of maxillary left deciduous canine with retarded and displaced emplion of permanent
conine: atlag double facet.

Inhumation 1068,

Crouched on right side.

c. 98% recovery.

AGE: older mawre adult

SEX: female
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PATHOLOGY: calculus deposits; dental caries; tooth loss: dental abscesses; destructive lesions - radial heads. 1st proximal foot phalanges:
destructive lesions with new bone - left 4th proximal-middle finger joint, right 4th proximal finger phalanx: pitting - proximal humerus, rib facet;
calcified soft tissue; osteaphytes - atlas, thoracic and lumbar vertebrae, aectabulae, knee joints; Schmorl's nodas - thoracic and lumbar vertebras;
osteoarthritis - lumbar vertebras; exostoses - proximal femur, pataila. calcanea.

MORPHOLOCGICAL VARIATIONS: atlas central gioove: non-fusion of atias posterier arch; atias extra faect: thineenth thoracic vercbra and
thitteen nbs.

[nhumation 1109.

Disturbed by inscrtion of inhumation 1110, lower kg only i situ, originally ?supine and extended.

¢. 0% recovery.

AGE: young adult ¢, 20yr.

SEX: female .

PATHOLO(GY: caleulus deposits; bons resomption/desiruction - humeaus ghafts; cyst - proximal ulna.

MORPHOLOGICAL VARIATIONS: metopic suturs; squatting fasets

COMMENT: Rodent gnawing n bones of left fore-ann along interosseous and anterior borders, -

Inhumation 1109a

Highly disturbed inhurnation mixcd with those of 1109 in layer 1062, Some of the bone recorded as from inhumation 1109 may be from this
individual,

c. 5% recovery.

AGE: subadult

Inhumation 1110,

Tightly crouched on right side.

¢. 95% rccovery.

AGE: older matore adult

SEX: femate ‘
PATHOLOGY: ostecarthritis - temporo-mandibular, proximal humeri, cervical and thoracic vertebras, costo-vertsbral, hip joints, naviculars?;
periodontal disease; calca)us deposits; dental carics: dental abscesses; cribra orbitalia; destructive lesions - ?floor of left orbit, distal femur; pitting -
proximal radius, radius tuberosity, manubrium and stcrmum: cxostoses - radius tuberosity, distal tibia, distal fibulac; osteophytes - cervical, thorecic
and vencbras; degeneralive disc discase - cervical and lumbar venebrae; Schmorl's nodes - thoracic and lumbar veriebrae; periostitis - dtstal tibiaz,
distal fibula; cysts - navicular, 1st metatarsal and 1st proximal phalanx; loss of cortical bone - proximal foot phalanx.

MORPHOLOGICAL VARIATIONS: atlas double facet: non-fusion axis posteriorarch.

Inhumation 1120,

Crouched on right side.

¢. 95% ceeovery.

AGE: young juvenile

PATHOLOGY: dental hypoplasia; primary sinusitis with associated infection of testh/aockets; cribra orbitalia.

MORPHOLOGICAL VARIATIONS: third centre ossification st metatarsals; non-fusion of stias anterior arch.

Inhwmation 1136,

Flexed in 'knesling' position on right side.

¢.95% mcovery.

AGE: older mature adult

SEX mtle

Inmbar and m:ral Veﬂebrle pmmg . manubnum/stemum. xapula. clavnclc, proxxmal hnmen. degeneranve duc duease - cervical ventebrae:
Schmorl's nodexs - thoracic and lumbar vertebrac: cxostoses - pubic bones, clavicle, patella, calcanca: osteomthiitis - finger phalanx.
MORPHQALOG ICAL VARIATION: crowding of antesior mandibular teeth; congenital absence mandibular third molsr; squatting facsts.
Inhumation 1137,

Crouched on left side.

¢. 85% recovery.

AGE: iofant 2-3yr.

Inhumation 1185,

Crouched on right side.

i
i

¢. 98% recovery.

AGE: older juvenile/young subadult  ¢.12yr.

PATHOLO(GY: dental calculus; dental hypoplasia; dental caries - occlusal and cervical; dental abscesses: periostitis - mandible.
MORPHOLOGICAL VARIATIONS: retention of left mandibular and maxillary deciduous canines with retarded eruption and impaction of
permanent canines: congenital absence of all 3rd molars; gap in alveolus - mandible; third distal centres ozzification in 15t matacacpaltarsals,
ANIMAL: sheep bone.

Inhumation 1187,

Flexed in 'kneeling' position on left side.

¢. 95% recovery.

AGE: older manure adult

SEX: female

PATHOLOGY: dental caleulus; periodontal disesse; dents) caries; dental abscesses; osteoarthritis - bi-lateral temporo-mandibular, eosto-venebial;
Schmorl's nodes - thoracic and lumbar vertebrue; ostcophytes - lumbar vernsesbrae, sacral vertebra; degenerative disc disease - lumbar vertebra; well-
healed fractures - two right ribs; pitting - acetabulae, right acromio-clavicular joint, left calcaneum: destuctive lesion - proxinal radius,
MORPHOLOQICAL VARIATIONS: Metopic suture; congenital absenee mandibular 3rd molars; misaligned 1eeth - mandibular right Ist premolar;
retention of maxillary left deciduous canine; atlas double facet; thirteen thoracic vertebrae: os acromiale (left scapula).

The human bone has been washed, bagged, labelled and is now boxed in a dry environment,
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Table 2 Quantification of Data and Correlation of Context and Artefactual Data

PERIOD/ FEATURES AMBER WORKED CERAMIC CLAY FIRED CLAY
Phase unit BONE BUILDING PIPE
MATERIAL
LNATURAL
01 0000
Natural features
110000 5 lynchets
i ol A Nield sysiem I trackway . .
i 1 hollow
120000 33 post-holes m 3
Sive A post-hole | groups
structures
130000 24 post-holes in 4
Sita A other proups groups
. 14 00 00 24 post-holes, 4
B Individual fearures pits, 11  atake.
- : holes, 9
* cremations, 2
animal boriads, 2
g misc.
210100 6 infill phases, 11 | 14 beads 3 objects 2 beads
Barrow ditch graves, 8
cremations, § other
‘\ features.
t 210200 6  graves, 11 10 objects
Banow enclosure cremations, | other
feature
321 fragments 266 - undiagpostic
frapments
310100 1 lynchet
Lynchet over barrow
320100 1 lynchet
NE Iviwchet
3300 00 ‘10 lynchets, .. 3
Field system sites C and | hollows
b .
340000 4 ditches
Ditch zystem site B wast -
35 0000 12 ditches
i_Ditch svsiem site B cast
36 00 00 9 pits. 11 post- 2 objects
Individual feamres holes, 2 dsw
E ponds, |
ﬁ muscel!mnuns. I
cremation
4101 00 1 lynchet, 1 pit
[$ cry
5; 19 frags 9 frags
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PERIOTY GLASS LITHICS METAL POTTERY SHALE SHELL
Phass unit
I NATURAL | | |
010000 63 wi 3 Fenails 453 sherds
Natural features 208 bf
BRONZE AGE
SETTLEMENT
l 1100 00 l 339 wf l Cu rod 797 sherds
Site A fiold zvatem 489 bf
120000 7T wf Pb Jurmp 47 sherds
Sise A . post-hole 15 bf
struchires '
130000 0 wf 208 sherds
Site A other grouns 7 bf
. 14 0000 26 wf 2 Feobjx 1546 sherds
Individual featuies 259 bf
§ BRONZEAGE
BARROW .
210100 683 wf 5 Curods 607 sherds
Barrow ditch 733 bf
210200 ' 3wl 2Curuds 112 sherds
I Barrow enclosure 17 of 1 Cu strip
LATE IRON 9 frags
Y |_AGE/EARLY ROMAN
i 3101 00 8 wf Ga brooch 41 sherds
Lynchet over barrow 11 bf
3201 00 11 wf 39 sherds
p NE lvnchat 12 bf
5.3 3300 00 30wf Fe rod 43 sherds
1 Pield system sites C and Tt
D
3400 00 ‘ 2 wf 36 sherds
Ditch system sitc B west . [ 2bf
350000 ‘ 84wf 9 Fe nails 1110 sherds
Dich sysiem sits B sast 561 bf 1 Fering
N ‘ 1 Fe strio
g 360000 16 wf 4 Feobjs 1076 sherds
Individual features 1020 bf 1 Cu obi
4101 00 5 wf 4 Fe nails 0 sherds
Query 1 bf
UNSTRATIFIED 10 modem frags 501 wf 59 Feobjs 1608 sherds 1 spindle
383 bf 3 Cu abjs whorl
PERIOD/ SLAG STONE’ SAMPLES MOLLUSC ANIMAL HUMAN
v Phase unit BONE BONE
& NATURAL
3 01 00 00 67 fraga | 16 17 8T frags
Natural features limestone
BRONZE AGE
SETTVEMENT
I 11 00 00 1 quem frag 10 (from | 242 frags
Sits A field svstem evaloation)
120000 11 frags
Site A post-hole
stmctures
130000 4 3 frags
Site A other 2roups
14 00 00. 9 356 frags 9 crems?
| Individual features
BRONZE AGE 13
" BARROW
t 210100 ° 3 fraps 64 2635 frags 8 crems
i | Barrow ditch 14 inhums
210200 23 55frags 11 crems
Barrow enclosurs: 6 inbumsy
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LATE IRON | 1 pieca

AGE/EARLY
ROMAN
20100 46 frags
Lviichat_overbarrow
320100 2 fraga
NE lvnchet ‘ :
330000 | 13 12 3 frags
Field system sites C
andD) :
340000 1 quem frag 8 frags
Ditch system site B .
wesl
350000 . 11 quem, 1|1 : 67 frags
Ditch system site B loomweight
. sast frag
3 0000 8 quem, 17(7 529 frags 1 crom
Individual feawres frag,
41 01 00 ’ 2 fraps
P | Query ‘
£ UNSTRATIFIED 4 pieces 14 frags 138 frags

3.4 General Interpretative Summary .

\ The excavations at Twyford Down have revealed a complex series of archaeological features
£

i reflecting occupation and farming activity extending, though probably interrupted, from the Early
W Bronze Age to the Early Rorman period.

2

A

3.4.1 Bronze Age
L Settlement activity is represented by two roundhouses, one of which shows signs of realignment, a
' four poster and three other concentrations of post-holes. Considerable quantities of datable
pottery were recovered from the overlying area while fieldwalking, and from the nearest sections
to the settlement excavated through the nearby lynchet. A few small pits were also uncovered.

Farming activity is attested by the presence of a large positive lynchet which follows the bre
slope along the northern face of the ridge.

Burial activity was uncovered in two areas. The main focus was the barrow towards the eastern
end of the ridge with its sequence of inhumations and cremations. The secondary focus was to the
g west in site B where isolated cremations were encountered. The spread of Bronze Age burials
i raises the possibility that further cremations might be found within the road corridor in the
unexcavated area between sites A and B. -

o 3.4.2 Lare Iron Age/Early Roman
Traces of field lynchets in site A and field boundaries in site B attested to the presence of
intensive farming activity throughout this period.

One possible cremation burial was recorded from site B.

i Pits were excavated in site B and found to contain domestic debris. The lack of structural
evidence indicates that the excavation area was immediately adjacent to but not on the site of a
settlement. The 1930s excavations, which were not accurately surveyed, have now been located
and these reveal that the settlement area lies to the immediate south-east of the road line.




3. 4 3 Conclusions

: settlement, economy and burial rites has been recovered for the Bronze Age period
on Twyford Down. The burial record has been unexp e of
burial practice and monuments for this area. The evidence for buildings and fields has been badly
damaged by subsequent erosion caused by both ancient and modern ploughing. In spite of that,
enough survived at the time of the cxcavation to prove the existence of a small settlement with
associated fields.

