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SUMMARY 

The, excavations at Twyford Down in advance of the consttuction 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 focused on an interrupted ring-ditch. The evidence for 

modern ploughing. In spite of that, enough survived at the time of the excavation 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 
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. 

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 site excavated'in the 
19305. 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 19305 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 consid.eration of the techniques for the future. In all, the approach 
outlined above will address four research aspects highlighted a s  national priorities in Exploring 
Our Past (English Heritage 1992) and three aspects defmed as local or regional priorities. The 
analysis is to be presented in a chronological synthesised report of about 40,000 to 50,000 words 
suitable for publication as a monograph in the Hampshire Field Club series. The entire post
IIxcavation researeh and analysis will take approximately nine months to complete to the stage of 
a draft publication report to be submitted to English Heritage. The total cost will be £61, 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 (Matt 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 ittitiate archaeOlogical 
investi ations of the two Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAM 273 and 543) which WeJe to be 
affected by the proposals. The two monuments e 0 e sou -
and Hockley Downs, adjacent to the Iron Age hillfort of St Catherine's Hill. There were, 
however, further archaeological implications arising from the proposed road construction along 
the route between Bar End and Compton. These were highlighted in a report comrttlssioned 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. 

r; ... 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. 

It'' 
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1.1 Background 
The western end of Twyford Down was the subject of small-scale excavations in 1933-34 carried 
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 Age 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 western end of 
the down had been provisionally identified as of Iron Age origin. Stuart and Birkbeck's 
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 elements of the field system were granted the status of Scheduled Ancient 
Monument. 

hs collated and lotted by RCHME show that the field system originally 
extended further to the east. A circular feature, subsequen y oun to a nng-
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 summarised below (section 3). The 
results of the previous evaluation work have already been subrttitted to English Heritage (Wessex 
Archaeology 1990 and 1991) but for the sake of sequential completeness will be referred to in 
summary (section 1.3). 



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 (96m 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 Hill, Winchester. Immediately to the north of Twyford Down, inside of the 

• • • I • • • 

which is a Scheduled Ancient Monument. To the west of Twyford Down lie the alluvial deposits 
of the ltchen Valley. 

The sites themselves are situated on the northern and western flanks of Twyford Down 
overlooking the Plague Pit valley (a dry coornbe) and the lIChen 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 o( 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 
more acidic soil. 

1.3 The Evaluation 

1.3.1 Fieldwalking 
The fieldwaIking exercise undertaken in the arable field on Twyford Down (Assessment Stage I, 
Wessex Archaeology 1990) produced a number of positive results. Thirty-five sherds of Bronze 
Age pottery were recovered from a 4QOm 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 
undertaken as  part of the archaeological assessment. Even so, the presence of Romano-British 

to cautlon In attn utlng a (onze ge 

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-western 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 
Evaluation trenches (Assessment Stage 2, Wessex Archaeology 1991) in the north-eastern section 
of the field confirmed the survival of elements of a prehistoric field system Of! this part of the 
down. Prehistoric layers were found to survive beneath the modern ploughsoi!. These comprised 
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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 tluough 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 showed that the anomalies on the geophysical plot did not necessarily indicate 

. . . 

thickness of the layer of Clay-with�fljnt which covered the bedrock chalk at this end of the down. 
Archaeological features were, however, encountered in a number of trenches, 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 
modem ploughsoil at this end of the down, and suggest occupation and settlement of more than 
one period . 

1.3.3 Hockley Lynchers 
The test pits excavated in the area of preserved Jynchets near Hockley Golf Course (Assessment 
Stage I), immediately to the south-west of the arable field considered above, confumed the 
known status of this monument. The a 'cultural 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 SOm 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 date can only be interpreted 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 10 English 
Heritage in Aprill99J) 

. 

e arc aeo oglca programme s ou seen as e mvestlgatlon 0 a transect oug 
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 ltchen, 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. 

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

glftlcttlrai evidence of Bronze Age date are discovered in the adjacent excavation area of Twyford 
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SU4R652720, these are likely to extend inw 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 5U48652720. 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 5U48302690. Excavation work will be concentrated on the area adjacent to the 
focus of the settlement partly excavated in the 19305. 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 system at the western end of the excavation 
area. Pottery recovered from surface collection and the assessment trenches suggests the presence 
of both Br onze Age and Iron Age features. None of the features was substantial and their 
excavation within an open area will best determine their nature. 

1.4.6 Hockley 5U48102680. 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 
750m2• 

1.4.7 Hocktey 'traffic Lights 5U47902670. Bridge foundations are due to be constructed here 
during 1991 and it is thought that a pre-construction excavation consisting of a single trench 50m 
x 2m should be machine-excavated in advance. The site is in a prime location for early medieval 
settlement and may preserve v�uable palaeoenvironmentai evidence. 

1.4.8 The Knoll 5U47052537. Removal by machine of garden soil from an area of 625m2 
would be followed by hand-excavalion of the subsoil which contained flint artefacts and sealed 
possible features. 

1.4.9 In the ltchen valley, the asSessment work has pinpointed a number of areas in which an 
intensive watching brief would prove valuable. The quality of the archaeological material, 
however, was not high enough to suggest that further archaeological work in advwlce of the wad 
Construction should take place. Accordingly it is suggested that intensive watching briefs 
following topsoil-stripping should go ahead in the following areas: 

Itchen Valley SU47902670 ltchen navigation and associated watermeadows. Photographic 
record of any details of construction revealed during the road crossing and adjacent works. 
Additional coring of soils revealed during the TOad work for environmental samples. 
Itchen Valley SU47452640 Observation of area of possible activity suggested by geophysical 
survey .. Any features noted will be recorded and sampled for strati graphic and artefactual data. 
Itchen Valley SU47402600 Observation, including where necessary sampling and recording, of 
areas where assessment trenching uncovered linear features. 
lIchen Valley 5U47152555 Observation, including where necessary sampling and recording, of 
area centred on an assessment trench within w hich an old land surface was recorded. 
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At the southern 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 undertak en 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 
stri in. Should it rove desirable to investigate exposed features, provision will be negotiated 
on a day-to-day basis with the Resident Engtneer, wit out In 

. 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 
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 Hockley 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 

ite 

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 
modern 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 
fonna recording systems were to be used. 

1.5.1 Site A 
Excavation work was to be concentrated on areas of Iynchets 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
ditch. 

1.5.2 Site 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 
which was found in the 19305 to cross the lynchet system at the western end of the excavation 
area. Pottery recovered from surface collection and the assessment trenches suggested the 
presence of both Bronze Age and lion Age features. None of the features identified in lhe 
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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 trenches 
were to 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 
750m2, 

1.6 Summary of Excavation Results 
The foHowing 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 
KnoH 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 nanrral 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 accumulated. 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 
fanning activity extending, though probably interrupted, from the Early Bronze Age to the EllIly 
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 trenches. 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 
I en le an excava ese ea es were se WI an ex nSlve le y 
lynchets and a trackway were defined and sampled. A number of isolated features were also 
identified among the many natural disnrrbances 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 Iynchet is thought to date to the Bronze Age. It ran from north-east to south
west and ended close to the northern edge of the site. It was 245m long, J3.2Sm wide and 0.2Sm 
deep. A total of 9.8% of the.lyllchet was IlKcavated by hand, and all of the lyncber was removed 
by machine ar the end of the excavation to check for earlier featmes. 

A possible trackway was discovered immediately downslope of the main Iynchet. 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 2.2Sm and depth of 0.20m. The natW"e of the layers within this 
fearure 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 negative lynchet were assigned to the Late Iron Age/Early Roman period. 
Lynchet 63 was 3Sm long, Srn wide and O.20in deep, and Iynchet 1178 was ISm long, !Om wide 
and 0.20m deep. No further Roman fearutes 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 
lynchets. 

1.6.2 Site B 
Excavation work was concentrated on the arell 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 19308 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. 

Eight small pits ill site B wete found to be of Bronze Age date. They were eireular ·.vith avemge 
diameters of 0.30m and depths of O.ISm. 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. 

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, O.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.Sm and depth of 
1 .3m. The rest were of slighter dimensions, on average I m wide and 0.28m deep. The ditches 
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formed a pair of parallel boundaries IOm apart which ran roughly east-west down the slope. The 
most substantial ditch was at the western end and on the northern 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. 

onc USIOIIS 
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 
buri:d practice and monuments for this area. The evidence for buildings and fields has been badly 
damaged by subsequent erosion caused by both ancient and modem ploughing. In spite of that, 
enough survived at the time of the excavation 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 
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. 

The Late Iron Age/Early Raman 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 laid out in the guideline document 
Management of Archaeological Projects (English Heritage 1991). namely to produce: 

a) a factual sununary. charncterising the quantity and perceived quality of the data contained in the site archive 
b) a statement of the archaeological potential of the data contained in the site archive 
and 

' 

c) recommendations on the stoia'se 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: 

' 

Pre-printed A4 Context Record sheets 
Pre-printed A4 Context Index sheets 
Pre-printed A4 Continuation sheets 
Pre-printed A4 Subdivision sheets 
Pre-printed A4 Skeleton sheets 
Pre-printed A4 Number Record 
Pre-printed A l  Permatrace drawing sheet 
Pre-printed A3 Permatrace drawing sheet 
Pre-printed A4 Permatrace drawing sheet 
Colour slides 

1650 
79 
42 

2 
20 

1 
193 
67 

232 
2249 

69 Black and White print films 

2.2.2 The Artefact Archive 
This archive consists of Context Finds Records and Object Records for all the artefacts as 
follows: 

Worked Flint 
Burnt Flint 
Metalwork 
Pottery 
Shale 
Shell 
Slag 
Worked Stone 
Foreign Stone 

14 beads 
o �ects 

340 fragments 
9 pieces 

270 fragments 
1 0  pieces 

1798 pieces 
3792 pieces 

98 objects 
7723 sherds 

1 object 
9 pieces 
5 pieces 

1 17 pieces 
96 pieces 
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2.2.3 The Environmental Archive 

This is comprised of the following elements: 

Artefact and Environmental samples 
Animal Bone 
Human Bone 

156 
4280 fragments 
630 I 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 strati graphic sequence. An 
assessment of the nature and quality of the evidence was ·then made, and the lists and narrative 
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). 

The environmental samples were processed according to standard Wessex 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. 

2.4 Personnel Involved in the Assessment 

2.4.1 The Structural and Stratigraphic Archive 
Cross-referencing and checking secondary archive: D. Coe, K. Huika, A. Powell, K. Ritchie and 
R. Seager Smith , 
Production of Summaries: O. Farwell, A. Powell and R. Seager Smith 
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 S mith and E. Morris 
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Glass: R. Seager Smith and E. Moms 
Lithic material: J. Gardiner, W. Boismier, R. Seager Smith and E. Morris 
Metalwork: M. Brooks, R. Seager Smith and E. Moms 
Pottery: R. Seager Smith and E. Morris 
Shale: R. Seager Smith and E. Moms 
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. Alien 
Plant Remains: A. Clapham 
Animal Bone: D. Serjeantson 
Human Bone: J. McKinley 

1 1  
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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 
system consists of a six-figure reference, and was applied to all contexts. It is reproduced below 
in the following list; 

. 

00 �AT!!RAI 
Ot 01 01 NatUral Ceatures and overc;U't natul'lli 
10 PRBHISTOB JC 
1 1  00 00 FIELD SYSlEM 

01 00 P",;';.o Iyooite. 81(743(765 
01-3 - ph .... 

02 00 T ",<kway 591744(765 
01-3 - ph .... 

03 00  N.gari .. lynehet 72 
04 00 Negative Iynchm 977/9851987 

01-4 • ph .... 
05 00 I!ollo w 117 
06 00 N.gari"" Iynchct 97g 
07 00 Pos.itive Iynchel 49 

12 00 00  POST-I!OLE SlRUCTtJRES 
01 00 Four po"" 128 

01·4 I. t:KUt-holcs 
02 00 Circular stNcture 988 

OI�9 " PQIIII�h(dl!ls 
03 00 Circ;uJar struc:run:. 989 

01·7 " post-holes 
04 00 Cireu.l�r s.troct:ul':! 547 

Ol� 7 " pOd-holes 
OS 00 Circular ANcrnrc 146 

01.6 It po$t-boles 
13 00 00  OTIlER ()ROIIPS 

01 00 Group 392 
01-4 11 post-holes 

02 00 O",.p 377 
01·7 " posr..-hoies 

03 00 G"",p 990 

04 00 Oroop 9W 
01-3 ' feature. 