It is not yet known if the Bronze Age settlement and farming activity is directly contemporary
with the burials but it is hoped that full analysis of all the pottery coupled with a limited series of
tadiocarbon assays will resolve this. It should then be possible to create a single sequence of
events involving settlement, burial and farming activity, presumably relating to a family fannstead
over a number of generations.

The Late Iron Age/Early Roman period lacked any direct evidence for settlement within the
proposed road corridor. The presence of paddock enclosures and domestic debris from pits,
however, is enough to suggest the nature of the settlement in this area. This taken together with
the results of previous work (Stuart and Birkbeck 1936) and work on comparable sites (Fasham
1985, 31-37) will enable an assessment of the Late Iron Age/Early Roman occupation of Twyford
Down to be made. :

| verall, the settlement and agricultural development of this xmportant pxece of chalk upland
ced within the

e through later prehistory will be able to

{éﬂ o context of the other known sites on Twyford Down and the neighbouring eminences of St
%W Catherine's Hill and Hockley Down.

&
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SECTION 4: EXCAVATION ARCHIVE DEPOSITION

4.1 Recipient

The complete site archive will be deposited with Hampshire County Museums Service, Chilcomb
House, Chilcomb Lane, Winchester at the end of the post-excavation programme when a final
project report has been prepared. The archives from the previous excavations along the route of
the M3 are already there, and the Twyford archive would be a complementary collection aiding
future reference, although the archive from the 1930s excavation at Twyford Down is now housed
at Winchester City Museum. Winchester College, which owns the land associated with site A, is
to loan permanently the archive of that area of fieldwork, while the Department of Transport
which owns the land associated with site B is donating the archive from its area. Hampshire
County Museums Service is prepared to accept the site A archive as a loan.

4 2 Reclp!ent Reqmrements

3 ; : equire 3 archive be deposited with them in
accordance with thcnr current Posmon Statement (1 January 1990) and their statement on -
'Conditions of Acceptance’ made available on 19 January 1990 in advance of the fieldwork. The
correct box sizes and types have been employed in the storage of the finds by Wessex
Archaeology (Portway House). A copy of the current box index has been deposited with
Hampshire County Museums Service to prepare them for the eventual delivery of the finds. The
number of files of field records, a list of field graphics and the photographic record has also been
made available.

4.3 Conservation Réquirements

'Liaison with M. Brooks (Contract Conservator, HBMCE) had indicated the need for cleaning and

stabilisation of ten copper alloy objects, eight iron objects and one shale object. This work had
been completed by 3rd March.1993, with the exception of one La Tene brooch, work upon which
is due to be completed by the end of Marc

44 Storage Requirements

Presently there are 107 cardboard and plastic boxes of finds, 15 A4 ring binders, lever arch or box
files of records, 492 sheets of graphics notin A4 files, 101 films of colour and monochrome prints
and 2249 colour slides. No unusual storage facilities are required. A4 material will be stored prior
to final deposition at Wessex Archaeology's offices at Salisbury (Portway House) in accordance
with the UKIC guidelines for storage (Walker 1990)

4.5 Discard Policy

The discard of selected finds is detailed by material type in section 7.2 below. The selection of
items for retention is based on a combination -of the context of recovery, the nature and condition
of the arsefact, its level of contribution to the project report and its potential contribution towards
any perceived future research.
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SECTION 5: STATEMENT OF POTENTIAL

5.1 Principal Potential

~ Three aspects of the Twyford Down project have considerable potential for further study: the

Bronze Age cemetery, the Neolithic to early Roman landscape, in particular the local agrarian and
settlement pattern, and the changing expectations raised by each stage of the evaluation and
excavation programme. The potential of these project aspects is considered in the light of national
(section 5.5), and regional and local priorities (section 5.6).

5.1.1 Burial focus! funerary ritual

The barrow on site A is deserving of further analysis. Its relationship to the development of
funerary rituals would repay further work, especially in light of recent studies such as that of
Barrett, Bradley, and Green (1991). Most of the elements found in the Twyford barrow; multiple
burials, interrupted ditch, and examples of combinations of cremation and inhumation burial rite
have been excavated previously, (eg. Bailey ef al. 1980, Green et al. 1982), as have examples of
more extensive Bronze Age cremation cemeteries (eg Petersen 1981, White 1982). however, the

o TR

4

combination -of elements makes the Twyford example potentially pivotal to studies of burial form
and development in the region.

‘The resultant assemblage of data sheuld be strong cnough to allow valid staternents of funcnon |

and duration for most aspects of the barrow.

5.1.2 Neolithic/Early Roman landscape use

The progressive intensification of landscape use throughout later prehistory and into the early
Roman period should be considered as an aspect of this region. The apparent absence of Early to
Middle Iron Age material from the Twyford Down assemblages should be re-assessed. The
pattern and date of the lynchets excavated on Twyford Down in 1990-1 and in the 1930s should
be studied, with especial reference to the environmental sequences and also the post-depositional
processes undergone by the artefacts. By these means a picture of the exploitation of this area of

AT

scoogre
CmEAa

downland in thibi.ory canbedeveloped.

* 5.1.3 Re-appraisal of expectations raised by results of evaluation techniques

During the course of the project a suite of evaluation methods was used across Twyford Down,
namely; surface artefact collection, geophysical survey, augering, reference to plotted aerial
photographs, and both hand- and machine-dug trial wenches. Each technique raised expectations,
only some of which were realised during the open-area excavation. A retrospective view of each
technique's sequence of implementation, result, expectation and final reality, together with a
consideration of the influence of each expectation on the use of successive techniques should be
undertaken. The end result would not only throw light on the validity of the individual .
techniques, but more importantly assess the need for integrated evaluation programmes using a
full range of methods, particularly in respect of large linear projects such as road schemes. The
doubts and hypothesis put forward recently in the last M3 monograph could be tested and assessed
against the experiences of work on Twyford Down.

5.2 Other Potential

The reappraisal of methodologies, the dchlOpmcnt of the prehistoric landscape and the burial site
and its funcraxy rltual rcprescnt thc main strands in the narrative potcnual of thc Twyford Down




investigated. These are the nature of Bronze Age settlements and field systems, and Late Iron
Age and Early Roman settlement morphology. All of these aspects of the project’s potential could
be assessed in the light of national (5.5) and regional and local (5.6) priorities.

5.2.1 Bronze Age secitlements and field systems ‘

The poor preservation of structural evidence would necessitate reliance on comparanve structural

typologies, and reference would need to be made to better preserved structures in the region, eg.

Easton Lane (Fasham er al. 1989). The lynchet deposits, although truncated by recent ploughing,

contained quantities of pottery, flint and animal bone, and the combined assemblage provides the :

bulk of the occupation debris for the site-—The formof the Iynchetsconld be considerad with
reference to the internal site relationships to the settlement and barrow, and to other field systems '

in the area (Shennan and Schadla Hall 1981, 33). The lynchet deposits were not as extensive as

was first anticipated, and this has reduced the potential for study. The amount of material

recovered was less than expected, and good stratigraphic sequences linking settlement evidence to

lynchet build-up were entirely lacking. More reliance would need to be put, therefore, upon

simple distribution patterns of classes and date ranges of artefacts in order to date by association a

number of features. The quality of the surviving evidence would support only limited analysis.

5.2.2 Late Iron Age/Early Roman rural chalkland settlements
It was hoped that the combination of data from the 1930s excavations with the results of the 1991
season would produce a detailed report on all aspects of a small farming settlement in its
immediate hinterland. The level of erosion encountered on site B in 1991, coupled with the
\posmonmf_thmema;memsect to one side of the settlement focus has lowered these
" expectations. The pits and their contents could be described and compared with similar
g assemblages from the immediate area (eg. Fasham 1985, 31-7). Some consideration of the lack of
" structural evidence could be made, both by reference to the potential survival of a settlement focus
to the south of the road line, and to the general difficuliies of discovering building evidence at this
crucial period (¢f. Allen er al. 1984, 100). The relationship between settlements and rectilinear
enclosures could be considered (¢f Champion and Champion 1981, 40, Cunliffe 1984, 34, Millett
r and James 1983 and Fasham and Keevil in prep.). The excavated lynchets could be described and
integrated into the immediate field pattern known from aerial photographs and with the recent
studies elsewhere in Wessex (Moffat 1988, Palmer 1984). As can be seen from the above, the
§ severely truncated nature of the evidence limits the site's potential for the investigation of
. settlements of the late Iron Age/early Roman period, so the Twyford settlement will be interpreted
by reference to other sites and previous site investigations. It will not provide a source of new
i data with which 10 re-appraise previous interpresations.

E“' B
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5.2.3 TheMiddle Bronze Age pottery

: For some time now, Middle Bronze Age pottery from southern England has been accepted as
B belonging to a three-tiered hierarchy of production and distribution (Ellison 1980b), but the actual
characterisation evidence to support this theory has not been investigated. The distribution of
: style zones, particularly from the decorative analysis of the finewares, has sufficed as equivalent
i to that of actual vessel transportation. Petrological analysis of the Middle Bronze Age pottery
) from the barrow complex in site A might enable this interpretation to be substantiated. Similarly,
L recent work has reviewed the nature of production and distribution of Late Bronze/Early Iron Age
w pottery in Britain and shown that this is the period when the first evidence for the production of
pottery for exchange occurred in the later prehistoric period (Morris, in press), but more work
needs to be done to see how extensive this change is and why it took place at this time. The
development of artefact production for local use only to production for exchange during the later
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prehistoric period can be contrasted with the more complex evidence from the Late Iron
Age/Early Roman phase.

5.2.4 Communication corridor
In the excavation research design, submitted to English Heritage in April 1991, it was stated that:

"The aichasological programme should be seen as the investigalion of a 'transect’ through an aichacologically-rich and historicaly important
landscape. Not only does the route provide the opporunity o record ‘sites’, but it also allows the srudy of the development of an important
communications corridor.  The River Itchen, Roman roads, medieval hollow-ways, the lichen Navigation and the Dideot, Newbmry and
Southampton railway all used thiscorridor. Indsed the M3 cxtension will become part of this chronological development.”

The evidence provided by the excavations at Twyford Down does not lend itself to the
development of this potential theme. The theme was potentially relevant to the study of the Br
End to Compton section of the M3 in its entirety, but as little of archaeological interest was found
anywhere other than Twyford Down, it has ceased to be applicable.

5.3 The potential for integrating aspects with other recent archaeological projects
There are a number of possibilities for integrating the results of the Twyford Down post-

* excavation analysis with other recent projects. In particular, the study of Bronze Age funerary

ritual can be linked into recent work undertaken by Bradley et af. (1991) . The analysis of the
development of field systems will tie in with other projects recently undertaken on the chalklands,
including work on the Marlborough Downs (Gingell 1991) and current Wessex Archaeology work
being carried out along the course of the A36 around Salisbury. Finally the review of evaluation
methodologies and the technique of artefact recovery will build upon the observations made
recently on road scheme evaluations (Fasham 1992) including artefact recovery on road schemes
(Bellamy and Morris 1992),

5.4 The potential for integration with non-archaeological research
Although the Twyford Down study area includes two sites of Special Scientific Interest, there is

Tittle opportunity afforded for integrated study. The principal non-archaeological interestof the

site does not li¢ in the site's landscape qualities but in its fauna, in particular its butterflies. The
botanical interest of the Dongas area as a piece of relict downland has little relevance to the
agrarian landscape of the area in later prehistory.

5.5 National priorities addressed by the site's potential

b

i

In 1991 English Heritage produced a document, Exploring Our Past, which included a strategy
for dealing with the problems and opportunities which will be encountered during the next
decade. Section 7 of the document, "The way forward:", outlined academic objectives and
resource methods. The academic priorities addressed included the study of processes of change
and the study of landscapes, while the resource method section included a statement encouraging
research into the efficacy of field evaluative methods, particularly those that involve non-
destructive testing. These sections are reproduced below, together with reference to the areas of
potential from Twyford Down.