14 00 00  INDIVlDUAL FEAnJRES 
01 OV24 P()St-holcs 
02 01-' Pn. 
03 01- 1 1 Smk�hQII!I:I 
04 01-9 Cremation. 
0501-2 Anim.1 b.ri.1o 
06 01·2 Miic:ellaocoulI 

20 BRONZE AQ£ 
21 00 00 SARROW 

01 00 B"""w ditch 
01-6 ph .... 
1 1�21 of gravl!Is 
31-38 It cmna.tion!il 
51�55 11 othe.-fearurt:s 

02 00 . "Barrow e�elO$ure 
01_6 H araVl!l$ 
1 1 -21 11 cremations 
:3 I " o'hct fea.rures 

10 LAIEmo.ti. AGE/FAR!.Y B.QMAM 
31 01 01 Bal'1'Ow lynchcl 1 17S 
32 01 01 Nog .... lynch •• 63 
1l oo oo  LYNCHET FIELD SYSlEM 

0 1 0t POlitiYll!; lYQch�t S140;.s301 
02 5338 
03 5189 

02. 01 NI:Sa1IVI:! Iync�t 5149 
02 �170 
03 5341 
04 �179 
OS 5343 
06 5349 
(fl 5048 

03 01 �!lt-Iynch� pro-tNJlCaljon pha$1!! 
04 OI�2 PMt�truneat:ion prt;-hollow ptw�:I 
o"s 01 Hollow 5147 

02 " �31� 
03 " 5307 

06 01 Poat-hollow ph ... 
34 00 00  DlTCl! SYSWM _ GRIDS 158_171 

01 00 Dil<h 5007 
01-4 - phuo. 

02 00 Dil<h 513l 
01-2 - pha= 

03 00 Dil<h 5139 
01-2 - pha<e< 

04 00 Dil<h 5319 
01-2 - ph .... 

35 00 00  DITCI! SYSTEM - GRIDS 132.-157 
01 00 Dil<h 5051 

p .... 
02 00 Dil<h 5010 

01-2 " phllSCI 
03 00 Dil<b 5239 

01 H ph.-se, 
04 00 Ditch 5240 

01 " ph .... 
0500 Ditch 5251 

01-2 ' piI .... 
7 

01-2 ' ph .... 
07 00 Dil<h 5406 

01 - phuo. 
OR oo Ditch 5413 

01.2 " phases 
09 00 Ditoh 5414 

01-2 " phuo. 
10 00 Dil<h 5359 

01-2 - pha= 
1 \  00 Ditoh 5425 

01 " phU:Cs 
1 2 00  Ditch 5543 

01 " phases 
36 00 00  INDIVIDUAL FEATURES 

QI 01-9 Pi" 
0201-11 Poal-boles 
03 01-2 0.,. pood. 
04 01 MisccJlam:oo$ 
OS OI Cremations 

.ullllL2.Y 
41 01 01 (1) Lynch" 53�0 

02 (?) Modo .. pi. 5506 
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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 fme 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:-

INHl TM ATIQNS 
Or;ive 637 length I.05tn. width O.6:5m. depth O.3Sm. 
Oval with .!Il!ll!lp "ide5 and flat ba$e. Contained skeleton 686 whiclJ WII5 licaJed below lay�r 638 which containl8d 
high % of flint noc:llllc..fi. Within barroW enclosure. only 
inhumation in nonhem half of area. 
Sk.eLeton 6S I beJow flint �PQ$it 636 and a.bov� !';:balk 
Nbble 6�3 in ditch SO 619. No grave'cut vis.ibl� 

Skcloton 654 bolow flint dopo.il 636 and .bov. <h.1k 
Nbblc 653 in ditch SD 6 1? No graw; cllt visibla. 

GraVe 667 length O.24m. width 0_19m. depth O.OSrQ. 
()val $COOP with irregular ,sides and b8.:!ie.. Contained 
d:.cleIQn 666 which wa.s di r'eQly �Iow pJoua:h�ul'il-
Wiihin balTOW end05o.re. 

. 

n .. v. 687 I.ngth l.lo... width 0.90... depth 0.60... 

skeleton 689 which was bc:low day loam ,rave fiU 688. 
Wilhin barrow enc;losu� 
n .. v. 800 loni\h 1.05m. width 0. 74m. d.plh 0.30.... 
Oval wilb steep lid�1I lUld flat bali:�. Contain�d !lk��o 
802 whicb lay dircclly benc.ath the ploll(.b:soil. SUMvi", 
grave fill 801 WB.Ii a loose chalk sjlL Within bli.tmw 
lincloaure:.. 
Grave 841 Imi\h Q.77m, width O.5Om. doplh O.l�m. 
Rectangular with irregular !!ides and base. Contained 
.lik.cletoq 871 which lay direC1ly below the plou,hJoil. 
SUrvWing t;I'1LVe fill 842 was a flint capping layel'". Within 
l;J.urQw �nclosure. 
G ... e 853

' 
I.nglh MOm. width 0.62m. doplb O.llm. 

011111 with stup .!Iid�1 and Cl. ba.$e. Contain�d s"li8COn 
883 which was partial I)' sealed by a compacted layct of 
flint and chalk: Nbble 867. Skeleton damaged by 
ploughinl' Wilhin ba.rrow enclosure.. 
Skeleton 1018 lower legl and feet. in situ.,. cut by grave 
1084, grave cut for 1018 not recognised . . Disan.iculated 
bOne redepo5ited in lravc .084 onr skeleton . t 120. 
Wilhin dilch SD 813. below grave 1023 and cut. into 
primary slit 1.156. 
Grave 1023 d.1U11ctet 0.9Om. deplh 0.3Om. Circ:ular with 
slopina: :oides and flat base. Conl-ained skeleton 1 185 
whk:h WIU !I�ed below a layer of nint nodules 1 184. 
Wiihin ditch SD 813, below flint depo�it 1 130 and. cut 
into $eeondary silt layer 1 1 3 1. 

CRBMAJJONS 
Pit 602 diameter 0.S3m. depth D.12m. Circular with II� 
$idef and CODeave base. Within barrow �cJomre.. 

Pil 606 di""",,", 0.50... dopIb O.3'l1n. C ... I ... with 
�ep/undcrcut. i1idel and concave bailt:.. Within barrow 
enclosure. 
Pil 608 loni\h 0.60.,. width O.46ln. dopth Q.28m. Oval 
with vertical sidlCl and OOl;lcavt: base. Within barrow 
enclosure. 
Layer 6lS depolit of ash �d flint nodulel. 3.5m long. 
1.IOm wid. and 0.20.. doop. Within ditch so 6 1 3. 
below acnCll1tnnJ soil 674 IUId above cremation dCpCI,sit 
11.57 and .econdary �ilL 691. 
Pil 624 di .... toT 050... dopth 0.22111. Ci",ular with 

enclosure. 

Pc;.tt8� v�H�l 6UH 2005 within I.Y!lf 61� in the barrow 
dill::h SO 613. No CU1 visible.. 

Layer 642 lenl of ash a.od Cl'mIl1cd bono within layor 
615 . 
Diam.", Q.ZSm. Within ditch SD 613. 

Layer 643 lens. of asb Ma cremated bone within layer 

61�. 
Dlaanctero.25m. W1Lhin ditcll SD 613. 

Pil 660 diune.Ler o.S5m. depIh O.IOm. Cireular with 
.Iopin, ,ido. and not boo •. V .... I Wll in pi! in b&nuw 
enclosure. 

Pil663 I •• glh 0.35m. width O.21m. depth O.22m. 
Oval with ;:leep sides and flat baso. V�.!IeI 2012 iQ pit in 
banow I!:nclosli{1!:. 
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Gta\'c 1070 lensth 1.2am. width O.7Sm. depth O.30In. 
Oval with steep sides and flat. we. ("...ontain�d skelewn 
IOe.8 which WiU\ �e.alcd below day IOa(n arave fiU 1069. 
Within ditch SO 814. below flint d�posit 1044 and cut 
in," ch.lk rubbl. l.y., 1141.  
Grn.v� 1083 lenith 1.ISm. width O.6Om. depth O.4Orn. 
Oval with �tecp lIiides and flat WII!_ ('t)nl-ained $kelewn 
1063 wh.ich was sealed below loam - gl1lve fill 1082. 
Within dil..l::h SO 1 000. �Iow flint de.po$it 1030 and Cllt 
into c::halk rubble 1 1 43. 
Grav� 1084 diametet 0. 7Om. depth o.4Om. Cin::ulllJ" with 
v�rtica.1 �idos Md flat. base. Contained skeleron 1 120 

flint rubble 108�. Within ditch SD 813. bll!low fill of 
i,l'Ilve 1023 and cut into :skeleton 1018 and priIna.ry silt 
1 1 32. 
Gr.\V� 1129 diameter O.jOm. depth o.l(kn. Cifcular with 
sloping; I!Idl�' Md flat blue,. CO�laine.d ske.le.kn� 1049. 
cUt Was not well defined and fill was indisrinpishable 
from surroullding layct'$. Within ditch SD 812. beloW' 
!llI!W'ndary silt 1031 .and cut into lIcconda.ry silt and Hint 
rubble 1041. 
Orav. 1l33 1,ngth 2.2Om. w;dth 1.2Om. depth O.9Om. 
Rootan,.lar with SlOOp .id •• and 0111 ,,",e. Contained 
sk.eletons 1 109 and 1 1 10 which wel'el sealed beneath 
loam with Hint Nbble 1062. Sbletofl t 109 survind as 
IOWl!f II!,s only. cut by , I I lO. Grave cuts for two 
skeletons indisting,uishable so ginn OtliC- ovelllU B-I"lln cut 
i l I33). Within dit<h SD 1000, below <balk and Oin' 
deposit 11S0 and cut into ,etondary silt 1 139. 
Grave, 1 135 diameter o.61ln. depth O. tom. Circular with 
shallow I '  

• • 
skeleton .J 137 which was in a thin !lilt lo8.f1'l di!posit 102.4_ 
Within ditch SD 813. below filJ of graVe 1023 and cut 
into primary silt 1 132. _ 
Grav. 1 145 lenS'h l.l().n. w;dth 0.7Om. depth 0.15,.. 
R.II!ctan,iular with !.1:I!t!p t;id�;;. and nn��n �_ Cl'ln'shlH"..d 
skelcton 1136 wh.ich w.u direaJy below the, Qverlyin, 
silt. W1thin ditch lc:rminal SD 812. below sll!COndary rilt 
1 108 and eut into terminal flint and �ili deposit 1041. 
(Jntve I lS6 I.n,th 1.22rn, w;dtl> 0.84rn • .  dep,h O.2Orn. 
Recuantulat with sloping .rides and flat baal!l;. C...onta.incd 
,k�l�n 1 117 wruc:b WM Raltd by IOIlm and HiIn rubble 
laYl!f 1 1 88. Within diu::h. SD 613/1000. below secondary 
silt 691 and cul into $�ndary !jIiU 616. 
Human bone R:covered from conte;w;u, :. 
636 Flint depo.s1t in ditch SO 619. 
843 Flint Md Mh depo:J.;t in ditch SO 813. 
85S Flint deposit in ditch SO 814. 
1035 Flint depo.i, in di'ch SD SI4 

Pi, 669 I<ng'h 0.49m. w;dth O.14m. dep'h 0.1().n. Ov.1 
with .$Ioping �ide$ Itnd HQ.( base. Within barrow 
enclosure. 

Pit 829 diameter Q.3Om. depth 0.15m. Circular with 
v�rtical s:jdll!s and irregular ba$o. Betwll!� banow ditch 
terminals. 

La)'c!'" 843 dcposit of uh and flint nodulel 3.�� long. 
1.00m d.,p .. d 0.15rn doep. Within dit<h SD 813, 

Pi, S56 di .... ,.,. 0.4910. d.pth O.I5m. c;",Ut .. w;tI> 
steep sidcos Md c:o�CIl ... e base.. Bciwecm b&ttow ditch 
(!;rmin�b. 

. Pit 865 diam.t.,. O.S().n. depth 0.5z",. ="'., w;tI> 
vc-meal :silics and flal b&&e. Ve:s&:e.1 2019 in central 
(primary) burial. 

Pit SSI length 0.7CID, w;d!h 0.45m. depth 0.090>. Oval 
w 

aariCQltu� &Oil 848. cut into or pan offluu JUbble 849. 

Pit S9 1 length 0.55m. w;dth 0.45m, depth O.OS,.. Ov.1 
with ,,11'1(11118 "ld�!l Ami Hid hR=_ Within ha.rmw 
enclo:nue. 

Layo, 1005/1036 deposit of ash and flint nodul .. 2.00rn 
1o.,. 0.75 .. w;d. and O.ISm .... p. Within di,eh .SD 
S14/815, below agrioul'W1ll .oil 816 and abovo Hint 
deposit 1060 and ash layer 1019. 

Pit 11.54 diSIQl!!:tcf 0_16rn. d�th 0. t Om. Cin::iilac wilh 
vertical S'ide3 and COncaVe 1:Ja.:se. Within dikh SD 813. 
lens within secondary silt 872. 

Layct 1157 imgulat Ia.ytr 1.6m lon&� O.;5Sm wide and 
O.lOm thick. No cut visible. WithiD diteh SO 613. below 
flint and ah dcposil 61S and lying on sccondal.'Y silt 691. 
Layer 1162 irregular layer associated with YM�1 2027; 
2..1m Iona. O.Sm wide and O.lOm thick. No cut vl.ii1ble. 
Within diu:b SD 87.5, below flint depOsit 1002 and lying 
on c:h&1k. I'\lbble 1054. 
Pit 1 1S3 length 0.9().n. w;dth O.sOm. dq>th O.IOrn. Oval 
with pOOrly defined edgell and im:gnlat base. Within 
ditch' SD 812. bt:.low agricultural $011 836 and cut into 

flint and ash deposit 843. 

Strucrural 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 represented. Direct dating for these structures was very limited. 
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�=.l2lI- plan 101 2 
Fout-po:n struell.ll'tl 
COnle ... ' width depth has.:; !ectinn finds fills 
94 0,21 O.IS 92,48 1010A 95.96 
102 0,21 0,18 92.57 lOlOC 103.104 
108 0.21 0,29 92.14 101011 109,110 
125 0.22 0,12 92,47 10100 126,127 

A rectangular a.mmgement of 4 post-h()le�. CCr'llted at c. 480 I 527. with side, Qf c. t.7rn. The pollt-holes an: all �imilar in �i:;tl!l taVl!lntil!l width 
O.21m) and han lIimilar fills. 

�.Ii.IlllIr!lU (988m9) • pi .. M' 
This jl'DtlP !';:ontNnll 19 f�n!l1I � 18 pD!l.t�hDIC!I and onc "pit". It i$ possible 10 interpret them in more way.s th8Jl one to fonn onc or more structures. 
The "bcsJ-fW' inl!:rpn:tarion of lite srOllp is iliBJ. it tncotpOrates parts of two cimdar ,truct\ll'el' · ,roups 988 and 989. 

(]roup 988 
ConUlll;t width aopth b ... 1I.I!Icrion find. fill:. 
191  0.36 0.10 92.79 1027A 192 
198 0.24 0.18 93,10 10110 Ch,ll'p,WF.1lF 199,200 
201 0,24 O,IS 93.12 10238 WF 202,203 

218 0.28 0.13 93,02 1017A a. 219 
226 0.26 0.08 92.97 10248 227 
229 0.32 0.15 92.71 1017B 230 
2461 0.30 0.19 92.57 1028B a..B 237.238 
250 0.2l 0.14 9:1.98 1021C 251,252 

Gmup 989 
Context width depth base 5Cr::1ion fmds fiU. 
165 0.50 0.15 92.93 1020A P.B.WF.8F 166,170 
17S 0,30 0,10 92,90 102011 !IF 176 
187 0.36 0.19 93.02 1024A Ch 188 
189 0.48 0.23 93,04 IOl7C Ch.8.P.WFJI 190,204 
191? 0,34 0,12 93,17 101 l C  lIP 186 
216 0.38 0.22 93.00 1023A Ch'p.8 182 
234 0,36 0.15 92.68 1027D Ch.P .8.WF.B 23S 

Othet p051.-hDIe..s in Group 2 is 
Conlext width dopth b ... secUoll find> fill. 

222 0.36 0.08 92.64 10230 223,224 

Po5l-holc ,roup 988 
Circular StNCrute 
Thc post-holes in this group form the westem an:: of a circle c. 7.Jm in diameter (centn:d OD C. 452.00 1 512.35). On ths llouth-West quadflni they 
all!: !lpa(:� between I.Om and 1.2m apart. All the po!llt ... hort!o!il a� tevl!('!:ly tomcaled havinJ. depths between O.IOm and D.19m_ They arc of similar 
size. avcmging O.Urn wi�. The wbole: of the CMl side of dn: struemre has. been ploughed away. 'I'bClre i" no �ideocc of a pOn:h. 
PoU�holo croup 989 
Cin::ullllf stnlCtUre ? 
Th. p"" .. hol .. i. thi. &roop lonn rh • •  ""th.m "'" ohclod. c. ? 4m  in dl .... ,or (ocnl.-.d OD c. 4�.9S I 51450), Thoy "'" .pO<td 3.OM � .. d 
haVB IlQ aY�I� width of Q.35m. 165 Jnd 189 � oval/aub-rutangular cm. lying c. O.Sm. ou'Uida the circle. between 17S and 21&. They are. c. 
2.Om apart with th£il" axes parallel w the arc of the cirde. and may be pal1. of a porch. 197 l:iClII c. 3.Om out from 189 and may abo fonn part of Ihe 
pOrc:h. 1be mlatin sizes of the larg� and IImall plllt�holell in thill grolip are lIirnil&r to thole in po't--hole. group 547. 

Post--hole group 377 - phlIl S08 
COf'\U!;tt "'i�lh �.prh b ... ����1�n nfldll /iU. 
333 0.27 0.13 93.34 1001A 334 
339 0.32 0.13 93.48 1041B 340 
349 0.34 0.15 93.34 1041E P.B 3S0 
351 031 0.08 93.39 1039A, 352 
401 0.25 0.11  93.39 1041C BF 402 
4 1 1  0.25 0,20 93,46 10410 412 
415 0.40 0.22 93.46 10410 BF 416 

Thilli group contalm 7 PQIl-hoIM closely 1I� in an area Sm by 4 m.e.lre,s. centred at c. 428 /500. It is put of a wider spread. of 14 pOlIt-holCil from. 
368 in th. w." (426.5 / 502.5) to 386 in the 0 .. 1 at (447.0 / 500.5). Mo" of the post·boles in group 317 .... spaced bot .... e. 1.0 ...... and l.OM 
apan. and average O.31m ita wid.th. The- ejll;Cl!prioD& BR; 4 1 1  and 415. as: 4 1 1  euU 415. Althoulb 351. 333. 349 and 339 can b8. pIM:cd. on the arc. �f 
n cirell! c. 3.6m in 4iMleter (cenlll!ld a1432.80 /499.55). the po.sl-holcs of this group do not appeartQ fonn part of any cleat strudUre. 
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POlOtrhol1t- group 392 . plM!! 12 and 23 
COOl.Cftt width depth base scction find.s fill. 
393 0_24 0.15 94.76 1042B )94 
398 0.29 0.33 94.61 104le <11 429.430 
439 0.36 0_28 94_56 10420 WF.BF 440.441 
4�8 0.26 0.20 94.60 1044C �9 

All i�gl,llar arrangement of 4 post-holes of differing si2:c: 1lJid. shape. C"-nt�c1 c . .wS l ol75. (ormm;g 00 obviou$ stNt;lure. 

POll�t-hol� iTOl,lp 547 - plan 88 
Circul:itr .!Ilructu� 
Context width depth b ... !l.l!IcQOQ rmda fill. 
39S 0.35 0_15 94.23 1044A P 396.397 
441 0,)5 0.\3 94.17 104411 P 443 
486 0.36 0.13 94.37 1047D 487 
$l5 0_40 0.19 94.05 1054A 526.527 
528 0.64 0.24 94.30 1054B 529,530 
541? 
�431 

This ,group cantmIlS 5 post-holes. 4 of a simil.a.r size (0.35 • O.4Om. wide? and onc larger - 528). The 4 lie on thl!l nonhwell. a.rc of a eirele c. S.Sm. in 
diamcter (ccntred on c. 412.4 / 482.7). They are spaced c. 2.'2.Sm. apart. (On me cast side. in me area where. 2 additional po:U-holes could bavl!! 

. . v t::d it of .& rch. The whol� 

group have been s£vemiy truncalcd. The ,group may aJso contain !jlUlk�-holl!:l 541 and S43. The relative s,� of IaI&c ud small post-bQI," .1"£ 
sirnil8J" to those in post-hole group 989. 

root·hol. ,,,,up 746 - pi .. \079 
fijl. COntDlI.l width depth bo •• ... enon find. 

567 0.65 0.12 94·66 1058A 568 
574 0_66 0_23 94.50 1058B 575.576 
584 0.29 0.19 94.35 I077A 585,587 
588 0.18 0.12 94.43 10770 589 
734 0.27 0.13 94.33 I077B 735 
736 0.2'1 0.12 94.30 !077C 737 

Thi. ,grollp contain!l 6 f�alun::., 4 small post-holl:$ (average width O.25m.) .nd 2 laIl-c poat-holes: c. O.6Sm. wide. Thc sma.ll post- hol� are pill.csd 
on the circumfcmflce of circlt:: c. :5.Sm. in dinrtll:ter (eentred on c. 316.85 / 479.80). All the po5t�h()les hav� bel!:Q truncated. and ha� an aVI!II'3l!!: 
dl!lpth of O.J5m. The po:!litioQ:!l of the posl-holC!i suggest there may nave QrisinaJ Iy bave bt::en scYen. The two loIlf8!: post-h.olC:$ tonn a. ,\:outh-facin, 
pOrch. 

e mam pOSItive ync et IS t oug to a e 0 IS peno . ran om no 
and ended close to the northern edge of the site. It was 245m long, 13.25m wide and O.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 O.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. 

FIELD S YSTl!MS 

Nortbemmou Iyn�hct - unknown date 

Lyn<h.( 49. SD. 36.43. 50. 116. 
Lay .. ,. 2. 37. 38. 39, 40. 41,  46. 47. 48. 1 17, 1 18. 1 I9. 120. Ill. 
Length 6O.Dm. width 1.Om (min). depth l.oOm. (4m BXClLvaled � 6.7%) 

Main Bronze Age. Iynchl::( 
Ll!lnac.h 2.a.Sm. width 13.25m. d�plh O.2Sm. (24m I:xcaVated .. 9.8%) 
L.yc� 82. 121.�39. 347. 433, 444. 446. 4gS. 491. 504. S09. 534. S4R. 582, 70S, 706. 716. 719. 725. 771. 796. 797. 925. 935, 939. 941. 946, 949. 
950. 976. 
Lynchc( 81.  SD, 80, 242. 431. 983. 
L •• J(h 38 ... widUl IO.75m. dcpUl 0.28m. Lynch., H3. SDdOS. 5jO. 581. '68. 
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Lel\i1h IOSrn. widr.h l.5m. d�pth O.2Om. 
Lynch •• 765. SI), 770. 9Z3. 934. 938, 948. 
L=.1'Igth Q�m. width 14m. d�plh O.3Om. 