5.5.1 Communal monuments into settlement and field landscapes (¢. 1300-300 BC)

“The gradual change from the monument-dominated landscape of the Neslithic and Eaily Bronze Age to the settlament-dominated landscape of
later prehistoty remains poorly understood, although it was ¢learty fax froro uniform or synchronons acroas Britain.” (Exploving Our Past 1991, 36)

The putative barrow was a communal monument focus at the point of continuity or change,
namely from Early to Middle Bronze Age. However, as is related in section 5.2.1, the date and

48




aspect of the potentially associated settlement lacks good stratigraphic relationships to either the
barrow or the field systems.

5.5.2 Briton into Roman (c. 200 BC-AD 200)

"A high level of continuity in sentlement and land use and. by imglication, in social and economic organisation, betwesn the Late Iron Age and
Romano-Bnitish periods is bacoming increasingly apparent. as are contemporary regional vanations. The possibie pre-conquest origins of what
have oftsn been seen as the developments of the Romano-British period would repay closer examination.” (op cit. . 36)

In sections 5.1.2 and 5.2.2 Twyford Down is considered as a classic regional example of the
; apparent continuity of minor settlements at this period. Of especial interest in light of the
. discontinuity apparent at the neighbouring major settlement of St Catherines Hill.

5.5.3 Landscape features
X . “Many landscape features, particularly relict field systems, are andased.._..... priority needs to be gwen o recognising the pattsmis of anclant flelds
" and cstats boundanies. Much further basic work in identifying, dating and analysing field systems is nesded.” (op cit, 38)

e The potential expressed in section 5.2.2 with espemal rcfercnce to thc rclanonshxp between
eatures recogmised on acrial photographs XCAV
should assist in providing data towards the above end.

5.5.4 Field techniques

“The effectiveness of field techniques it becoming an important izane in maintaining standards of quality contiol......... English Heritage will
. continne to monitor and encourage cesearch into the efficacy of field evaluative methoda, particularly those that involve non-destructive testing.”
: (op.cit., 43)

This question is addressed in sections 5.1.3 and 5.2.4 above. In these sections both the validity of
LI expectations based on evaluation work and the requirements of artefact recovery are addressed.

2 " 56 Local and regional priorities addressed by the site's potential

A.6.1 mm&wwmmmmmm and Schadla-

Hall (1981, 30-36), and their concludmg paragraphs contained the following illuminating
statements:

"On the chalklands, ....the comparative absence of rich graves and dense barrow concentrations in Hampshire could be used to argue for a
"poorer” society than that of neighbouring Wassax countica, but the case remains 1o be proven......Jt saems 1hat the most important areas on which
%o concentrate are the location and excavation of cecupation sites connected with both ficld systems and linear ditches.....In addition, the present
lack of mformmon from burial mounds, not only in \erma of dmng but alto in terms of envircnmental information males this arza u hxgh

priority.”

The potential for the study of the nature of the Twyford burial focus, including date, indications
of status and environmental history, has been detailed in section 5.1.1, and is one of the principal
i potentials of the project.. The surviving evidence for relationships between barrow, field system
and settlement is generally poor (section 5.2.1), and the potential for their study is limited,
especially in the light of more recent work on landscape studies (eg. Barrett, Bradley and Green
1991, 146-151).

i 5.6.2 The problems that remain in our understanding of the later prehistoric period in Hampshire
L were considered by Cunliffe (1981, 2) and Champion and Champion (1981, 27-45). Within their
summaries a number of points were raised which are relevant to the present excavation:

“....our knowledge of Hampshire hillforts is now unrivalled. But to begin to understand the intricacies of Iron Age society and its economy it is
necessary to put these major sitas in their contexts.
Ihe sudy of the wider influences on the Iron Ag
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...it is doubtful that the full range of settiement types, and the full extent and density of the settiement patiem have been discovered. .....thers may be
setlenients which are smrounded by only small ditches, or none at alt. ...
..sites of all periods have been excavated, but thers is a serions shortage of settlements belonging to the period 1000-600 BC."

The lines of research suggested in these statemnents could be considered in the light of the project's
potential for studying late Iron Age/early Roman landscapes (section 5.1.2). The apparent
absence of Early to Middle Iron Age activity could be a targeted area of investigation. -The
project also has some potential for the study of the settlement (section 5.2.2).

5.6.3 The archaeological pbtchtial of the Winchester district was addressed some years ago
(Schadla-Hall 1977). Within that document, areas were indicated where further investigation and
research were needed (1977, 61-63).

"The District Archasologist should concentrate pasticularly on the location of Mesolithic, Neolithic.and Bronze Ags and Anglo-Sazon occupation
sites.”

The evidence for Bronze Age occupation in the area is still poorly represented and the work at
Twyford Down will greatly assist in amplifying this.

5.7 Fumre research

5.7.1 Bronze Age burial practices and the role of funerary activity within societies together are a
major focus of archaeological research. Itis a difficult area of investigation due to the nature of
symbolic activity and the remoteness of this- period of prehistory. The archaeological evidence
from communal monument activity is a fossilised selection of the social behaviour which linked
the past and present knowledge and attitudes of prehistoric societies in the Bronze Age, as well as
their concerns about the future. The location of settlements and burial focus, the subsistence

‘regime and concepts of fertility, the integration and comununication of social groups, and the .

archaeological evidence for the articulation of these ideas and activities are primary areas of
Bronze Age research. The analysis of the Twyford Down Bronze Age evidence should make a

significant contribution towards any future research in this field.

5.7.2 The development of the Iron Age landscape and settlement systems into the Roman period
is a major focus of research into the Romanisation of Britain (Haselgrove 1989; Hingley 1989;
Millett 1990). The work to be undertaken on the Twyford Down data will make a small
contribution to thlS study, parncularly by adding to the Harnpshu'c databasc on this subject.

lllll. vy (] ] I. L) LK it SL11C ATty _"_ [} 1€ ‘l| L) 5 AJGO
Basmgstoke and Winchester areas.

5.7.3 The suggested analysis of the burnt flint material from Twyford Down should be of use in
any future research programme. The analysis of this often ignored artefact, may assist the study
of later prehistoric landscapes and settlements, as it commonly forms a prolific but little
understood, element of evaluation and excavation artefact collections.

5.7.4 Beyond the specific area of research defined above, the results of the proposed research

programme for the Twyford Down data, should assist in any future analysis of the later prehistoric
development of the southern English chalklands.
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Fig 4. Site A showing Bronze Age features: Lynchet, barrow
- Scale 1:2000.




Fig 5.

B

Bronze Age barrow showing ditcﬁ, inﬁumations,'cremation
vessels (stippled) and loose cremations in pits (open).
Scale 1:100
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Fig 6. = :
.Enclcsure ditches and pits‘. Scale 1:2000
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- SECTION 6: AIMS AND OBJECTIVES OF THE POST EXCAVATION PROGRAMME

6.1 Thematic Aims

On the basis of the potential for research identified in Section 5, three major and two minor
thematic aims can be defined. The major aims are:

to explain the role and nature of funerary ritual in the context of a rural Bronze Age

settlement (see 5.1.1);

to consider the pattern of landscape use throughout the period between the later prehistoric
and Early Roman periods (see 5.1.2);

10 assess the validity of and arrive at an idealised package for evaluating chalkland areas
within the context of road scheme assessments (see 5.1.3).

The minor aims are of importance in terms of their interest, but their significance in relation to
this project are limited due to constraints imposed by unexpectedly poor data retrieval. These
aims are:

to consider the relationships and developments between Bronze Age settlements and thcnr
resource landscapes (see 5.2.1);

to encapsulate the nature and character of late Iron Age/Early Roman rural chalkland
settlements (see 5.2.2); '

]

B

6.2 Specific Objectives

The structural and stratigraphic interpretations, artefactual categories and environmental data will
be considered in the light of the above-mentioned thematic aims. The following objectives, listed
below, must be met in order to complete the thematic aims:

Objective Aim Code

Report on the evaluation resuls E
Report on the excavation and post-excavation methodolognes E
Report on the structural evidence A,
Catnlognes and repon.s onthe prmc:pal amfact ca(egones A,
A
A

Report on the human bone
Production of the thernatic synthesis

6.3 Overall Objective

The thematic approach to the synthesis of the post excavation analyses will result in a three part
discussion. Parts 1 and 2 will be divided chronologically into the Bronze and Iron Ages, with part
three concentrating on the later prehistoric landscape. Under the Bronze Age section there will be:
a discussion of the Bronze Age barrow as a focus of funerary ritual, and this will be followed by a
study of its relationship to the local Bronze Age settlement pattern and structure. The study of
Late Iron Age/Early Roman site within the context of later prehistoric rural chalkland settlements
will assist in introducing the later discussion about the exploitation of the natural resources and
development of the landscape.
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In addition to the foregoing consideration of the site evidence on a chronological basis, there will
be a section conceming itself with the theme of the interpretation of the results of evaluation

techniques.

regarding artefact recovery.

This part will be supported with an in-depth consideration of the specifications

' In summary, the overall objective will be to produce a thematic account summansing and
. synthesising the results of the excavation programme and any other relevant previous work, and
this is defined as aim F.

6.4 Tabulation of Aims, Potential and Data

AIM
CODE

A

biciice
e |

it

w

AIM

- Explain the role of funerary
-ritval in a tural Bronze Age

settlement.

This is a high priority.

Consider the pattern of

landscape use throughout

the period between the later
istoric Early Roman

POTENTIAL

The barrow on site A is rich in
artefacmal and environmental data.
Structurally it appears incomplete -
the mound probably having been .
destroyed » It is impossible to prove
a direct physical link with nearby
settlement evidence. Eight pits with
fragmensary cremation evidence
were found on site B,

Elements of laser prehistoric field
systems were excavated, but a
continuous pattern and sequence of
Iynchet formation across Twyford

periods.

This is a high priority.

DATA

Barrow ditch and burial
stratigraphic sequence.
Structural evidence from site
B Bronze Age features.
Arwefact categories: amber
beads. worked bone objecss,
fired clay beads, lithic
material, metalwork and
pottery, Bumnt flint.
Environmental categories:
molluscs, plant remains,
animal and human bone.

Stratigraphic sequences
through lynchets and field
ditches. Structural evidence
relating to settlement at site

Down was not encountered.,
Settlement evidence was also
discontinuous. Considerations of
specific structural relations and
episodes can be considered 1ather
than a complete integrated
approach.

A. RCHME agerial
photographs.

Artefact categories:
metalwork, pottery and
worked stone objects.
Envirojunental categories:
moliuscs, plant remains and
animal bone.

Consider the relationships
and developments between
Bronze Age settlements and
their resource landscapes.

This is a low priority.

The structural evidence from
Twyford Down was very poorly
preserved. The lynchet deposits
were not as extensive or well-
preserved as first anticipated. The
evidence will serve to add datato
existing interpretations, rather than
to serve as an interpretative
framework in its own right.
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Stratigraphic sequences
within lynchets.

Artefact categories: lithic
materia), pottery and foreign
stone.

Environmental categories:
molluscs, plant remains and
animal bone.
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B r;f—f::."

Encapsuiate the nature of
Late Iron Age/Early Roman
tural chalkland settlements.

This is a low priority.

Assess the validity of, and

~ amrive at an idealised

package for, evaluation
techniques for chalkland

. areas.

This is a mediwn priority.

To produce a
chronologically-organised
synthesised repott,
highlighting key thernes.

The association of settlement on site
B with well-preserved lynchews has
proved less informative than was
hoped. This is in part because the
excavation area did not coincide
with the greater part of the
settlement, and also because of
erosion in the areas presently in
acable use.

The results of the Twyford
excavations will be interpreted by
reference %0 other sites,

Variations in the surface geology
caused problems not commonly
encountered in chalkland areas.
While the final excavation area was
large it was not 100%, and further
information may be retrieved during
the watching brief,

Results will, therefore, be site

specific. _

Strctural and stratigraphic
evidence from Twyford site B
and from the 1930s
excavations.

Areefact categories: ceramic
building material, metalwork,
pottery, shale object, fired
clay, and worked stone
objects.

Environmental categories;
molluscs, plant remains,
anisnal and human bone.

The number, nature and
distribution of all relevant
structural data and artefact
and environmental categories
from the evaluation stages
would be assessed in light of

. the final resuts.
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SECTION 7: METHOD STATEMENT

7.1 Sub-Projects and Tasks

The post-excavation programme has been broken down into a series of sub-projects necessary to
complete the aims and objectives, as defined in section 6. The sub-projects are listed below. Sub-
projects nurmbered 1-3 and-22-24 refer to preparatory processing and organisation, sub-projects -
numbered 4-8 relate to the structural and stratigraphic archive analysis, sub-projects numbered 9-
21 refer to the analysis of the artefacts, sub- -projects numbered 25-30 concemn the analysis of the
environmental data, sub-projects numbered 3 1-45 relate to the compilation of a synthesised report
publication text. Finally, sub-projects numbered 46-47 refer to the ordering of the research

- archive and its deposition along with the site archive. The aims addressed by each sub-project are

identified by the aim alphabetical code (see 6.4). Where no project specific aims are met by the
sub-project, its purposc is to ensure compliance with MAP 2. Each sub-project is subd1v1dcd into
its constituent tasks with its resource day allocation identified, in section 8.4.

In addition to the sub-projects identified below, and in accordance with MAP 2, there will be time

allocated to the management, monitoring and quality control of the project. This is itemised in
detail in section 8.4.

7.1.1 Numbered Task List
Sub-Project Sub-Preject | Aims
- No
g 1. Prepare brnefs A-F
B 2 Radiocarbon dating | AB
- 3 Electron spin resonance ‘ AB
: 4 Structural text A-D
= 5 Compile evaluation results E
6 Compile methodologies E
i 7 RCHME work B-E
b 8 Site introduction and structural/strangraphlc illustrations A-E
; 9 Pottery - A-D
e 10 Amber beads AC
i 11 Worked bone | AC
12 Ceramic building material D
13 .- Fired clay A,D
14 Shale ' D
15 Worked flint AB,C
16 Burnt flint
i 17 Metalwork AB,C
18 Worked stone B,D
s 19 Foreign stone D
B 20 Editing artefact reports A-D
.. 21 Artefact illustrations A-D
i 22 Refinement of site phasing A,B,CD
23 Extraction of environmental samples B-D
o 24 Microexcavation A
o 25 Mollusca ' B-D
e 26 Plant remains A-D
=7 AELTAE.I SR ATy
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2% Human bone ‘ A

29 Environmental.illustrations A-D
30 Editing external environmental reports A-D
31 Bronze Age chapter ' ACF
32 Iron Age chapter DJF
33 Landscape chapter B.C,F
34 Concluding chapter A-F
35 Introductory chapter F

36 ~ Interpretative illustrations A-F
37 Publication photographs A-F
38 Bibliography A-F
39 Contents F

40 Acknowledgernents F

41 Checking final draft . A-F

42 - Internal editing

44 Final amendments ‘ A-F
= 45 Report submission MAP 2
i 46 Ordering post-excavation archive MAP 2
47 | Deposition of archive MAP2

7.2 Archive Components to be Investigated

I
L 7.2.1 The Structural and Stratigraphic Archive

E? " Introductory Material (sub-projects 6, 7, 35)

K Previous work in the area, including the impact of aerial photography, would be summarised.

The comprehensive plot of features from aerial photographs produced by RCHME in 1987
| represents a good opportunity for comparison
e geophysical plots and with excavated features of variable degrees of survival and in different .-

subsoil conditions, A discussion of the local topography and geology would be produced
together with a description of the present land use.

i

* Evaluation Results (sub-project 5)
The validity of the evaluations would be assessed, and the criteria for the selection of areas for
excavation would be explained. A study of the integrity of assumptions based on the range of
assessment techniques used would help to refine reliable packages of complementary
techniques to be used in further evaluations of this nature. Peter Fasham's study of the earlier
evaluation work on the M3 (Fasham and Whinney 1991, 149-153) presented an idealised
project design for the future evaluations of road schemes. Here we intend to assess the
evaluation techniques in the context of the Department of Transport's environmental impact
assessments. This is particularly apt in the light of their, soon to be published, revised Manual

i of Environmental Appraisal This will not be a lengthy discussion, and will involve only

o limited resources.

2
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* Excavation and Post-Excavation Methodology (sub-project 6)

The development of the excavation programme, and the reasoning behind modifications to the

original research design would be examined. A description of the post-excavation methods,

with reference to computerisation and variable detail level, would be produced and the
: limitations to the usefulness of computer application to eroded rural sites would be considered.
A An examination of the reliability of the phasing would be undertaken. The results would be
‘ produced as tables and/or bar charts expressing the method and security of dating by major
v - feature type (cf. Fasham et al.1989, 9-12). ‘

®* The Structural Report (sub-projects 4, 8)
For ease of assimilation the archaeological data is presented in period order. In effect site A
will form the bulk of the Bronze Age section while sﬁes B to D will form the bulk of the Late
Iron Age/Early Roman section.

Natural features,

A shon. desmpoon of bcnh isolated featurm caused by ook and animal action and the large scale variations found in the sirface of the chalk would
prodies cferr : bances would be made, ¢¢. House 1990.. Tha variable sudface geology and detailed -

oxamination of namnl felmm hn crcmd a valuablc descnpuvz typology.

“f ‘ Bronze Age settlement features
i_e ’ The poor prescrvation of stinctural evidence necessitates reliance on comparative structura) typologies, and raference would be made to better
o preacrved slructures in the region, ag, Easton Lane (Facham ot al. 1989),

£, Bronze Age ficld system

i The lynchet deposits, although trancated by recent ploughing, contained quantities of pouery, flint and animal bone, and the combined assomblage
o provides the bulk of the occupation debris for the site and would be studied as such. The form of the lynchets would eonsidared with referance to .
the intemal site relatiohships 1o the settlement and barrow, and to otherfield systems in the area (Shennan and Schadla Hall 1981, 33).

Bronse Age basrow and outlying burials

The barrow ia an outstanding monwnent with a wealth of burials showing differences in burial rite and a phase scquencs. Strucwrally it is of
interest as not only was thero a total lack of evidence for a barrow mound or intemal bank, but the ring-ditch had an entance-like gap withia i
. : cirewit. The complete excavation of this structure has resulted in detailed descriptions of all its surviving aspects. By combining the strictural
g% phase sequence with the results of detailed examination of the major finds categories from the ditch deposits, it should be possible (0 produce an

accorate and informative account of this burial area, )

: The pottery depositcd as cremation vessels and as debris in the barrow ditch woald, after further analysis, date much of the funerary sequence.

S Howsver. some burinls do not fall within this sequence and the carliest pant of this sequence lacks pottery-bearing contexts, and so a series of radio-
wirations 686 and 689 are otherwise undated within the enclosed arca and repreacnt the least-disturbed

g cxamples. Skeleton 1136 is one of only two males within the ditch and occupied a prime position in the southem teminal, Skelewos 109mmd—————
it 1110 represent an intercotting pair whose chronological division would have great influgnce on the final inteipretation of the lifetime of this
"cemstery area. Skeleton 1109 appears to be the only example of an extended inhumation and was accompanied by amber beads. The dating of an
animal skeleton, 1181, which was associated with the ciemation phase of burial, would help 10 fix the mlanve barial sequence. At present most of
the cremation burials appear to be later than the inhomakions.
A comparison with nearby sites (eg. Fasham 1982, King 1989, Whinney 1987 and Pasham and Whinney 1992, 1.3) would put this monument
withiti the local bunial wraditions. The social implications of thase burials being the family burial ground of a single fannatead would be assessed in
the light of other local burial monuments, should this hypothetis prove to be austainable following the analysis of the artefactual material across site
A. .

Late Iron AgefEarly Roman settlement features.

‘The pits and their contents would be described and compared with similarassemblages from the inunediate arca (¢g. Fasham 1985, 31- 37). Some

r‘ L consideration of the lack of stmctaral evidence would be made, both by refetence to the potential survival of a settlement focus to the south of the

e ad linc, and to the general difficulties of discovering building evidence at this crucial period (¢f. Allen ef al. 1984, 100). The relationship
betwsen settlements and rectilinear enclosures would be considered (¢f. Champion and Champion 1981, 40, Cunliffc 1984, 34, Millets aad James

1983 and Fasham and Kecevil in prep.), ‘

Late Iron Age/Early Roman ficld system.
The excavated lynchets would be desqribed and integiated into the immediate field pattem known from aerial photographs and with the recent
studies elsewhsrs in Wessex (Moffat 1988, Palmer 1984),

7.2.2 The Artefacts

Amber (sub-projects 10, 20, 21)

The presence of Bronze Age amber beads as personal ornaments recovered from burials is well
attested (eg. Fasham et al. 1989, 28, 112, figs. 29 and 103) and their importance should be
discussed with reference 1o the recent overview (Beck and Shennan 1991). A catalogue of the 14




beads by type and a discussion are proposed, giving parallels from both local sites and further
afield to determine their similarity to other amber beads recovered as gravegoods of this period
(data level 4). These beads will be assessed in relation to the ceramic beads recovered from the
barrow ditch fill and to the significance of other personal items and objects found at this burial
focus and elsewhere as appropriate in a discussion of personal ormaments recovered from .
inhumasion burial contexts in the Middle Bronze Age of Wessex. The dating of the human bone
from this burial is significant with regard to the surprisingly late date for the amber bead
inhumation at Easton Lane (Fasham, et al. 1989, 28).

Bone (worked) (sub-projects 11, 20, 21)

Thirteen worked bone points or pins, likely to be Bronze Age in date, were recovered from
contexts associated with the barrow, either in cremations or in ditch fills. These constitute one of
the three classes of objects (see below) associated with the hurial focus and require full reporting,
A catalogue of the worked bone objects is proposed, with a text summary of the various identified
types and their significance as gravegoods or in association with the barrow deposit (Data Level

__5); comparison to similar collections from other burial groups within the region will be

investigated and reported. Identification of the species type will be done as part of the animal

~ bone analysis by the Faunal Remains Unit (Ancient Monuments Laboratory external contract,
_ Southampton University).

Ceramic building material (sub-project 12, 20)
The 321 pieces of ceramic building material recovered from site B which, with the stone tiles
represent the best evidence for Roman structures in site B, so its information value is greater than

~would otherwise be the case. It is proposed that this collecdon is analysed to Data Level 4.

Quantification by type (ie. flue, tegula, imbrex, peg, ridge etc.) accompanied by a brief text
summary of the types present and their spatial distribution across the site is proposed. Ceramic
building materials were not recorded during the 1930s excavations so comparison with this
material will not be possible. The 19 pieces from site clearance will not be analysed further due
to the lack of any justifiable significance applicable to these pieces in the absence of detailed
locationof recovery:

Clay pipe .

The occurrence of only a few pieces of clay pipe stem from disturbed contexts and general site
clearance did not justify the retention of this material. Therefore, it was discarded and no further
work is possible on this material.

Fired clay (sub-projects 13, 20, 21)

The two ceramic beads from the barrow ditch fills represent one of the diagnostic types of
personal items recovered from the burial focus. These will be catalogued and discussed as such in
relation to the other personal items and ohjects from this burial focus and elsewhere at burial
locations in the region (eg. Dacre and Ellison 1981, 185, fig. 23) to provide a picture of the status
of the persons interred at this Bronze Age monument. The one possible loomweight and one
possible oven cover found in the Late Iron Age/Roman settlement area of site B will be examined -
and catalogued to clarify their form and function (Data Level 3). These objects will be discussed
in relation to the settlement features and as evidence of specific activities which took place. The
remaining fired clay material will be tabulated by number and weight of pieces (Data Level 3) for
cach feature by phase and presented to provide general spatial information about settlement focus
but no detailed-analysis beyond this is justified.