Nonhea&lCM lynchct � unknown 4ate 
Lynehe. 72. SD, 54. 78. 145. 154. 174. 
,""y.,. 55, 19. 91. 97. 144. 153. 173. 
Length 54.�m. width ,3,lm. depth O.2Drn. (""' exea'o'a.t£d m: 7.3%) 

Lynchet overeastem end of main BA lync.he� . 
Lengih Mm. width 8.5",. deplh O.5Om. (Srn ct.c:a.v .. t�d . 12.5%) 
,""y." 42. 107. 124. 149.243. 245. 300, )03. 304. 348. 432. 455. 456. 495. 496. 507. 731. 978. 
Lynchct 977 
Lengih 3lrn. widib Sm. depth ltn. 
Lynchet 981 
i.ong.h 8.5m. width 8.3m. depth 0.25m. 
Lynch.t 985. SD. 982. 984. 986, '191. 992. 993. 
Leng.h IQ.5rn. width 9.Om. depth O.25m. 

Lynchet (We..-ccnlte section of main BA Iynebu 
Lynehd 979 
Layo ... 980, 931. 
Length 28�. width 3m.depth O.2C)p. (2m excavated � 7.1%) 

lRACKWAY 

Length 2SSm. width 2.25rn. depth O.2Om. (22m cxeavalcd:1OI: 8.6%) 
LAye" 77. I l l .  ISO. 152.445. 505. 513. 522. 535. 566. 591. 595. 713.775, 900.944.945. 
T"",'w.y 59. Sll. 76. 93. 148. 151. 494. 506.596. 
Length 55.Om. width 3.Om. depth 0.3Om. 
Tr>ekway 744. SO. SZI. 549. 594.718. 
Length lOOm, width 1.85m, depth 0.15", 
T",ckway 766. SD. 772. 943. 
Length lOOm. width 2.15m,dopth O.IOm. 

Seven small pits and two animal burials may also date to this period. 

146 4iamet£.r O.75m.depthO.16m. 
Circular with modef1lk. sloping "ides � 1 fill. 
Finds -

165 'e.gth 0.75m. width O.5Om. derth . m. 
Sub-l'edangul:jl.J" wilh vertical sides - 2 fills:. 
Finds -

298 long.h 4.15m. width l.4Srn, depth OAOm. 
Imgulaf with im:glilar 5lidl!II - 2 fills. 
Fmd:s -

328 lengtb 2.00m. width 0.350>. depth 0.35m. 

No find •. 

. . , 

370 ' •• II,h 2.5Om. width l .45m. depth LOOm. 
Oval with :s�p side! - 2 fills. 
Finds -

447 ch ...... ' 0.5Sm. d.pth 0.25m. 
Cinoular with 5teep side! - l fill. 

FInds -

531 ch ..... c< 0.8Om. dopth O.IOm. 
Circl.ll!U"with Sitep !Jidci - 1 fill. 
No finds. 

3.1.2 Site A: Late Iron Age/Early Roman Features 
Two sections of negative lynchet (63 and 1 178) were tentatively assigned to this phase. Lynchet 
63 was 3Sm long, Sm wide and O.20m deep, and lynchet 1 178 was 1 8m long. ' !Om wide and 
O.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 AgeiEarly Roman Iynchets, 

3,1.3 Site B: Bronze Age Features 
Eight small pits have been assigned to this phase, They were circular with average diameters of 
O.30m and depths of O.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 diarnclec a.lsm. de-pm O.03rn. 
Circular' with flat bLSe. $eVe-rely truncated by recent ploughing. 
Two fill> , BA polIOI)' v .... 1 and fill tb.roof. 

5024 di�eter O.35m. dcplb O.�m. 
Circul.,. with ven.ical urai,ht sides · 3 filb. bon" p�ient_ 
BA? po . .. fill 5025. 

S044 <Ii"''''', 0.50m, depth 0.29m. 
Circular with !Ilt�p regular si<leof. . 4 fills. 
BA pot .. fill 5459. 

5060 d;om ... , O,3Om, depth O.IOm. 
Cireular with eOl1eave sides - 2 fills. 
IlA pot .. fill 5062. 

5063 di""."" 0,40m, depth 0.26m. 
Circular with irrq,tllar :nraigbt t.ide:r. • 2 fill�, bone: p�,,1!frt. 
BA pot .. fill 5064. 
5068 diameter 0.3001. depth 0.17m. 

(�"",Iar. 3 fill>. 
BA? pot .. fill 5069. 

5078 d;"", ... , 0.43m. depth 0.1 Om. 
cirtullll" with concave ,!i:ide� · 4 fills. 
BA po . .. fill 5079. 

475 d' 
Cil'CUlar with ahaUow concave !li�!l � 4 fiUII. 
BA? po . .. fill 5477. 

5539 dilinietet O.301n. depth O.1Om. 
Circular with C:Mt:a.ve side:l - I fill. 

5541 diom.to, 0.28m. depth O.IOm. 
Cil"(:ular with �ncave sides · 1 fill. 

3.1.4 Site B: Late IrO/'l 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, 3 1 4m of ditch was exposed, of which 65J'n 
(20%) was excavated by hand. The ditches were not well preserved and were, on average, 0.8m 
wide and O.25m deep. They formed parts of three enclosures which extended beyond the edge of 
the excavated area. The enclosures had 50m minimum widths. 

All the ditc::hes cut. throl,lah the Clay-withrflinL, and display cDflsidcrable variability in the prnfila. Their survivin, widths and depth:!; are 
detennined. Pll1ly by the dc!rt:cs to whic::h they ha.vc been truncated by ploughing. and their sha.pes c:an vtry within a few metre:!;. The summary in 
thl!l table gives. an o.ver.gc for each dit<:h. 
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sections lenglh hmith widlh deplh angle shape tw. 
Dilcb ""ug dug 
5051 4 20 5 65 .26 mod./stp. im:gl:llal" 0., 
5070 8 35 1 1  75 .17 shal/rnod. irregula.r 

conc.lilT. 
5239 3 7 3 70 .24 moderate I::oncavc n.t 

5240 3 8 4 85 .25 shiitllow imgul ..... conca.ve 
5251 IS 1 15 19 1 . 10 39 mod-erate irregular conc.lflat. 
52.17 4 36 6 83 28 'lp.lilT. ()I)ne.lirT. cone.lfl .. 
5359 2 6 3 80 15 shallow 5traiSht COncave 
5406 5 25 6 65 15 shallow im.gtllar irregular 
5413 2 5 2 70 Ig mod./stp. (:QJlcJ'tr. coocav� 
5414 4 4 1  1 .05 30 modJIltp. irteg�lat �ICJfla.I. 
5425 3 1 1  5 .65 21 ,bal./mod. irregular oonc:ave 
5543 1 S I 1.28 47 moder.am il'R'lullU" fl .. 

Ditc;:h 50S1 
sub-div Ject.ion #I 
5256 546 
5267 1 1 7 1  
5299 554 
5530 SS4 
Linear (:\U. nmning 2Om. SSW·NNE. curving slightly to the ,.,t oM it nears a JDunded mrmin.J III tbs north cnd at c. 500/493. At the IJouda it joinll 
ditcb 5239 .. an appro.im ... righ, angl . ..  c. 419/477. Th. ditcb wid.", ID c. O.9Om . .. d deopon. ID c. 0.4Dm. ti the  IDmUnal. I' .... paI"llol ID 
ditch 5257 and tM top filb. of thel.le two diu:holl merw,e: into each othel"� In profile the dilCh ha.! modctatc/stcep sides. both concave and CDnYd� and 
.. flat(/c:onc:ave) base. 

Ditch 5070 
lub-div !lttcrion # 
5042 1 1 38 
5071 1 1 52 
5252 1 170 
5261 1170 
5402 1 177 
5423 1 1 86  
5412 1214 
5494 1215 
Highly tNneated linear cut running Bpprnxim8.1.cly N-S. To the north it peters out at c. 521 .51513.5. About 23m to lhe: south. at c. 5 17/502. it mm!!: 
at an approx.ima.le right ansh: to continue fOI" a further 12m before petering out again, disappoaring .. one point due to inII'IWton. However it 
.appean to continue :ilOi'I'tC 7rn to Ih� lIoilth�eII$� .... ditch 5406. In profil., th., ditch hJ.! a !ilhallow/m()d�� VwShBpc. 

Ditch 5239 
I�b-div 
5216 
5241 -
5533 • 

$ecrion N 
1 164 
1 1 60  
554 

Li.n88f cut. RIMing 7m NW·SE from c. 489/417 wh(!lre it joins. dil1;b SOSl lU. :an  appfOxiQJa18 righl angle, to c. 495/471 wbere it endl at th8 dg� ot 
the 1933 :jI.fN. excavation. It NM roughly paratlel. on· 

the loutbW!iBI lIide. to ditch 5240 which cnd. at die liatOe point. ahhouah th� two converge 
.lilhUy. In lh. I.933 ..... "alian only on. ditch "' .. euooontcRld oD lhII lino - Ditch YY whldl cooliD"od .. uth_, and "", .. od ditch 5414 (Ditch 
lOO .. c. 502/462. In profit. the di'ch ha> • mod ...... V shape wi,h .ligbUy <on""". side. and � 

Ditch 5240 
$11b-div 
5097 
5243 -
5404 _ 

section # 
1 164 
1 160 
554 

Line� .. CUI running 8.Sm NW-SE parallel, on lhe north-eB.s1 :side., 10 ditch 5239. although the tWO converge slightly_ Its NW end is elM. by ditch 5051 
at 4901477. It ends 10 the. sOtlth�t at tb� edge of the 1933 area excavation at c. 491/471.5. In th� 1933- ele&VatiOn only one ditch was 
�nc(llunlered on thal line · Ditc:h YY whieh continued. $()uth·�t ar.d cro,f8(I ditch S414 (Ditch � at c. SO'l/465. It Iw .  shallow V sbaped profile 
with • •  Ii�htly rounded b .... 

Ditch 5251 
sub-div section -#I 
soSI 1 165 
5088 1 161 
5093 1 173 
5205 1173 
5294 1 1 89 
5419 552 
5420 1 1 87 
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5454 1207 
5464 552 
5469 1207 
5485 552 
5490 1208 
5523 1225 
5545 1226 
5546 1226 
LiDl!:nr cut !It.;krting un<ie:r the b..wlk at c. 461/469. running north for 44.Sm bc!:forl! tumina too thi! NNE, Il thl!lQ runs 17m to a right.anSh: comlBr :U 
467.5/�28.S. It continu!;!!. for4Sm to tl'M= BSE making ana. her right-&nglc rum at c. S07.5JSOS.S. It lh!lQ hMda SSW for a.Srn to a rounded �nninaJ 
o.i �03.;5IS01.s. Then: ill. a noticeable ChMg� in depth, in one excav.ated. 5caion at c. 488.51.519..5, thIS ditch stepping down c. O.2Om.. 10 the WcsL Ita 
profile varies considerably aloni, its 1 1 5  metre Ie.ngth. The western ann has a. s.hallow V shape:, althouSh as it approaches the northern c:orncr and 

... IO'ng the Mnh arm the diteh haa steeper Bi�!II with a flat base, feY!lrtina to lho ,hallow V shape to the. east. The terminal is 3.Sm from the northern 
temlinal Qf dit.(:h 5257 which cmuim.les ihc line of :5251 to the SSW. 

[�tch 5257 
!lub-div secnon _ 
5:258 546 
5429 554 
5467 1 1 94 
5473 l l ll!l  

Linea, cut """,ing 36 .. (rom .nde, the b""lk at c. 4831467 10 a roun<!od lenninal ll c. 501/498. Towards the north it h .. . .  tepped profile, ,hall • ., 
. tho top and. steepening towarcb th!l base.. whil� lQ the $Out�t it bas a more eolleave shape. Dik:h 5051 runs parallel 'to it for pan: of its length, 
and the top fillP,i of both ditches Ilu:r-gc. Iu terminal la 3.�ni from the teml;i.aal ()'( ditch S2S l itho ends of the twQ ditch!;!! beiRi OD th£ 1IB.Jn8 liq& 

Ditch 5359 
sllb-div section :/l 
5501 • 1211 
5511 • 1219 
Linear cllt runnina WSW-ENE. It en&. lilt me West in a I'Onnded tcnninal lll c. 4991504. The e:Mt end illo  UHC8rtNII dll8 to fr!ot disturbana:. mt it is 
PO$S1b.tc: dull: it continues -.cro$$ ditch 1414 running cast � diieb �413. giving a c::ombinm 18f1;th of 14.$ mdru. In profilE- the ditch has a ah.allow 
V shape. with a. sliehUy eO[\Civc ballC. 