Glass

The small quantity of post-medieval and modemn glass found in modemn or disturbed contexts did
not justify the retention of this material. Therefore. it was discarded and no further work is
possible on it.

Lithic material (sub-projects 3, 15, 16, 20, 21)

The worked flint appears to have two components; an Early Bronze Age and a later Bronze Age
episode. The relationship of this material to the settlemnent, barrow and perhaps later Bronze Age
activity not otherwise recorded deserves further study. The nature of the material recovered from
the barrow should be studied-in order to throw further light on the activisies which took place at
this singular ceremonial centre. Although less material was recovered from the Bronze Age
lynchet deposits, it represents a source of information about the nearby settlement whose
structural evidence was all but destroyed. A comparison with material from nearby settlement and
burial sites (eg. Fasham 1982, 1985 and 1989) should allow further understanding of the
assemblage's nature and functional range. Material recovered from the later deposits associated
with the Late Iron Age/Early Roman field systems has potential for study of rates and types of

By

post-depositional edge damage.

The nature of burnt flint found at or near funerary monuments where deposits of cremated human
bone have been discovered has never been examined, although it is presumably associated with
the various pyrotechnic activities undertaken there. Recent investigation of burmt mounds has
indicated the necessity for further investigation of this ubiquitous but poorly understood material
type. The burnt flint retained from the barrow area will be examined in tabulated form to
determine variation amongst the phases of the deposit. A series of samples will then be selected -
from this burial focus collection in site A and also from the Late Iron Age/Roman settlement
features in site B for examination using Electron Spin Resonance (Dr. D. Griffiths, Institute of
Archaeology, University of London) to dexrimine the temperature to which the site A flints were
submitted during the cremation rites in order to test the presence of more than one event and the
site B flint for comparison of funeral pyres to presumed settlement activities.

W

Metalwork (sub-projects 17, 20, 21)
The significant metalwork can be divided roughly into two groups; copper alloy objects from the
area of the barrow, and iron objects from the area of Late Iron Age/Roman activity.

The copper alloy material consists of eight fragments from stratified barrow area contexts and
four other pieces. These objects have been assessed (M. Brooks, HBMCE contract conservator;
E. Morris, Finds Manager), and they have been ¢leaned to clanfy their identification and to inhibit
corrosion. These objects require detailed examination to determine whether they are Bronze Age
in date and will be presented in catalogue form. If they are likely to be of this date, they will then
be discussed in relation to similar ohjects from Bronze Age settlements and burials in the region
(eg. White 1982) and ideas regarding metalwork distribution (Ellison 1980b), and in relation to
the other personal items and objects found associated in the same burials or phases to provide a
picture of the status of the persons buried at this monument and the nature of the funerary rituals -
which occurred, if possible (data level 5). The single copper alloy brooch will be catalogued and

* dated as an intrinsically interesting object of the Iron Age.

The ironwork represents a more substantial group, but since most of it was recovered from
clearance levels (residual modern ploughsoil) its value is limited. The material recovered from the
Late Iron Age/Roman features was assessed (M. Brooks and E. Morris) and is of basic simple

—_ types, with no obvions tools idensified. A simple tabulation of these types (rods, nails, shanks,
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strips, unidentifiable fragments, etc.) recovered by feature and by phase is all that is required, after
cleaning of the selected seven pieces of iron confirms the assessment identification (data level 2).
If any particular objects of note are revealed from this cleaning, these may require catalogue
presentation and discussion in relation to the settlement features or as personal items (data level
3).

Pottery (sub-projects 9, 20, 21)

The study of the pottery is crucial to the understanding of the sequential framework of this site.
It would also be necessary to consider this material with reference to nearby sites in order to
interpret the relative value of Twyford Down as a settlement area vis-a-vis its nearest neighbours,
both in the Bronze Age and in the Late Iron Age/Early Roman period. The full analysis of this
category of artefact from both major phases of activity should, therefore, be implemented. It is
proposcd that both the prehistoric and Late Iron Age/Early Roman assemblages are analysed to
Data Level 5 in order to be comparable with the detailed presentation of the previous M3 pottery
assemblages (eg. Fasham 1985; Fasham, er al. 1989) and to clarify this preliminary assessment.
The standard Wessex Archaeology pottery recording system and terminology (Morris 1992b) will

e

TENRER
R

be used. ‘A full report on the fabrics, forms, surface treatment and decoration based on a site-
specific type-series but cross-referenced to and correlated with the already-published material
from other sections of the route of the M3 motorway, is recommended.

'For the barrow: complex in particular, it is essential that a detailed picture of the Collared Urn and

Deverel-Rimbury pottery be available for assistance in the examination of the nature of the
barrow activity with regard to phasing and chronology, funerary ritual, and social organisation. In
addition, regional inter-site variability by comparison of vessel types, vessel functions and
methods of production with other assemblages from both settlements and cemeteries in the area
(eg. Dacre and Ellison 1981; Drewett 1982; Fasham, et al. 1989; Holden 1972; Petersen 1980;
White 1982), and any possible evidence of trade and exchange (see below), will also be made to
assist in placing this acsivity within a wider perspective of Early-Middle Bronze Age landscape

activity, regional groupings. (Ellison 1980b), and the nature of Deverel-Rimbury cemetery
{zation (Eltison 1980a). ‘ '

Analysis of the later Bronze Age and Early Iron Age pottery from the lynchet deposit in particular
provides an important range of evidence to date that sequence, but also the remnants of the
settlement which once stood on the downland. It is unclear as to whether the features near the
lynchet are all the remnants of an Early to Middle or a later Bronze Age settlement. The
identification and dating of the pottery from these features will be vital in the assistance of this

interpretation. Although the collection is small relative to the earlier Bronze Age focus at the

barrow or to the Late Iron Age/Early Roman settlement of Twyford Down, this is an important
collection of non-hillfort settlement pottery and needs to be considered in relation to the pottery
from previous M3 sitcs (cg. Fasham 1985; Fasham, et al. 1989), from St Catherine's Hill (Hawkes
et al. 1930) and from the scttlements recently excavated in the Winchester District area (R..
Whinney and H. Rees, pers. comm.). This can only be achieved by full analysis and research. A
discussion regarding the absence of any, as yet, Middle Iron Age pottery in the collection is
interesting and a brief discussion of this would not be out of place.

The Late Iron Age/Early Roman pottery recovered during the 1930s, which is retained in seven
small boxes in Winchester City Museum, will also be re-examined and rccorded in conjunction
with the material from the current excavations to determine the full range of wares and forms
present at the main part of the settlement and to compare and contrast the date and range of types

8
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from both collections. This will assist in 2 modern assessment of the Twyford Down complex as
a whole. '

Specialist analysis in the forrmn of basic petrological analysis (D. Williams, HBMCE Ceramic
Petrology Research Fellow) to clarify macroscopic identification of the range of minerals present
in sandy fabrics and the clay matrices of the flint-tempered fabrics may be required to indicate the
most likely source range of ‘these fabrics (Data Level 6). This will be applied to both the .
prehistoric and Roman material if the fabrics require this input to assist in the use of these groups
to provide a contribution towards aspects of pottery production and distribution for each major
period. Specialist examination of the possible crucible sherd from the barrow ditch has been
agreed (J. Bayley, Ancient Monuments Laboratory).

Shale (sub-projects 14, 20, 21)

The single fragment of spindle whorl will be described in catalogue form, and its presence in a
Late Iron Age/Early Roman context from site B will be discussed briefly in relation to similar
objects from other sites in the immediate area. Its main impact lies in its function as a tool in
textile production and its origin from the Isle of Purbeck. These aspects will be discussed with
regard to the occurrence of both clay and stone weights, which may be loomweights, in the same
area of the site.and with regard to the trade of other maserials such as pottery.

Shell

Nine pieces of oyster shell and other shell fragments were recovered from Late Iron Age/Early
Roman pit and ditch fills only. The contextual information is available in the archive. The size of
collection from any single context and the fragmentary nature of the shell did not justify further
examination or retention of this material. Therefore, it was discarded and no further work is
possible on it. Its presence within the Late Iron Age/Early Roman settlement features will be
tabulated by feature and by phase and will be discussed with regard to trading contacts with the
south coast. The paucity of this material may be due to poor preservation since site B is located
on Clay-with-flint.

“.:.”i:

The occurrence of only a single piece of iron-working slag from a dated context in the Late Iron
Age/Early Roman settlement area warrants no further investigation. Iron-smithing slags are now
LS recognised as common background-activity found on many settlements of this period.
g;: Stone (sub-projects 18, 19, 20)

With the exception of one unidentifiable object from the Bronze Age barmrow ditch, all of the
worked stone objects came from the Late Iron Age/Early Roman activity area. The collection is
dominated by quern fragments, with two whetstones, a weight and three as yet unidentified
objects. The analysis of thesc objects, by stone type identification and catalogue descriptions, as
well as the spatial distribution of the objects in plan, is important to the overall understanding of
the nature of the site activities and functions and its trading contacts if the stones prove to have
been brought some distance to the site. This information will be compared to any similar finds
from sites of this date in the area, particularly the M3 sites already published. It is essential for
the stone lithology to be checked by a specialist and advice regarding this work is being sought
from Dr. D. Peacock (University of Southampton) in order to clarify the assessment observations
and to indicate the use of local and non-local resources. The limestone roofing tiles will be
tabulated by number and weight of pieces and their spatial distribution presented by plan to assist
in the indication of structures.
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The other stone material, which consists of less than 100 pieces and is all apparently non-local in
origin, should also have specialist input for lithological identification (Dr. D. Peacock, University
of Southampton). The results will be tabulated to summarise the stone types present, together
with a brief assessment of the range of resources utilised and comparison with other assemblages
from the area.

7.2.3 The Environmental Data (excluding bone)

. Molluscs (sub-projects 23, 25, 29)

The sampling strategy has been limited by the poor preservation of thc earliest lynchet deposits
across Twyford Down, and cxpectatlons raised during the initial assessment phase have not been

fully realised.

A series of mollusc samples from the evaluations in 1990 were assessed previously. From the
1991 excavations the main. sequences (Bronze Age barrow and anomalous feature 484) are.
significant, contain molluscs and require no further assessment. The basal portions of the lynchet
sequence in areas C and D was assessed.

The following samples are recommcndcd for analysis:

Feature ' No of samples Location Analysis
Large undated feature 484 10 Area A Y

? Neolithic pit 2 Tr 3016 Y
Lynchet (with OLS) , 5 Tr 3016 Y
Lynchet BA 5 Tr3017 Y
Lynchet late IA/RB 12 + AreaC/D Basal 6
BA Barrow 13 Area A Y
Compton Common 8 Tr 3002 Y
Itchen valley 11 Various Y

Compton Common and thc Itchcn vallcy, whlch span thc Ncohthlc to later Bronze Age at least
and possibly extended into the Iron Age and Roman period.

Plant Remains (sub-projects 23, 26, 29, 30)
Despite the large area of the excavations, sampling was restricted by the paucity of dates dcposits,
and expcctauons raised dunng the mmal assessment phase have not been fully reallsed It is

‘‘‘‘‘‘

source of mformanon for thxs main sub;ect of study Since a rcasonablc number of samplcs havc
been obtained it should be possible to gain significant information relevant to the Bronze Age

landscape, in particular.

The plant remains, comprising in excess of S0 samples, show variable preservation and include a
large number of small contexts from single phases. Time is required for both basic analyms and
synthcsxs of information from multiple phases.

7.2.4 Animal Bone (sub-projects 27, 29, 30)

Over 4,000 animal bones were recovered, many with very eroded surface preservation. = A
number of skeletons and part skeletons were recovered and are generally better preserved than the
disarticulated bone. Most of the bone including the skeletons was fragile and was very
fragmented in recovery. The following three bone-producing areas were assess (by the FRU) in
relation to their relative merit.
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* Bronze Age barrow

Detailed analysis is needed of the part skeletons and disarticulated bone from the barrow.
These are important for the study of deposition in ritual contexts, and have potential regional
and national importance. These bones require marking, as they need to be laid out together so
that joins can be looked for between contexts. Wessex Archaeology has already arranged for
scraps of bone from the human burials and cremations to be seen by both the human bone
specialist and the animal bone specialist. Ranked by the FRU as a high priority, this fits in
particularly well with project aim A.