Ditch 5406 
s.ub-d.i .... 
5281 : 
5:291 
5353 
5354 
Sl55 

sectlcm :# 
1 177 
l lSO 

WI!!,t as ditch 5070. In profile it hus shallow V shape. 

[�tch 5413 
Iub-div seet.ion_ 
5277 • 551 
5416 . 1 170 
Hiahly truncaUld lincar cut rilIlnina. E�W for 5 men,. Ends. al l:he  e�t with a rounded. tenninal which CUI.:I into the corner of ditch 5070. It ends .u: 
tho Wat within ditch 5414 which it meetl at near a right. angle. Hl)Wcy�r. what happens 10 it there is uneenain as it is cut within·ditch 5414 by 
circular CUI 5290. It ma continue as 5359 runnin WSW. However men: illl inlB(Vmm root. dilwrbaneo b£l� du:sc two short dilchu so an 
re-Iationship is ItJ'tCIea.t. The ditch hu, a 1] shaped profil� 

[>itch 5414 lIub-.div $�tiQn It 
5278 5S1 
5451 551 
SS49 559 
5554 
SSS6 
5558 559 

Very ""'igbt lin ... cut running 41m from unde, the b .. lk SI �0l/466 NNE IQ • rounded tennina! 01 512.51505. Clo •• IQ the lenninal ;t h .. .  
moderate V shaped profil!! with a sieep-s1d.ed. flat-based slot in the bue. To the sOlith it h� a 5hallow U $hapll!l. In th8 1933 ��cavaJjQn.afela thi. 
ditch (:QnrintJes to the iliouth as Ditch XX. crolllin& Ditch YY at c. '5021465. 

Dilc:h 5"42.5 
�ub-div 
5279 
5400 • 
5460 • 

section N 
l ln 

1 1 83 

Highly tl'Um::at8d linear CI.lt running I lm NNE from under baulk. B.I. c. 443/470. and �torins: oot at c. 4461480. Its profile varies within both sub-
divis1(11u belw�l!!;n U !I.haped and thallow V shapt-d. 
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!l;tch 5�41 
CUt l'Ur'lni-,g 4.:!irn NE from undel" baulk al 521/46� �nding at a roUdded. tl1lnninal at c. 523.51461.5. This d1t4::h appl!llll'l to be the northern end. of .. 
ditch nott:d on the surface in the 1933 cxeav.uim'l • .and marked on their general plan as \'Ditch", In profil!!! Ditch 5543 has a shallow V shape; with a 
verlicn1 sidl!ld. fiat ha!lll!'d slot in the ba..s:l!I. 

TIll!! �closed. 8.f� � i,ent-raJ 
Because som£ of the ditch!:!/' cross over. others. lhey cilnnOot all be contemporary. However . ..  1 of them have the s.amo Ili!Inellll ali&nrnet'lt. eilhcr c. 
NE/SW Of NWISE. and takt.J) as a wholt. appear to fonn Il number (If 5ub-rcdangulat Cn(:ID5Cd area which have been modified over tiroc. Thc5tl 
�IOIUrclll have a very rou,gh cheqtu:r boatd 8.mlngemc:nl meeting at c. 510/500, although various interpretation.$ � passible. SiJ: dilChCl have: 
th£ir tcnnin..t!l within 20m of each other. in the, area where thC3C e[l(;lo$tlr� converge. A number, of thtl ditches run side by .!lid!: - 5OS1 /lnd 5257. 
nnd �239 and :5240 - while dilche3 4525. 5414 �d 5rnO are parallel but separated. 

Endose4 ar'l!� 1 
Thc most c:omplclc of the enclo/icd areM is fonncd by ditcbos 5251 and SlS7. Its nortbeast. end is reetanluhlf. 4Sm wide. with (;I�at right 8.I1glcd 
�mC!",. but d\1� to a bend in jg wost si4� th� IW�RII ilhap4!l ill tnanplllr, ma.mwitlS to �£. I��. ThE loothei'D cnd of the a.rea wu beyond the 
liolllhlCrn baulk, but up to the baulk it hu an IU'C8. of c. 1900 m2. If tbe ditches continued to the. SDUth on the same lines die wtaI oIiJQ w(lIdd be c. 
?.'100m:!:. On tl"l� r.lIIl1.rlllt!"fll tIIirfl.: t:'. �m frmn Ihr. nnrth�r!A!lt r.nrnf'i.t .he!?. i� A 1 .. 'irh_ � in Ihl!! dl�h M\WIt!tl'l two tI!Irmin.a.ls pmvidina: acmsl into the 
enclQlied Dfe.a. 

EncIQ!iled area 2 
A Il:cond polsiblE enclosd af£llli� to thE- lOll"th-.uxt of cncioal:d area. 1. iU IiOrth-west side - ditcb �OSl & lying immedhuly pan.l1£1 to the IOuth.-

. . . . -
parallel lOo 5239. and is clearly related to this arrangement of MelQI'J:ur'O', tlhhoQlh ita nortb-OiUt I!IlId it cu& by ditc:h. 5OSI. DitehOlJ 50'1 Md S239 
WCn< R:.cordM sa bei.nJ thll 8ams, aJthou:gh it wsa noted th.u :5051 bad. .. ptUnlUY silting layer while 5239 did not. The south-wClitern sidO! of this 

.lB;II. continues in the 1933 exeavation al'ela at Di«:h YY .ad m.y hav� eorninu8d bl!yond thllil b.ulk to meet ot Ctof,lI the south-wlIiIsterly msnsiop. of 
d;.ch 5541. 

The nonh comer of this llJt:a is tmcl�ar, but appCanI to be rounded. '!be northern terminal of ditch 50S1 is c. 6.Sm SSW of the terminal of ditch 
5359. whit:':h may fonn part of tIH: JIIUIlt!: enclosufC. Its entrance wowd be. iD approximately the same position a. th .. iJ,to cmclose:d area It although 
the two would be 'li�hUy :u.t.ucmi. The nortb-e.ast side of the erwlosW'O may ha.ve been Conned by ditch .507015406t which form, the southern 
boundary to a third: possible. enclosed AI'Oa. 

En<:losed &rea 3 
[)it(:h� 5070 and 5406 fonn two ilides of a possible enclosed area. ahhoup both aft! severely truncated and thcl'C &re no surviving, ditch tenninab,. 

Other elcmcnl..!l 
I>heh 5'414 while. not fitting intO thi.!l amngement. mat be related to onelosed area I. iu north tenninal �ndin, ",lose to, and OIl lhe line of. the north 
side· Qf the area. The area between the di tch (Di«:h XX to tho $Omh) and Iho eNt.l!lm $ido of ern::lo!Jed arEa I nBn'OWS lO the north, Connina a fann� 
shape. Ditch S414 .. 1110 Il1Q5 almQ:!i1 pamlJl!;t to, bill c. Srn to the weat oft the. northern cXiemioll of ditch 5000. iu term.iDaJ bein, clO.lt; 1.0 tht; liOuth
we.:!;tem COmet _of enclosed area :3. . 

In the southern part of the site a further four ditches were uncovered. All were sectioned and 
pottery was recovered from two of them. In all 17lm of ditch was exposed, of which 27m (16%) 
was excavated by hand. Their dimensions were variable; one ditch, S007, 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 lm wide and 0.28m deep. The ditches fonned a pair of parallel boundaries lOm apart 
which flII1 roughly east-west down the slope. The most substantial ditch was at the western end 
and on the northern side. 

!>itch s�ctions I,.glb length widlb doplb anale Ilohape -
dns dn� 

5007 5 72 13 3.5 1.3 moderate """- fl .. 
5119 J 14 7 1.5 0.35 irregular irregular irregular 
5183 4 S2 5 0.9 0.1 mO�ra18 Un!s;ular imaular 
5319 11 2 0.7 0.18 modc ... te l.trCIg.ulllt irregUlar 

{�lcn 5007 
,ub-div /ic(;rion # 
5006 539 
�IO �41 
5029 544.553 
5109 540. 1 140 
5129 S43 
Uncut dit(;h numin, 72fn NW-SE IlCI'OSS and IlP the slope of the. hiU. To the WClt it extends undct the west baulk at c. 306/53 J.  and to the �h& 
C=a:lil il cnds hl a n)undl!d terminal at t:. 347.5/529.0. It is approximately :nraight. thotlgh turving &Hghtly to thll!- loulh, and with a pronounced. kink to 

c. pro I i on 
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vertical .llt the base.. In sub-divi!ion 5129 - the tc.nninal � lhe sides are shallow at tl\e top above a distinct angle to �teep straight �ide$ aown to the 
bue. The Ulrminal hu lhe :same profil� longitudina.lly. In most pll1ces lhe� is a sharp ang le too the flat base. 

Th� ditch vari�& in dcpth from O.Q lm (5129) tQ 1.22m (5029). Apart from oIU the kmk it varies in width fmm 2.Om (5 129) to 2.Sm. (.5010). the base 
v.ryin� in width from 0.20.. (5010) to 0,31 (5129). Th ... i. no .t>POtent ... ,on forthe Idnk wh ... the ditch widen. to Un!. 

The ditch i:r. a. 'ingl� cut. the fiUs .!:howiog. nQ $ignificant vari4dion along its length. apart from .an inclU.Sing clayey texture to the $outhew whe� 
thc top of t� ditch QlU, through Clay-wilh:'f1int. The fill& appear �uiv.alent. with four ph&li�s being identified. Thc� are thn:� silting layer, looser 
Nbblc.iowatd& the has8, with tht!! heavier COmponenU of medium 10 large flint nodule" filling Ihe centre of the CUt. I\1'Id a rcc=nt loamy layet with a 
hj;h "umic content. 

[>it"" 5 139 
S l ow cut 
3$01525, imme.dialely :iOurh-east of lhe terminal of ditcb 5007. The cui has shallow uppl!;r .side!!:. above- a stee-p sided slot �fore the flai base which 
is 0.1 0-0.2Orn. wide. 

P;toh 5183 (pan of 5320) 
Lideat em runnins S2m NW-SE a.c:ro,u .and lip me ,liope of the' hill. S��re'Jy tmnCAiOd. &Dd ,utviving only aa tJu-cc diaronma::tcd Ksnwnb (�128., 
S342 and 5325). To thc north-west it 8't�nds beyond. che western b.lllk Ii.t: c. 306/S20. To lh� !ilout.h-ClUt it endf. at a rounded. tenninal at 340153 1.$, 
Wh8re it ,urvivos to .. J'tllSonable dqrtb nt!I8.f" iu �rminal the diCC:b h_ :shallow IIItraight u�r ,ides. ""th a narTQW steeper sided. slot at. the ba:ie:. 
Elscwbt:re only this nU'l'Ow slot sul"Iives, varyins in width from 0.17-0,4Om. A.ftct a 4.1m gap tht:- lin� ofdu& ditch is cootiQlll!d to tM soQth-eut by 
ditch 5319, givins: an l)'Venlll length for ditch 5320 of 6�. 

Di"," 5319 (pan of 5320) 
Narrow. shallow cDl ruMine NNW�SSE &cross and up thc slope of th� hill. In profile the Jihapc of ita sides varies from sin.ight to dightly oonca.\fc. 
8.5 does the shape of the base. It endJ at th� 'NW in .a. rolldde.d tetmin .. 1 si 342/�Z7. while- to the south it peters out at c. 346/515. After a 4.1m, gap 
the line, of this ditch ill continued to the north-west by d.itch 5183. giv�g an oVl!;rall lt!!nglh for ditch 5320 of 69 metres. 

The ditches - gCncraJ 
The main f£atu� of dUs group (5169) al"l!; two pantllt!!1 ditche$ mnning NW�SE *C:trnis and up th8 dope- 0( ths hill, on tbs uphill lid.,. of, Md 
p""'1I.1 to, the t",.",led mm'; .. of nogativ. lynoilo. 5349. Th. uphill (NE) d;,,,� $007 i . .. b ..... ti.lly I.rgor thM the downhill (Sm .itch 5320, 
The. diS .... CB W • 
droveway ending atlhe corner of one 01' mOrt: fields. 

Ai c. �3Om. north. the negative Iynchct turns at approximately a right angle and continUes &outh�west � 5343. so formini the corner of a fiold. 
Ditclt .5007 �nd$. and dite;h 5320 has ita. entrance. immediately east ofthi$ comet. Thc line of dit'Ch 5007 contlnlle, oIl$ diccll 5139, while 5320 veers 
r:.f !i:liEhily fn thll'l 'Q�ltb.. east of md pandlcl to Ilesativ.- Jync:::h"t 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 ·  pi." 113. ""';on, 175, 176. 
Thl! f�res i.neludc positive Iynch� 5140 mnning NW�SE (the same. 8Ji 5301 in ama D). and posiri ... e lynchet 5338 joining it at a right anale {mm 
thc SW. Downhill of bolh features we.re th� truncated remains of negalivc. lynchetll - SI49 and 5170 � cut iPto tha natural chalk. aod l$r iinear 
hollows - S147 and 5315 - n:lnning paraJlel to tho IYDcol!;t&. 

SMjU8Qce: 

1. ,The <:re�ion by plough action of two po:;inve Iyncheu in a T formati on, with cQff4!I!Iponding negative Iynehets clown slope of thml. 

2. The trunt:.IUiQQ Qf th"'$e features by later ploughing., and rhe accumu latiQn Qf a 'wny ploughsoil ovet them. AUhou&h Iyrtc-hct 5338 il visible � a 
IQW bank. thete all!: nQ IYQchec soils in the section. and it survives only � a low rise in thli.!l natural chalk. The Iynchet sCti.1s of 5140. however. 
�urvive to a depth of 0.60 metrns. 

3. The cutting of two linear hollQWS through the laterploughsoiJ, Me (5147) into'the lower "'lopes of posiiive Iynchet 5140. the other (5315) cllrting 
lhmuch the tills of ne.gative Iynchet 5170 and into the Wl.derlyine chalk. 

4. The further accuJDulation (If soils (5335). 

Site. [) 
The feuul'elli includl8 po.sitive lyn<:hClt 5301 running NW-SE (the: sunc 8li 5140 in .area 0. and positivc Iynchct S 189 joinln� il at a riSh� an .. l� from 
the south-west. Downhill fmm 5301 are. trace.&: of a Qt:sative Iynchei 5347 c:w into lhe natwal chalk, Cut. itno the lowet slofle' of posilivc Iynl;:h�( 
5301 is a linear hol low. 
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The straligraph:ic relationship betWeen scrne of these fe$l� h8$ been d�tl'Qytld by later" pIDll�hing. AI�. the. tren(:h CUllI .5301 at a (:OQ.iic:lcl'ablc 
angle; g,(t m",king thl! identification of f�.uure!l. in section moce difficult. pal1:iCl1lat1y ne&a.i.iv� Iync:het 5347. which ia visible only in plan. The 
following. i!i a possible seqllem::et however. 

' 

I. Thl!; crea.iOQ of by plollgh action of two positive Iyr.u:;hets in * T fOol'lnation. In plan there. are lraees of a peSativc Iynchet 5347 downhill of :5-301 
which may have been conlcmpOtaty. As area D extends west only to the- bull of po!ilitiv� iypchl!1 5189 it is not possible to f;ay .thsr then:. WIU B. 

l'IC'gQ,iiv� Iyn<:het downhi 11 of it al�. 

2. The trun!::aJ:ion of lhcsc fearures by later ploughing. removini the Ilppl!lr layer!. of the positive I),lichets. and a.cQImulation DC a stony plough$Oil 
over mem. Ncglltive: Iynche.i 5347 may be- the result of tili, miDn. (3"347 is in stl1ltigtBphi(: unit 33 02 03. How�v"r. if it is ,. R:sult of this Ilter 
ploughing it would � in 33 04 02. 

3. The 4;:U1ting of Il lin�ar hollow 5301 through thC:lIt laI.;!' soils ink'! the- lowe;r slop� of PO'lriv� Jynmq ,nol. This m&y be: the same.feature, M 
5147 in arnC. 

Eight pits were assigned to this phase. They occWTed 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 O.5m to 2.5m and their depths from O. 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 diomoter l .lOln. depth 0.1 5m. 
CitcU1ai' with :s:hallow irrcg1.llar s{de. - 2 fills. 
IUI pot 7003 in fill 5022. F. ",d 752'. 

50<16 length 2.35m. width 1.82m. depth O.9Om. 
Ova.1/(1)unded with steep !Iltraiaht !l.i�1I • .3 fills. 
Pe objcd 7007. Fe frag 7S25� Co; object 1010. St quem frals 70]3·7018 and 7020. fQrmp stoos 'S27. 

5074 dilQnl!!�r 2.0Sm. depth 1.6Om. 
Citcuhnwilh cwvl;ld convex sldcll - 17 fills:. 
F. ro<I 7523. 

:Ut7 maml:mr l .sOm. d�plh L25m. 
Circular with r:(]ri(:fLVc sidcii - 16 fills. 

528S dilmeler 2.. ',Sm, deplh 1.ISm. 
Rounded/tlndci'Cm concaVe "sldei - 8 fills.. 

5290 di ... e"" 0.62m, depth 0.32m. 
Sub-circular with shallow irregular $ide:s · I fill. 

$407 diarnclcr 1 .3�m. depth 1.00m. 
Cireular/Qval with steep eoncave sides · 8 fills. 

5537 diameter 2.SOm. depth ... 193(Ys ... ""I'd. 
Rounded widt. tlIldercut eonca.ve "ides • 1 bac;:kfill. 
Previously cxcavansd by Smart and Birkbcclc.. 

In addition, lo the eight piu. t�� W,JI..!I onl!! IImall &atom tentativel), intcrp�d as a cremation pit; 

5018 di ... eler 0.47m. depth O.llm. 
Cirrular with concave �. bad.ly lruncatMi by ploughing. 
Thn:c fills 7 Ra 'V."u�1 Md fills abQve and below, also lWo Fe Objects. 

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 1 936). 
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3.2 THE ARTEFACTS 

3.2.1 Amber 
There are 14 amber beads, all from inhumation grave I 133 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 
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 1 167 . AB Point 210101 Agri SO 8 14 
2533 1002 AB Pin? 210103 Flint dep SO 875 
2028 872 AB Point 210105 2nd silt in SO 8 1 3  
2527 607 AB Point 210212 Crem 606 

po ' s e - pin. em 
2530 607 AB polished 2102 1 2  Crem 606 
2531 607 AB polished 210212 Crem 606 
2532 607 AB Point 210212 Crem 606 
2536 607 AB polished 2102 1 2  Crem 606 
2537 607 AB polished 210212 Crem 606 
2538 607 AB polished 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 fragments ( 13376g) was recovered. Of these. 1 9  pieces (1 68g) were found during 

• • •  I • • • 

were predominantly derived from the Late Iron Age/Early Roman pit and ditch fIlls in site B. The 
assemblage includes Romano-British roof tiles and, although highly fragmentary, constitutes 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 Fired clay 
In total, 270 fragments (333g) of fired clay including foW' objects were recovered. Bronze Age 

Co::. 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 predoririnantly derived from pit and ditch 

,'I. • 
���\ 

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. 

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 
possibly related to activities associated with the digging of the ring-ditch and, perhaps, the ' 
deposition of the Collared Urn 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 A e/Earl Roman features. 

3.2.8 Burnt flint 
A total of 3792 pieces (5 1939 1g) was recovered. By weight, 8 1 %  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 while the remaining 2% was from site clearance or disturbed contexts. The 

been selected for retention on the basis of a 1 % sample from each feature containing a large 
amount of burnt flim, 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 distinct groups: the material from the area of Bronze 
Age activity, and that from the area close to the Late Iron Age/Eatly 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 
protective cushioning, and boxed in a dry environment in plastic, lidded containers with dessicant 
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 Iynchet. 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 Iynchet and an iron 
lump was recovered from post�hole 246 in structure 988. One Victorian farthing was recovered 
from un stratified 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 

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

SF 
2003 
2500 
2501 
2502 
2508 
7027 
7501 
7502 
7503 
7504 
7505 
7506 
7508 
7522 
7532 
7029 
7533 
7538 
2010 
2004 
7005 
7006 
2009 
2517 
25 19 
2543 
2544 
25 1 8  
2526 

CONTEXT CATEGORY 
123 Cu Ring 
1 23 Cu F�ng 
5 Cu modern pin 
123 Fe Brooch Roman 
358 Fe rod 
500 I Fe strip 
500 1 Fe lump 
5001 Fe lump 
5001 Fe cruciform 
500 I Fe complex object 
5001 Fe 21 nails 
500 I Fe hob-nail 
500 I Fe 28 rods 
5 142 Fe rod 
5422 Fe nail 
5337 Fe nail - modem? 
5536 Fe nail 
5498 Fe modern rod/bracket 
534 eu rod 
247 Pb lump 
5027 Fe object? 
5027 Fe object? 
6 1 5  Cu rod 
649 eu rod 

. 650 Cu hooked rod 
649 eu rod 
002 Cu rodlwire 
607 Cu rod 
607 Cu rod 

PHASE FEA TORE 

0 10101 
010101 
010101 
1 10101 
120208 
140602 
140602 
210102 
210102 
210102 
2 10 102 
210103 
210212 
210212 
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VIS over barrow 
VIS over barrow 
VIS 
VIS over barrow 
Barrow ploughsoil 
VIS 
VIS 
VIS 
VIS 
VIS 
VIS 
VIS 
VIS 
Topsoil 
VIS 
Natural 5499 
Natural 5535 
Natural 5499 
Pos lynch SD 550 
Post-hole 246/988 
Scoop 5018 
Scoop 501 8  
Flint/ash S D  6 1 3  
'" 6 1 5  
'" 6 1 5  
'" 6 1 5  
Flint dep SD 875 
Crem 606 
Crem 606 
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20 1 6  824 Cu Brooch MILIA 3 10101 Neg lynch SD 1026 
7028 5432 Fe rod 330205 Lynch SD 5433/5343 
752 1  5055 Fe Ring? 350102 Ditch SD 5256/505 1 
7526 5232 Fe strip 350501 Ditch SD 5082/525 1 
7534 5455 Fe 2 nails 350502 Ditch SD 5454/525 1 
7535 5455 Fe 4 rods 350502 Ditch SD 5454/525 J 
7023 5053 Fe rod 350602 Ditch SD 5258/5257 
7539 5559 Fe 2 nails 350902 Ditch SD 5558/541 4  
7524 5022 Fe rod 360 101 Pit 5020 

70 10 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 
7531 5525 Fe nail 410102 Mod pit 5506 

3.2.10 Pottery 
A total of 7723 sherds (57857g) was recovered. 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 Call be divided into five main groups: Bronze Age 
cremation vessels and sin le vessel sherd concentrations robabl also of Bronze A e date· 
material from the barrow ditch layers; material from the lynchet soils; material from the Late Iron 
AgelEarly Roman enclosure ditches; 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, 

ami is labelled, bagged and boxed in a 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 urn 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 

Barrow ditch material 
The material from the barrow ditch layers comprises 370 sherds (291 8g). Five sherds are of Late 
Iron AgelEarl y 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 
fabrics also occur in small quantities. The majority of sherds appear to be from Deverel-Rimbury 
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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
RiI'nbury 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) but easily recognisable as 
diagnostic forms and fabrics. 