* Bronze Age lynchet and settlement features
The bones from these merit analysis in order that comparisons can be made with bones from
the barrow, but the quantity and condition of the bones preclude its use as a regional or
national comparative assemblage. Ranked by the FRU as a medium priority.

» Late Iron Agc/Early ROman features

spccxcs present and proportmns can bc madc thh the carhcr Bronze Age matcnal and other
local contemporary assemblages. As the assemblage is small and the bones are in poor
condition this rules out detailed metrical Analysis or study of husbandry practices based on age
atdeath. The small samples from the lynchet and ditches may be added to the pit material to
increase the Iron Age sample, but the quantities are too small for a useful comparison of pit
and ditch contents, Ranked by the FRU as a medium priority.

7.2.5 Human Bone (sub-projects 2, 24, 28, 29, 30)

This material would be described in catalogue form for both the results of analysis of the
cremations and inhumations. A discussion of general health and mortality would be included
within this section. This report would represent an opportunity to assess a small family group
probably from the Early Bronze Age, a period when the majority of excavated burials have been
of isolated or atypical individuals. Some of the data may be of interest in relation to project aim

A

7.2.6 Radiocarbon dates (sub-project2)

A total of seven assays is proposed. Six will be taken from the human bone. The radiocarbon
dating of a sample of the inhumations will be essential to achieving aim A, in helping to explain
the role of funerary ritual in a rural Bronze Age settlement. The seventh date will be taken from
charcoal recovered from a sample from a large, well sealed, possibly Neolithic feature (484),
beneath the Bronze Age lynchet. This feature contained Mollusca typical of ancient woodland. A
radiocarbon date from charcoal is seen as a priority in view of the lack of datable artefacts
Because of the quantity of charcoal from the sample, an accelerator date is proposed.

7.3 Mode of Publication

7.3.1 Introduction : :
A full report would aim to describe and interpret the archaeological deposits excavated during

1991 on the sites known as Twyford A to D. Mention would also be made of the work carried out

at the Dongas and the watching brief on Twyford Down. Environmental evidence from the road
route would be used to place Twyford Down in its past landscape context. The results of the

assessment work undertaken in 1990 for the relevant areas would be incorporated and discussed.
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It is suggested that the report would total some 40,000 to 50,000 words, Micro-fiche will not be-
used. Any tables compiled during the post-excavation programme which are not of direct
relevance to the published text will appear in the research archive only. The report thus falls
within the size range of a small monograph, and given the site's regional significance and the
publication history of previous work carried out on the M3, a monograph within the Hampshire
Field Club's series is proposed

7.3.2 Text format

The potential scope of work is outlmed below within sub-sections which reflect the proposed
chapter structure of a published text. The text is a synthesis throughout; this data is given in the
relevant sections. The environmental data will be presented principally under the chapter on
landscape, but reference will be made to the interpretative sections of earlier chapters. In the
artefact sections, finds to context correlation tables will be provided to a1d cross-reference to site
area.

Chapter 1 Introduction (Aim F)

The introductory chapter would concentrate on the background to the excavations undertaken on Twyford
Down. It would also deal briefly with the history of the M3 construction programme. The local topography
and geclogy would be discussed together with a description of the present land use. A short description of the
Project Design would be included.

Chapter 2 Evaluation Results (Aum E)

This section would symmarise the evaluations undertaken in 1990 (Wessex Archaeology 1990 and 1991). The
validity of the evaluations would be assessed, and the criteria for the selection of areas for excavation would be
explained at this point. A study of the integrity of asswnptions based on the range of assessment techniques
used would help to refine reliable packages of complementary techniques to be used in further evaluations of
this nature. The evaluation techniques used will be assessed in the comext of the Deparonent of Transport's
environmental impact assessments.

Chapter 3 Excavation and Post-Excavation Methodology (Aim E)

A section discussing the various methodological approaches taken in dlﬂermg areas of the site and the
reasoning behind them. This would seek to emphasise the difficulties in excavating sites suffering from a
considerable degree of erosion compounded by variable geology. This section would also detail the
development of the excavation programme, and the reasoning behind modifications to the original research
design would be discussed. A description of the post-excavation methods, with reference to computerisation
and variable detail level, would be included and limimtions to the usefulness of computer application to eroded
rural sites would be considered. A discussion of the reliability of the phasing would be included. This would
consist of tables and/or bar charts expressing the method and security of dating by major feature typs (cf.

Fasham er al. 1989,9-12). Distribution plans of dated features and occurrence of pottery by phase would be
prepared, and included in Chapter 4 if they were found to be informative.

Chapter ¢ The Bronze Age (Aims A.Cand F)
Emphasis will be placed on the barrow excavated within site A, The suggested chapter breakdown is as
follows;

The data: Natural features
- Sertlement features
The burial focus
The "cremation pits” on site B
The artefacts
The human bone report

The interpretation:  The putative barrow as a focus of funerary ritual

The relationship of the burial focus to the local Bronze Age settlement structure and
pattem
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Chapter 5 The Iron Age (Aims D and F)
Emphasis will be placed on examining the nature of Iron Age settlement on Twyford Down,

The data: Site B natural features
Late Iron Age/Early Roman settiement features
Late Tron Age/Early Roman field system
The artefacts
The 1930s excavation results

The interpretation:  The nature and character of the Late Iron Age/Early Roman settlement on Twyford Down
and its possible relationship with other local sites

Chapter 6 The Later Prehistoric Landscape (Aims B, C and F)
This chapter will look at the evolution of the landscape in later prehistory, in particular concenirating on the

influence of changes in the agrarian landscape

The data: . The molluscs
The plant remains

vt
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The animal bone
The aerial photographs

The interpretation;  The relationship of settlements to their resources will be considered throughout the later
prehistoric and Early Roman periods
The development of the local field system will be assessed

Chapter 7 The archaeology of Twyford Down (Aims A - F)

The data and analysis of the previous chapters will be placed within the wider setting of the southem English
chalklands in later prehistory. The significance of the archaeology of Twyford Down will be appraised within
both national and local contexts. The success of the project will be evaluated.

7.3.3 lllustrations
-1y Site Location - topography and modern geography.
2) Aerial photography plot (RCHME).

3) Evaluation areas.

4) Excavation areas.

5) Twyford Down - fieldwalking-and geophysical survey results.
6) Twyford Down - evaluation and excavation trenches,

7y QOverall site Phase Plan a) Bronze Age.

8) " " b) Late Iron Age/Early Roman.
9) Bronze Age: Structures.

10) L] " "

1) "~ " Lynchet plan.

12 " " " gection,

13) " Barrow mid-excavation plan.

14) " " " post-excavation plan,

15) * n " Inhumation plans.

16) L ‘' n # "

1m " " " Cremation plans and sections.
18) n " L ] " "

19) °" " " Ditch section.

20) LIA/ER: Plan of enclosures and 1930's excavation.
21) " Ditch sections.

23) " Pit sections.

24) Natural features.

25) Amber max. 10 beads - min, 2 beads
26) Worked Bone max. 6 objects

21 _Fired Cl j Iron Age/Early Roman)
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28) Metadwork 4 fragments (Bronze Age), 1 (La Tene brooch) and 2 (Late Iron Age/Early Roman)

29) Pottery 1 Collared um rim, 12 Deverel-Rimbury ums, 15 LBA/EIA sherds, 25 LIA/ER sherds
30) Stone max. 8 pieces

31) Human Bone Location in barrow.

32 - Age/Sex histogram?

33) Molluscs 2 Locations

4 " 2 Sections

35) Animal bone  Location in barrow

36) Barrow plan and reconstruction

37) Redrawn plan incorporating 1930's excavation evidence

38) At least two other figures may be required for any of the thematic topics

In addition there will be a cover illustration, possibly a reconstruction.

7.4 Percentage Breakdown of Report Elements

IConstituent Parts Percentage of Report
Preliminaries and peripherals 17%
Data 35%
Discussion ' 48%

7.5 The Research Archive

7.5.1 The naiure of the archive

The research archive will consist of all the catalogues and other records derived from the post-~
excavation analysis, along with all the analytical reports forming the draft text upon which the
final publication will be based. Each separate data group will be cross-referenced to other data
groups and to the final publication. The archive will be indexed for ease of reference.

7.5.2 Recipient curator
The archive will be deposited with the Hampshire County Museums Service, Chilcomb House,
Chilcomb Lane, Winchester.

7.5.3 Curator s reqmremems

vE LN

B

i
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Posmon Statement and then' statement on ‘Condmons of Acccpmnce

B
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L
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SECTION 8: RESOURCES AND PROGRAMMING

8.1 Named Project Team

Name ‘ Project role | Organisation
Michael Allen Environmental Manager Wessex Archaeology
Justine Bayley Specialist . AM Lab*
Bill Boismier Specialist Wessex Archaeology
To be named Specialist Wessex Archaeology
Margaret Brooks Conservator AM Lab*
& Alan Clapham Specialist University of Cambridge
i Rosamund Cleal Specialist Wessex Archaeology
. Gordon Cook Specialist University of Glasgow
£ Julian Cross Qlustrator Wessex Archaeology
David Farwell Principal Author—— — Wessex-Archaeology
: Julie Gardiner Reports Manager Wessex Archaeology
P - Rachel Griffin Adminstrative Assxstant Wessex Archaeology
Dafydd Griffiths Specialist ' University of London
. Rupert Housley Specialist Harwell Laboratory
© Liz James Tlustrator : Wessex Archaeology
*" Jackie McKinley Specialist Freelance
w7 ~ Elaine Morris* Finds Manager Wessex Archaeology
g - Caron Newman Project Manager Wessex Archaeology
# . David Peacock Specialist University of Southampton
2 Dale Sargeantson Specialist Faunal Remains Unit*
% Rachael Seager Smith Specialist Wessex Archaeology
Graham Soffe Specialist RCHME
i Elaine Wakefield Fhotographer ~Wessex Archaeology
e Richard Whinney External Reader Winchester Archaeology OfflCc
FFFFFF David Williams Specialist ~ AM Lab*
' Sarah Wyles Environmental Technician Wessex Archaeology

* EH direct contract staff; therefore do not appear in Wessex Archaeology's costings

‘‘‘‘‘‘
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8.1

1 Project Team Structure

&7

Caron Newman
PROJECT MANAGER
ju:lecmdmr
REPORTS MANAGER
Dave Farwell Elaine Mosrls MikeAllen
PRINCIPAL AUTHOR FINDS MANAGER ENVIRONMENTAL
MANAGER
Fiaine  Jolian Rachet Ras 8ill Daffydd David Dravid Sarah Alan Dale
Wakefield Cruss Griffin Cleal  Boismicr Griffiths | Peacock Williams Wiyles Clapham  Sargeantson
Liz -+ Jackle Rachael Meg Dave Graham  Justine Ropert Gordon
James  McKinley Scager Smilh Brooks Bonner Soffe Bayley Houysley Cook




8.2 Management Structure and Quality Assurance

8.2.1 Wessex Archacology operates a project management system. The Project
Manager functions as the project team leader and takes ultimate responsibility for the
project meeting its performance targets, whether these are budgetary, academic or
timetabled. The Project Manager in part achieves these targets by delegating
responsibility for aspects of the project to key staff who both manage others and have
direct input into the compilation of the report. The key staff are the Principal author,
who ensures that the report text meets the overall objectives, the Finds Manager who has
particular responsibility for integrating the artefact reports and ensuring these specific
objectives are met and the Environmental Manager who has particular responsibility for
the palacoenvironmental aspects of the project.