In total 9 1 3  sherds (3885g) were recovered from the lynchet 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/bowIs 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 1 8  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 
Iynche! (<;7 on! 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 1 1 10 sherds (6776g). Twenty
three of these, including one sherd from a furrowed bowl, are of prehistoric date and apparently 
redeposited. The remainder ?f t�e �ssemblage is of 2nd/1st-century BC to l �t-ce�tury AD date, 

refinement and subdivision of this. The coarseware assemblage predominantly consists of flint
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 Romiln pit material 
In total 101 I 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-
tempered and sandy fabrics occur in approximately equal quantities. Bead rim and necked jars are 

28 



·Y",< 
'il'(, i'; 

rJ 

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. 

3.2.1 1  . Shale 
Part of a single shale spindle whorl was recovered during clearance of the Late Iron Age/Early 
Roman w 
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. 

3.2.13 Slag 
Five pieces (352g) were found. Two pieces were from un stratified 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 
Iynchet. Only the last piece has been retained and is bagged and boxed in a dry condition. 

3.2.14 Stone 
Only stone which was considered either to be foreign to the site (ie. not immediately local), or 
which showed definite or possible signs of working. was collected. The total quantity recovered 
is 2 1 3  pieces (14172g), and has been bagged and boxed in a dry environment. This material has 
been divided into worked and foreign stone. 

Worked stone 
This collection consists of 1 17 pieces (9369g). Only one piece (230g) from an as yet unidentified 
object found amongst the flint deposit in the barrow ditch, is considered to be of Bronze Age date. 
The remainder comprises 3 1  quem' 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 VIS 
2504 5 St Rotary quern frag VIS 
7001 5001 St Saddle quern frag VIS 
7509 5001 St Rotary quern frag U/S 
7510 5001 St quem frag U/S 
75 1 1  500 1 St Rotary quern frag U/S 
75 12 5001 St Rotary quern frag U/S 
75 13 500 1 St Rotary quern frag VIS 
75 14 500 1 St quern frag VIS 
75 1 5  5001 St uem fra VIS 
7516 5001 St quem frag VIS 
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75 17 5001 S t whetstone frag VIS 
75 1R 5001 St polished frag VIS 
75 19 5001 St polished frag VIS 
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 Rotaty quem frag 1 10403 Neg lynch 985 
2008 636 St Polished 210103 Flint dep SD 6 1 9  

5029/5007 
7022 5073 St quem frag 350101 Ditch SO 

5256/5051 
7540 5055 St quem frag 350102 Ditch SO 

5256/505 1 

� 7541 5055 St quem frag 350102 Ditch SD 
5256/5051 

7542 5055 St quem frag 350102 Ditch SO 
5256/5051 

7543 5055 St quem frag 350102 Ditch SD 
5256/5051 

7544 5055 St  quem frag 350102 Ditch SO 
5256/5051 

Itc 
p 5256/5051 , -, � 7546 5055 St quem frag 350102 Ditch SO �"."'. 

;';i)� 
5256/5051  

f! 7551 5055 St quem frag 350102 Ditch SD i1 .�': 5256/�051 
7019 5055 ' St chalk loomweight 350602 Ditch SO 

5256/505 1  
7024 5053 St quem frag 350602 Ditch SO 

5258/5257 
7547 5559 St quem frag 350902 Ditch SD 

5558/5414 

:f.p 
7013 5047 St Rotary? quem frag 360102 Pit 5046 

':� , 7015 5047 St quem frag 360102 Pit 5046 
70 16  5047 St quern frag 360102 Pit 5046 
70 17 5047 St quem frag. '1=70 16 360102 Pit 5046 
70 18  5047 St quem frag 360102 Pit 5046 
7020 5050 St quem frag 360102 Pit 5046 
7527 5047 St '1light trapezoid? 360 1 02 Pit 5046 
7025 5286 St quem frag 360105 Pit 5285 

, . ' ,  " 

h"",., Foreign stone 
Ninety-six pieces (4803g) were found. This inc1udes two pieces of apparendy unworked stone 
bearing dog-tooth shaped '1quartzite crystals which were found in the barrow ditch. 
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3.3 The Environmental Data 

3�3.1 Molluscs and Plallt Remaills 
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 Iynchet, one from the Bronze Age barrow ditch and one from the best-preserved lynchet 
section 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. 

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 AgeiEarly Roman paddock enclosures. 

Most of the samples taken for artefact retrievil from graves were sub-sampled 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:-

REIJEI'OSITED NA TURALIlIURJED SOIL BARROW · BURIALS IN DITCH 
Sample Context 1'11 ... F .... '" Sampl� Context 1'11 ... Pe.atu:ro 
3066 898 010101 Post-hole. 897, "awe. with 891 024 655 2 1 01 1 1  Inh�ariDII 654, in ditch 
3067 1012 Buril!ld soil?? 3099 1 184 210113 InhUJnation 1 185. in ditch 
3073 1012 010101 TCI�t TRl'lch 1 1 13 oiler' bano 3071 10]$ 210114 Inhumation 10]8. disturbed by 

<halk 1 1 20 
3109 5146 010101 Lynchet SD 5140/5339 3077 1085 210114 Oitc:h layer, a,ssoc with 1018 
3135 484 010101 Natural feacu� b�low BA I riclicl. 3081 1 120 21O!l4 Inhumation 1 12 in dill::h 
3 1 36 481 010101 Layer in 484 3085 1024 210115 Inh�mati.on 1 1 37. in diteh 

. 3137 480 010101 Layer in 484 3082 1049 210116 Inhumation 1049. in ditch 
3138 480 010101 La.ycl'in 484 3080 1062 210117 Dilclt I.yor . ... "c with ! 109/Il IO 
3139 480 010101 Layer in 484- 3083 1 124 210117 Inhumation U lOt in ditc:':h 
3140 480 010101 Layer in 484- 3078 1082 2101 1 8  InhIlIn.aOI:l 1063. i n  ditc:h 
3141 483 010101 Layer in natural featUM 262 3074 1069 2101 1 9  Inb orn  .. ". 1068. i n  ditch 114 
3142 479 010101 Laye.r in 484- 3075 1069 210119 Inhum�Qn 1068, in ditcb 2J4 
3143 479 010101 Layer in. 484 3076 1069 210119 lnbornOlloo 1068. in ditch 3/4 
3144 l32 010101 Lay., .. 484 9 1069 210119 Inbwttatioa 1068. in dilclt 4/4 

3053 692 010101 R.depo,ilO<! nalUr>l 617 100 1 188 210121 lnh1lmabon 1 1 87� in ditch. 
ISOLA TEll BRONZE AGE CREMATIONS 005 626210131 Cremalion 200s. intem.J fill 
3084 955 130401 Crern."rion 2022. outside barrow 015 642 210132 Layer 642. BQn� !:;:ODe. jn 61'-
3130 955 130401 '" """pI. 3084 3016 643 210133 La)'l!:r64.3. Bone:. wiK:. in 615 
3 1 3 1  955 130401 3060 851 210134 Ct=llUion �31. in cut iD ditch 
3132 955 130401 3089 1 155 210\35 C...,ation 1 154. in ditch 
3 1 02 5026 140402 Cf'I!Imation 5024 3091 1 157 210136 Cremation la),III", in diteh/mulriplc7 
3103 5061 140403 Cremation 5060 3090 1002 210137 ere-Itullion 2fJl7:in ditc:h 1/4 
3104 5064 140404 Cremation 5063 3093 1 162 210137 Crem"on 2027. in dilclt 7)4 
3105 5067 140405 Cremation 5068 3094 1 169 210137 Cn:rnalion 2027. in ditc:h 3/4 
3107 �080 140406 Cremation 5078 3095 1 162 210137 Ctom"on 2027. in ditch 4/4 
3128 5478 140407 C�atiQn 5475 3098 1 182 210138 Cn:ma.r:ion 1183. iQ. ditch 
3133 5540 140408 CR:Ulatlon 5539 3096 1 173 210153 Stake-hole 1 172. neat crematiod 

l l57 
3134 5542 140409 Crmnation 5S41 097 1175 210154 Stak.e�hDh: 1174. near cremolltkm 

1 157 
3101 5016 140601 ScoopICn:marion 5017 BARROW. BURIALS IN ENCLOSllRE 
BARROW. DITCH FU-LS 3025 639 210201 Inhumatioll 686, in pit 
3041 612 210100 B.arrow ditch 3035 639 210201 inhumation 686. in pil 
3046 671 210101 Agricuhur.ill lioi I 3054 699 210201 InhumatlQn 689. dilch e-dge. tied 
3047 671 210101 Agricultural soi I 3036 668 210202 Inhumation 666, in pit 
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3048 671 210101 Agricultural soil 3057 801 210204 lntl.Umation 802, in shallow pit 
3049 671 210101 AgriQ;litl.llH1 mi I 3068 84Z 21020l Inhum:.lioa 871. in pi1, ploughed 

3050 � 1 4  210101 Agricuhuml soil 3061 858 2 10Z0� Inhumation 883. in pit. plQugked 
1004 623 210102 Crc.mai:jon 2005. exte.rnal fill 3062 858 ZI0206 Inhumation 883. ip pit. ploughed 

3009 633 210102 Layer 6lS, Pyre laye .. 3063 858 210206 InhUl:nation 833. in p;t, ploughed 

3010 632 210102 LayCl" 61�. Pyre layer 3003 603 21021 1  CrcmMion 602. �n small pit 

lOl l 63 1 210102 b.yc.r 615, Pyre lAyer 300Z 607/6 1 1  210212 Cremation 606. to pit 
3012 628 210102 Layer: 615. Pyre layer 3001 609 210213 Crem:jll:il)Q 608, in pit 
3013 629 21010Z L�Yl:ir615. Pyre layer 3006 625/627 210214 Cremation 624. in small pit 
301. 610 210102 Layer IS 1 :5,. Pyn:. layer 3007 625 210214 Cremation 624. in ,mall pit 
3017 6lS 210102 Layer 615. Pyre layer 3008 627 210214 Cremation 624, in small pit 
3018 648 210102 Layer 615. Py ... layer 3038 661/662 210215 Cremation 201 1.1n1I'1C&leci in pit 

3019 649 ZIOIOZ Layer 615. Pyfl!; layer 3037 664/665 210216 Cremation 2012. tNncated. in pit 

3020 650 210102 Layer 615. Pyre layer 3()j� 670 210017 CtemaiiOI1 669, in $hallow pit 
1021 647 210102 Layer 615, Pyre layer 040 696 210217 Cremation 669, in shallow piL 
3022 646 210102 Layor 615. Py .. I'yer 055 830 210218 Cmn;p.tl0Q 829. in small pit 

3023 646 210102 layEr 6151 Pyre layer 058 857 210219 Crcm. .... ion 8:56. in pit 

30�2 615 210102 Riot lAsh aeposit 059 866 210220 Cremation 2019. PrirDlt.lY 

3064 843 210102 Lay.r 843. S, .... � 615 065 892 210221 CrsJPRtion 8911 in v. sha.llow seoop 
3069 1005 210102 Ditcli layer, Strat .• 615 L YNCIIET AT WEST END OF SITE B 
3070 1019 210102 Diu:h I.yet, &:shy ditch. lesn$ 110 5196 330103 Lynch., SD 518915348 

3072 

���.� 210102 Dil<:b l.yer. S' .... � ��� ,� �! ��:� 330103 
",(10 O1nlm "' .  ,_ •• . . ,  "n,m 
3026 6�3 210104 Ditc::b layer, ditch Nbbl� 1 13 5196 330103 
3088 1 144 210104 Ditch lay�r, rubble with eh . 3 1 14 5196 330103 
3043 683 210105 Seoondal')' silt 3 1 15 5196 330103 
3044 683 210105 Secondary !lilt 3 1 16 5196 330103 
3045 691 210105 Sooond.a.ty ,iU. 3 1 17 5196 330103 
3056 616 210105 Ditch !;;tyer, mtch. lIilt 3 1 1 8  5196 330103 
3086 1041 210105 Ditch layer. &sh/U-t;(i(': 1049{l 136 3 1 1 9  5196 33010) 
3042 684 210106 Primary silt 3120 5196 330103 
3051 685 210106 Primary .ilt 3121 5196 330103 

3122 5196 330103 
UNllR PADDOCK ENCLOSURE 

3U6 5266 350102 Di,ch 5299 
UA/ER PITS 
3106 5017 360103 pj, 5074 
3 108 5204 360103 pj, 5074 
3124 5220 360104 pjt5217 
3 123 5289 360105 pj, S28S . .  I� \':,5 "''' E�: . 360105 Pi, 5285 

129 54SS 360210 Post-holelCmnation 5487 
121 5045 360501 CremariofJ 5"044 

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 
snails are present, generally very well preserved, species diversity is high and the sample provide 
a coherent group. 