8.2.2 The Project Manager is assisted in cnsuxing that the report meets internal quality
standards by the Reports Manager, who shares responsibility for internal academic

"

G
A

editing and also ensures a consistentand literate style-throughout the publication-text:

8.2.3 Communication between all team members will be facilitated by seam meetings at
key points during the project. These points are related to the significant milestones. The
Project Manager will decide which team members should attend team meetings, as not all
team members will be relevant to all meetings.

824 In addmon to the internal team structure monitoring and checking, quality
standards will be maintained by external team monitors. The project will be monitored
in all aspects of its progress by an Assistant Director of Wessex Archaeology and a.
Senior Archacologist of English Heritage. Regular quarterly meetings are held between
these monitors to review Wessex Archaeology's progress with all English Heritage
projects. . Furthermore an external academic reader of appropriate knowledge and

_ﬁ;,——cxpﬂtismﬂHJ&appmmnge&Archaeology to appraise the academic quality of

the report prior to the submission of a draft publication text to English Heritage.

8.3 Time Allocations

Name Project Sub-Project Numbers
Days

MJ Allen | 28 1,23,25,29,30,33

Justine Bayley 1 9

William A Boismier 22 15,16

Alan Clapham 60 26

Rosamund Cleal 6 9,631

Gordon Cook 80 2

Julian Cross 43 8,36

David E Farwell 80 2,4,5,6,7,8,22,25,31, 32 33,34, 35 36,44

Julie P Gardiner 7 42
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8.4 Task/Staff Breakdown

(]

Rachel J Griffin 7 39,42,45
Dafydd Griffiths 6 3
Rupert Housley 30 2
Elizabeth James 41 21,29
Jackie McKinley 18 . 24,28
Elaine L Morris 10 1,6,20,21 :
Caron E Newman 4575 MAPZ2, 1,4,5,6,7, 20,30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 40, 41
Richard Newman 3 MAP2, 42 '
David Peacock 2 18,19
Dale Sarjeantson 25 27
| Rachael Seager-Smith 88 MAP2.4,8,9,22,32,38,46,47
: Graham Soffe 5 7 ‘
: Elaine Wakefield 3 37
Richard Whinney 10 43
e David Williams ‘ 59
% Sarah F Wyles 28 23
To be named 19 10, 11,12, 13, 14,17, 18, 19, 27

The following staff grades have been used in the task/staff breakdown (Table 3):

AD - Wessex Archaeology Assistant Director
PM - Wessex Archaeology Project Manager
5’ PO - Wessex Archaeology Project Of ficer
5&% PS -  Wessex Archaeology Project Supervisor
f EM - Wessex Archaeology Environmental Manager
g FM - Wessex Archaeology Finds Manager
ET - Wessex Archaeology Environmental Technician
" EC - External Contractor
EH - English Heritage paid staff
Table 3 Task/Staff Breakdown
" |No_| Sub-Proiect and Task | Aim | Grade |Individual | Days |
o On-going monitoring MAP2 AD _|R Newman 9
£ Chairing project mesfings MAP? | AD [R Newman _ 25
& On-going management MAP 2 PM__{CE Newman 15
Briefing proiect mestings MAP 2 PM__ICE Newman 2.5
Compuiing advice _MAP2 PM__ICE Newman 5
i Problem solving MAP 2 PM__ICE Newmsan 5
i Prepare briefs A-F
L1 Structura) report PM __|CE Newman 2 -
i 1.2 | Environmental rebort | | EM IMJ Allen I I
: 1.3 Liaise with env, specialists EM __{MJ Allen 1 :
1.4 Finds report FM " |EL Morris 11
e 15 | Lisise with finds svecialists FM__|E L Morris 1
[2__| Radiocarbon dating | AB | | | |
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2.1 Select samples PO |D E Farwell 1.5
2.2 Anglysis EC |G Cook 80
23 Accelerator date EC |R Housley 30
3 Elecron spin resonance AB EC |D Griffiths 6
4 IStructural text A-D
4.1 Area A ' PO |D E Farwell 10
4.2 Area B PS  [R Seager-3mith 6
4.3 Check & revise Area B PO | D E Farwell 3
4.4 Check Areas A and B PM |CE Newman 3
5 | Compile evaluation results E
5.1 Prepare wext PO |DE Farwell 3
52 Check report PM  [C E Newman 0.5
3.3 Revisions PO |DE Farwell 0.5
6 | Compile methodologies EF '
6.1 Prepare text PO |D E Farwell 3
B 6.2 Prepare text FM |E L Motris 2
g 6.3 Check report PM__|C E Newman 1
6.4 Revisions PO |DE Farwell 2
e 7 IRCHME work B-E
: 7.1 Prepare text . EC |G Soffe 5
’ 7.2 Edit text PO |D E Farwell 1
" 7.3 Check report PM__ |CE Newman 0.25
8 | Siee introduction and structural/stratigraphic A-E
¥ illustrations
8.1 Prepare drawings for Area A PO |D E Farwell 3
£ 8.2 Prepare drawings for Area B PS _ |R Seager-Smith 2
3}53:2;5“. 8.3 Ilustrations DO |J Cross 25
o 2.4 Checking PO |D E Farwell 2
e 8.5 Revisions DO | Julian Cross 5
E? 9 |Pottery A-D
‘ 9.1 Petrology EH |D Williams 5
e 9.2 —Crucible analvsis EH—| T Bavley 1
9.3 BA pottery PS |R Seager-Smith 40
) 9.4 Supervision of BA potte R Cleal 5
o 9.5 IA pottery : PS _ [R Seager-Smith 10
- 10| Amber beads A.C PS | To be named 1
. 11 | Worked bone AC PS _|To be named 1
. 12__ | Ceramic building material D PS |Tobenamed - 4
% 13 Fired clay L AD PS | To be named 2
i 14 |Shale D Ps To be named 0.5
15 |[Worked flint A-C PO | W A Boismier 15
16 | Bumtflint PO [W A Boismier 7
17 |Metalwork A.B.C P8 To be named 5
18 | Worked stone BD
18.1 Advice EC |D Peacock 1
18.2 Catalogue & report PS To be named 1.5
19 {Foreign stone D
};.}; 19.1 Advice _EC__|D Peacock 1
e 19.2 Catalogue & report PS _ |To be named 2
20 | Editing artefact reports A-D
‘ FM__|E L Momis 5

20.1

Initial editing
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20.2 Check reports } | PM |CE Newman |2 |
21 | Artefact illustrations [ AD | : l [
21.1 Iilustrations l | DO ISEJjames 30 |
121.2] Checking | | FM (EL Moris B |
21.31 Revisions | | DO ISEJames 125 |
22 | Refinement of site phasing A-DF i
22.1 Analysis PS R Seager-Smith 10
[22.1 Supervision PO ID E Farwell 2
23 | Extraction of ¢environmental samples B-D
23.1 Extraction ET ISF Wyles 28
23.2 Supervision EM __IMJ Allen 2.5
24 | Microexcavation A EC |J McKinley 13
25 _ [Mollusca B-D ;
25.1 Report EM |MJ Allen 12
25.2 Checking PO 1D E Farwell 1
125.3 Reyvisions EM __ [MJ Allen i1
26_ | Plant remains A-D EC 1A Clapham 60
27 | Animal bone BC :

B 27.1 Marlking bone P$S _ |Tobe named 2
L 272 Analysis & report EH | D Sarieantson 25
; 28 |Humanbone = A EC |J McKinley 15

29 | Enviromnental illustrations A-D
v 129.1 Hiusirations - DO | Elizabeth James I8
i 29.2 Checking EM [MJ Allen 0.5
29.3 Revisions - DO __|Elizabeth James 0.5
i 30 | Editing external environmentsl reports A-D
ke 30.1 Initial editing EM _|MJ Allen 6

e 30.2 Check reporis PM__|CE Newman 1

= 31 !Bronze Age chapter A.CF
%5 31 Report ‘ ._PO__|DE Farwell 15

: 31.2 Editing PO IR Cleal 1
o 313 Check report PM__|ICE Newman 1
N 314 Revisions PO__ D E Farwell I
# 32 | Iron Age chapier DF
E 32.1 Report ' ‘ PS IR Seager-8mith 10°
32.2 Editing PO D E Farwell 1
b 32,3 Check report PM__|CE Newman 1

3 324 Revisions PS IR Seager-Smith 2

33 |Landscape chapter BLCF 1
33.1 Report PO iDE Farwell 6
33.2 Editing & additions EM |MJ Allen 4
333 Check raport PM __ICE Newman 1
334 Revisions PO IDE Farwel] 1
34 | Concluding chapter A-F
34.1 Report preparation PO {DE Farwell 3
i 34,2 Check report PM__|CE Newman 1
) 1343 Revisions PO__ | D E Farwell 0.5
35 | Inroductory chapter F
35.1 Report preparation PO IDE Farwell S
35.2 Check report PM__ICE Newman i
35.3 __Revisions PO ID E Farweli 0.5

71




s

136 | Interpretative illustrations A-F ]
f36.11 Interpretative and cover illustrations DO |Julian Cross 11
136.2] Checking | PO __|DEFarwell /1
{3631 Revigions ‘ | DO [JCross i2
37 | Publication photographs A-F PS  |E Wakefield 13
38 | Bibliography A-F PS |R Seager-Smith t4
39 [Contents F | AA |R]JGriffin {1
40 | Acknowledgements F | PM _[CENewman |0.5
41 | Checking final draft ' A-F PM [CE Newman 3
42 ! Intemal editing A-F
42.1 Copy editing AA  |RJ Griffin {3
i Academic editing (struchure) RM |J P Gardiner |7
42.2 Academic editing {content) AD |R Newman 3
42.3 Final copy editing AA IR J Gnffin 2
43 | External reading and commentary A-F | EC |R Whinney 10
44 | Final amendments A-F PO |DE Farwell 3
45 i Report submission MAP 2 AA __|R] Griffin 1
46 | Ordering post-excavation archive MAP2 | PS |R Seager-Smith 3
47 | Deposition of archive ' MAP2 | PS [R Seager-Smith i1

8.5 Allocation of Resources to Aims

‘Other than overall aim F, the resources will be concentrated on high priority aims A and
B. Low priority aims C and D are resourced only as subsidiary aspects of broader
considerations: their resource considerations are minimal.

A

e

Rath

o

et

8.6 The Cascade

The Gantt chart (Table 4) displays the available time for each task with a project
organised over 39 weccks. The durations of the radiocarbon, pottery and environmental
analyses would prevent the programme being completed more quickly.

8.7 Project team meetings ‘ ‘

Project team meetings would be organised to coincide with the indicated milestones, An
initial project team meeting would also be held one week after the commencement of the
project, when briefs would be issued and discussed. The Project Manager would select
and notify those members of the team deemed necessary for each meeting. An allowance

- for meeting time has been made within the time allocations and all external specialists

have been asked to estimate their costs including meeting expenses.

8.8 Critical path analysis
The purpose of this analysis is to highlight those sub-projects which are currently critical

~ to the completion of the project according to the defined programme (sub-section 8.5).

The sub-projects which are critical are those for which the estimated completion time
matches the available programme time. Those sub-projects which have a positive
difference between estimated and available time have slack. Below the amount of slack
time for each sub-project number is shown. Critical sub-projects, or sub-projects which
contain some critical tasks, are shown in bold.
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External reading and commentary
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Sub-Project  Sub-Project Days Slack .
No :
1 Prepare briefs 2 7.5
2 Radiocarbon dating gl.s 17
3 Electron spin resonance 6 76.5
4 Structural text 72 245
5 Compile evaluation resuits 8 - 95
6 Compile methodologies 26 104
7 RCHME work ' 12 85.25
8 Site introduction and structural/stratigraphic illustrations 45 63
9 Pottery 50 2.5
10 Amber beads 1 74
11 Worked bone 1 73
i 12 Ceramic building material 4 80.5
&g 13 Fired clay 2 78.5
14 Shale 0.5 91
£ 15 Worked flint 15 745
16 Burnt flint - 7 67.5
17 Metalwork 5 84.5
t 18 ‘Worked stone 145 75
19 Foreign stone 12 765
20 Editing artefact reports 7 51
‘::* 21 Artefact illustrations 335 1165
B . 22 Refinement of site phasing 10 2.5
s 23 Extraction of environmental samples 28 295
3 24 Microexcavation 3 71.5
& 25 Mollusca 14 565
26 * Plant remains 60 295
i 27 Animal bone 27 235
o 28 Human bone 15 71.5
29 Environmental illustrations 9 84
i 30 Editing exteral environmental reports 7 2.5
o 31 Bronze Age chapter 19 2.5
! 32 Iron Age chapter 19 1.5
L 33 Landscape chapter 12 1.5
e 34 Concluding chapter 105 1
35 Introductory chapter 6.5 0
36 Interpretative illustrations 145 1
37 Publication photographs 3 12.5
i 38 Bibliography 4 0
i 39 Contents 1 0
40 Acknowledgements 05 0
41 Checking final draft 3 0
i 42 Internal editing 15 0
10 0



44 Final amendments 5 0
45 Report submission 1 0
46 Ordering post-excavation archive 3 0
47 Deposition of archive 1 0

Critical sub-pro qus are shown in bold. In all instances wherever possible, time has been
allowed for sickness and holidays, and will be accommodated within the slack. Of the
critical tasks, only the radiocarbon dating is likely to pose a major problem. It should be
noted. however, that it would not require much of a delay for aspects of the
environmental programme to go critical. This particularly applies to the analysis of the
animal bone which has been provisionally programmed in the Gantt chart for the second
half of 1993. Delay on any of these aspects would have a major effect on the overall
project programme.

E.—E 8.9 Costs

'8.9.1 The total cost of the project development is inclusive of all editing and revisions
requested by English Hentage These are costs already incurred by Wessex Archaeology
for work undertaken in addition to the original assessment report and post-excavation
project design. The original assessment carried out in 1991/2 was accounted for under
- the excavation budget. The two revisions requested by English Heritage have no funds .
 dllocated, and are presented below as additional assessment expenditure incurred in

BN T

i 1992/3,

Table 5: Pro ject Development Costs

?ﬁ Per

- ' No  Day Days  Cost

woo Assistant Director 1 £95 55! £522.50

i Project Manager 1 £95 11.5]  £1,092.50
Project Officer 1 £70 10 £700.00

i Finds Manager 1 £80 8.75 £700.00

- Env, Manager 1 .| £80 0.5 £40.00
Env. Tech. 1 £60 ] £360.00

E Sub-total: | x X x| £3,415.00

i

Central Costs:

Premises: £170.75

Staff:|  £785.45

| TOTAL:

b 8.9.2 Thetotal cost of the post-excavation project will be £61,213.60, all to be incurred

o within 1993-94. A spend profile (Table 6), showing projected cxpcndlturc for 1993-94,
is presented below.

[N
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TABLE 6: Spend profile

BUDGET:

TOTAL:
RUNNING TOTAL:

REMAINING BUDGET:

TOTAL:
RUNNING TOTAL:

REMAINING BUDGET:

£60,986.80
Monih 1

£10,406.20
£10,406.20

£50,580.60

Month 6
£4,300.80
£51,616.60

£9,370.20

= ) AT poga Ty HER v
A

Month 2
£11 ,888_ 80
£22.295.00

£38,691.80

Month 7
£4,103.40
£55,720.00

£5,266.80

75

Month 3
£6,673.80
£28,968.80

-

£32,018.00

Month 8
£1,961.40
£57,681.40

£3,305.40

s
b

Month 4
£12,388.60
£41,357.40

£19,629.40

Month 9
£3,305.40
£60,986.80

£0.00

Month §
£5,958.40
£47315.80

£13,671.00



8.9.3 The costs are presented by staff member in Table 7. The current costs will be held
until Monday 3th April 1994.

Table 7 Estimated Costs ”
' Per Day Days Cost
Assistant Director ' £100 14.5 £1450.00
Project Manager £100 45.75 £4575.00
Project Officer (DEF) £74 : 80 £5920.00
Project Officer (WAB) £74 22 £1628.00
Project Officer (RC) £74 6 £444.00
Supervisor (RSS) £63 88 £5544.00
Supervisor £63 19 £1197.00
Finds Manager £84 10 £840.00
Env. Manager ‘ £84 28 £2352.00
Env. Tech. £63 28 £1764.00
 Admin. Assistant £63 7 £441.00
‘ Photographer £63 3 £189.00
L | Drawing Office (SEJ) |- £68 41 £2788.00
- ‘ Drawing Office (JC) £68 43 £2924.00
5 Reports Manager __£39 7 £623.00
[
Vehicle £21 8 £168.00
7 Fuel £5 8 1 £40.00
s Specialists:
§ 1 Radiocarbon x x| £1810.00
: ‘ 2 Accelerator Date X X £341.00
o 3 Hurnan Bone X x {  £1700.00
| 4ESR X X £572.00
R 5 Aerial Photographs X X £468.00
g " 6 Lithology o X X £416.00
7 Plant remains X x | £4368.00
8 Reader X X £1000.00
Services X X £3920.58
. Equipment X X £1306.86
Sub-total: X x [ £48789.40
Central Costs:
Premises | £2178.10
- | staff | £10019.30
i TOTAL: [ £60986.80 |
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APPENDICES

WESSEX ARCHAEOLOGY STANDARD FLOTATION PROCEDURE

Samples of normally 10 or 15 litres are pre-soaked in water, often with the addition of small

. quantities of 100vol. hydrogen peroxide. After soaking they are transferred to the flotation tank,

where they are placed in a wire basket holding a 0.5mm nylon mesh. Water is pumped through

the sample and the flot caught on a 0.5mm nylon mesh.

Flots
The flots are dried and transferred to glass tubes unsorted.

Residues
The residues are washed through a stack of Endecottes brass/stainless steel sieves of 5.6mm, 2mm

and 1mm mesh aperature and are dried. The 0.5mm residue fraction is discarded unsorted. The
5.6mm residue is sorted by eye and discarded. The Zmm and Imm residues are sorted using an
illuminated magnifying lens and a x10 - x30 stereo-binocular microscope. All carbonised plant
macrofossils and identifiable charcoal and bone fragments are extracted by trained personnel.
These residues are retined for inspection if the specialist requires. ‘ .

Records

i

AT

Each sample is normally accompanied by an environmental sample form indicating its location on
site (Context etc.), the method of processing and the quantity processed etc.

Material submitted for analysis
Material submitted for analysis usually consists of the unsorted flot and a series of glass tubes of

extracted material for each sample.

i
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Archive Details (Microfilm codes correspond to RCHME/NAR microfilming codes)

SCHEDULE OF DEPOSITION:
ADMINISTRATIVE AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL MATERIALS

MATERIAL |DESTINATTION

DISCARD | PRESERVE |
| NON. - |ARCHIVE(A)
ARCHIVE

FILE (B) MICROFILM | MUSEUM

OTHER

Animal Bone analysis | - - E X
sheets

Animal Bone Report - - E A X

Assessment Report - - H X

Attendance Register - X

! [_Auger Logs I B— | X
oot Bones, identified - - - X
' animal

Bones, Human -

See note | -

x *

. Brief -
; Burial Records -

Carbon 14 cenificates | -

Cascade -

Client Report .

Context Index -

WA library

Context Finds Records | -

Context Records. -

13 x x 1
wlg o] [zl |el|

| Context_Sub-division | - -

Recs —

Context Surnmaries - -

xx;xxxxxxxxx'

[ ]
w |

Continuation Sheets -

’ Correspondence/Telep
e d hone
Messages: .
Access -
Accomunodation | -
Archaeology .
Archive -
Deposition -
Finds Ownership | -
" Lectures -
Negotiations .
ik - Personal .

1
’

bl

ERANS No R
-

SRR R

B ‘ Staffing/Personnel
' Treasure Trove

Discretionary

| Costings - I X - -

: Daybook, new style - X
I old style | - - B X

Documents, historical | - - - -
etc..

W A library




MATERIAL

DESTINATION

DISCARD

PRESERVE
NON-
ARCHIVE
FILE (B)

ARCHIVE(A)

MICROFILM

MUSEUM

OTHER

Disuibution maps: of
tinds

of sites

C
B

X
X

Draft Reports,
Levels III and IV
style

Draft Reports, Non-

final

Eco facts

Environmental Beport

rn ]

bl b

Estimates (time)

Faunal - Remaing
assessment

o2}

Pearured Sherd shees

Field Record

Fieldwalking Report

Final Report

> |9 | [

Pl ol B Bt B

WA library:

Finances: copies of
documents

Finds/Artefacts

Finds Reports ,
Levels {II and IV
style

!

bt

Finds Drawings

Finds Sample Records

Flint Analysis Récords

T

»llol(el|®]

Forms:
WA 1

be | ¢ | ¢ |5

WA 2

WA 3

WA 4

WA 5

WA 6

WA7

WA 8

WA 9

WA 10

WA 11

WA 12

WA 13

- WA 14

WA 15

WA1L6

WAL17

WAIS

WAI19

WA 20
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MATERIAL

DESTINATTION

DISCARD

PRESERVE

NON-
ARCHIVE

FILE (B)

ARCHIVE(A)

MICROFILM

MUSEUM

WA 21

OTHER

WA 22

WA 23

WA 24

‘WA 25

WA 26

WA 27

WA 28

WA 29

WA30

WA 31

WA 32

B

WA 33

WA 34

nmmrnmmmls,mu,mmlmn
(=%
o
>

all others file by topic

Geophysical  survey
dawm

Geophysical
report

survey

Graphics Register

Hectare Records

Hectare Finds Records

Home Office Licence

See note 1

Human Bone

Seec note 1

Huwnan Bone Analysis
sheets

Human Bone Report

i
)

o

Interim_reports

Tt I R B PV o P B B R P 24 ) ) P POl P P B P P B B

> ||

Lepal Agreements

Level Book

Matrices

Molluse
Sheets

Analysis

m | |

Number kecomd

QObject Record

g o

Offprints

Clele| el

*

WA library

Orders to suppliers

Permits to enter land

Phase [ndex

’ x x 1

Phase Plans . |

Phosphate Analysis
sheets

m||o|
I

Phosphate Report

t

Photographs

See nowe 2

Photographic Register

Plans

Plot Record Sheets

Pollen Analysis sheets

Pollen Reporis
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b LR R

MATERIAL DESTINATION
DISCARD | PRESERVE
NON- ARCHIVE(A)
ARCHIVE
- FILE (B) MICROFILM | MUSEUM OTHER
Pottery Analysis | - " C X
Records
Print-outs of project | - - - - retained by
costs _ Project
Manager
Project Design . X X X
. Publication Drawings | - - - X
o Sample Register - - E X
‘ Scientific ~ Analysis: | - . E X
other
Section Drawings - . B X
_Sieved Finds Record |- - E X
Sieving Register - - E Data X
e Site Drawings - . B X
‘ Site Report - . . A X
Six-figure Phase | - . B X
% Diagrams
K Skelewn Records . - B X
‘ Soil Profiles . - B X
. Soil Samples (Unused) | - . - - Garden
{é\ Spend Profile | - X - -
"“-‘.'ﬂ# {Montlhly)
' Spot Dating and | . - C X
) Scanning
& Skeleton Records - . B X
] Synopsis of report | - - A X
i “Tender Documentation | - X ; X
P Trigl Pit Summary - . B X
X-rays - - . X

1. Dispose of human remains strictly according to the terms of the Licence under Wthh they
were exhumed.

2. Those retained in non-archive (B) should be to condition of land before and after work
conducted.

3. See Data Levels Guidelines_and Finds Processiong ( Wessex Archaeologyy Guxdelmcs Nos. 2
and 3, 1992) for advice.
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