Table 1 Samples from Twyford Down 

Mollusc sample series 
Large undated feature 484 
Pit 
Barrow ditch 
Lynchet 
Lynchet with OLS 
Lynchet 

Date 
'?Neolithic 
?Neolithic 
BA 
BA 
BA-lA 
WRB 

No. of samples 
1 0  
2 
13 
5 
5 
1 2  (6 for analysis) 
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Location 
Area A 
Tr 3016 

Tr 30 17 
Tr 3 1 06 
An:a C/D 
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Neolithic 
Samples from a large, well sealed, possibly Neolithic feature (484), beneath the Bronze Age 
lynch et produced high shell numbers and high species diversity typical of ancient woodland and 
included specimens of Ena obscura, Acicula fusca and Vertigo cf. pusi/la. 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 30 16) produced 
high numbers of shells, largely shade-loving species, again providing evidence of early woodland. 

Bronze Age 
Samples from the barrow ditch and putative old land surface all produced high numbers of shells 
and the ditch produced shade-loving assemblages at the base. The presence of very rare species 
such as Columella edentula and Colll11lella aspersa is particularly imponant 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 
Down ete). 

Assessment of Mollusca from selected flots 

SAMPLE 3 109 3 1 1 1  3 1 12 3 1 14 3 1 15 3 1 16 
Lynchet layers from site C 

Helicella itala R R 
Pupilla muscorum X R 
Vallonia X R 
Trichia hispida R 
Pomatias etegans C X 
Cochlicopa spp. X 

Vitrea spp. R R 
AeopineUa spp. R 
Discus rotundatus X C C R 
Carychium tridentatum X R C 

Lynchets (Bronze Age to Roman-British) 
In general mollusc numbers from the observed fiats, 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 Iynchet samples are rich in Mollusca. The 
supposed tree hollow beneath the Iynchet in site C (sample 3 109) contains largely open country 
species and thus can be discounted. The basal sequence from the main Iynchet sampled in site D, 
however, shows shade-loving species in the shallow feature and .base of the Iynchet. These 
eventually give way to typical open country species c. 20cm up the profile (sample 3 1 16). 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 latel 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 Iynchet sequences indicate distinct changes in land-use is 
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Twyford Down Mollusc presence/absence from trenches 30 1 6  and 3017 

Discus rotundatus 
Carychium "idemalUm 
Aegopinella spp. 
Nesovitrea hammonis 

O:rychilus cellarius 
Clnusiliden 
Vilrea spp. 

Pomatias elegans 
CtpuM SPP· 

oc .copa spp. 
Trichia hispida 

1-------·"·········· Trench 3016······· .. • .. -----1 1-·----·· Trench 3017 •••••• --1 
1-----Pit----II·············Lynchet •••••••••.•••• I I---.--.---Lynchet··········-I 

1-· Pit fill··I I---OLS---I I------colluvium····-·I I··---·-···colluvirun····· ---I 
2522 2523 25 142515 25 18 25172516251925082509251025 1 1 25 1 2  

X X X X X  X X 
X X X X X X X 
X X X 

X 

X X 
X 

X X 

X X 
X 

X X 

X X 

X X 
X X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

· X X X X X 

X X X X 
X X 

X X 

X X 

SHADE· 

LOVING 
SPECIES 

CATHOLIC 

OPEN 
COUNTRY 

Pupilla muscorum 
Vertigo spp. 

Vallonia spp. 
Helicella itala 

X X X X X X X X X X X SPECIES 
X X X X X X X X X X X 

Compton Common; trench 3002 
Colluvial deposits from Compton Common, of at least Bronze Age date, and an old land surface 
at the edge of the dry valley to the north of Compton Common, were sampled in a single column 
of nine samples. Eight out of the nine samples were processed and assessed (see table below). 

brackish-water land molluscs. The terrestrial shells are predominantly those preferring dry open 
country habitats . The colIuvium 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 
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 palaeoenvironmental (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. 

Anisus leucostoma 
Planorbis spp. 
Lymnaea spp. 
Bithynia spp. 

. 
n "OV' """. 
Nesovitrea hammollis 
Oxy.-hilus cellarius 

Pomatias elegalls 
Cochlicopa "PP. 
Trichia hispida 

Pupilla muscorum 
Vertigo spp. 
Vallonia "Pp. 
Helicella itala 

Ceci/ioides acicala 

Mollusc presence/absence from trench 3002 

2524 2525 2526 2527 2528 2529 2530 
X 

X X 
X 
X X 

� 

X 
X . 

X 
X X X 

X X X X X X 

X X X X X X 
X X 

X X X X X X X 
X X XC X X 

X X X X X X X 

2531 
FRESH-
BRACKISH 
WATER 
SPECIES 

SHADE 
LOVING 
SPECIES 

CATHOLIC 
X SPECIES 

OPEN 
X COUNTRY 

SPECIES 

X BURROWING 

Itchen V � ney 
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 downland 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 1-�·----3027--·---1 3028 1---3004----11---------3009--•• -------1 

2551 2542 2543 2544 2545 2537 2536 2538 2539 2540 2541 
Aneylus fluvkJtilis 
Bathyomp/lalus con/ortUS X 
Planorbis plu.,,(lrbi$ 
An.isus leucostoma 
Planorbis spp. 
Lym,,,,ea $PP_ 
Bithy"i" .pp. 
V"I",,," .pp. 

Discus rotundalus 
Carychium l,.idenltJlum 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

. -

X 
X 
X 
X 
X X 
X 
X 
X 

x 

x X 
X X 
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Cepuea spp. X CATHOUC 
Cochlicopa spp. X X X X X X SPECIES 

Trichiu hiS,Jid" X X X X X X X 

P1lf'WU m"scorum X X X X X X OPEN 

V(lllonia spp. X X X X X X X COUNTIl.Y 

Helicf!lla it(J/lJ. X X X X X X SPECIES 

Cecioitil'S acicula. X X X X X X X X X BURROWING 

The moUusc 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 Iron Age/ElI!ly 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 
Animal bone was recovered from 19/ contexts. Over half of these were associated with the 

three discrete burials of animals, one of which (l lSI) is associated with the cremation phase 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 rep on. 

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 fmal analysis. but it 
excludes any bone from sieved samples at least some of which contained amphibians and rodents. 
Th 

. . . 
m !recti dated features is as follows: 

Bronze Age 
Barrow area with surrounding ditch 1 374 
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 

36 



skeletons and part skeletons are general! y 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 complete 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 fragmented 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 measurable 
bones are as follows: 

Cattle 
Sheep 
Pig 

Number 
28 
36 
6 

Number measurable 
20 
19 
4 

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

The animal burials consist of a skeleton of immature pig fairly complete and in moderate 

Fairly complete foetal or neonatal lamb skeleton with part of a sheep skeleton in good condition. 
From the size of the sheep bones thi:; 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. 

3.3.3 Human Bone 
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 groups: 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 modem 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-date 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 
reference to them. One inhumation and one cremation were accomparue y gravegoo s; am 
beads with inhumation 1 1 33 and fragments of copper alloy and worked bone with cremation 606. 
These may give date ranges from typographic;. cross-reference. Stray fmds of dates later than the 
Brollze Age have not been found with the burirus, 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 out&ide the barrow 
Thirteen additional possible cremations were recorded from outside of the bmow, 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/Ear Iy 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 fragments of pottery vessels in shallow scoops with associated bumt material. Their 

. ' . . , 

reference to the pottery. It is thought likely that they represent an unenclosed low-intensity later 
Bronze Age burial area. 

The draft Human Bone catalogue is given below:-

lnhllrnalion 6S 1.  
Almost 1(10% �B recovery. 

11,hlly CI'OIlchcd on right side. 
AGE: y • ..,g ,dolt 
SEX: male 
PA rnOLOGY: dental hypoplasia; $lillht periodontal di!JUI!Ie; cribra orbitalia; Schmorl'$ node$.; d!!struclive le.siofJ5 in !'adial htladi and 1st riSht 
mel:al.a� .. I: exostoses in humefU.!l Ihaft. 
MORPHOLOOICAL V ARIA nONS: crowded teeth: mUlti-cusped dtitd molaJ!l.; wonnlSD bone$.; <ldas double fa.ct;t:; nOl'H1Ull)n of fifth lumbar 
spin,,; vastulII notch; cllk:anc4\1 f�t;et in laJU:S; ,liqlUllina facets. 
ANIMAL: Fraginenu 2 immature vCl1cbrae found wlth foot bones. 

'h,hl!;ep patc.lla found with hands_ Frngmcnl ?rib. 
Inhumlliol'l 654. 
c. 80% fe(:Qvel")'. all skl!;letal a�as. 
Probably el'OlJch� 00 left side, disturbed. 
AGE: full term foctuli/ncol'lale :>=;: .3 month:!.. 
PATHOLOGY: 1pcriO:U1tis. 
ANIMAL: s(lml;!! bQM pro!<q�l'ft. 
inhumation 666. 
e. 60% I"lIcovr;ry. all skdeu.l a�g. 

Loo!ely crouched. 
AGE: full term foc:nu;./neona1@. 
Inhumat:ion 686 
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t. 9()% re.coVI:ry. 
Crouched. on right side. :!.ome :!.Iight dlsturbance. 
AGE� older adull 
SEX: fmoale 

PA THatoOY: extensive toolh 10$$ - carie$/denlal tibset:sse�: heavy oc:ai<=ulll!. and periodontal d'iaea"e; osteOluthriri$ - tc.nlporo-mandibular. CO&IO� 
vertebral. hip joints.; eXO$tosl!:jI. • diual bumel"Lu .• light ilium. pauUu� calc;:anea; pitting and ollltcophyl.es - proximal humeri; nll!iW bone - prot.imal 
mmm; OSlrophyl§ r proximal ulnae. thoracic and lumbar vertebrae. I�(:ral Yel'leb .... left navicular: degenerative dis.c diseaJIc - 5li.Ct'a.1 vertc.bra.= well 
healed frac:tUre • left dii:ul fibula 
MORPHOLOGICAL VARlA1l0NS; 1lI�()pic sutUfl!i; wonnian bonell: deplCl:!Iioll in di!ilal hwncru:s.; atlu double f�ta;; 5th middle/distlll foot 
phaJan,ge:!li fused to fonn onc j>halaru.. 
ANIMAL: P ... ."L 
Inhumat.ion 689. 
c_ 90% �nry. 
Ig t y erouc e on t:: SI e, arms cxten 

AGE: .Id 0<1111. 
SEX: mal. 

o m  y. 

PATHOLOGY .. tooth Ion; periodQf)�1 di.!l(!3..!l� calculul depOsll5: exteru:ive denta.l abs�:!Iica:ka.rie.s.: secondary smu.iti.s in both antl\lm; periostitis � 
JIJ,ilQdibllC. muilla; O!lt�llrthritill • temp0fOrmandibular, all&.ii/ax.i:li joint. Ihorac:ic. lum.bar and sacral vertebrae, eo,tQ-Y!lrtcbml. hip joinu, ,houlder 
joinlti: osteophytea • thoracic and lumbar vertebrae, leIi foOl phalanx: destrudive lesion � 5th lumbar/bt IIlIlClllI surfacea: c1OStoSes - iliac crest. 
ischial tuberosity. distal humerus. jkXllr digittJrum SUptrjicw.Ji.s QC fini!!r phalaQil!lll. Wdura'(N' �TIIW of prMiMal femurs.. ribiao Imd fibulll£ 
di"taJ int!ll"Q$'cous border, patellae. c:a.icanea; cyst - d;;!l:tai huml!;OlS, di.r.tal llbia; pr:w bone r 5th fin,gt:r pba.langd; pitting Md n�w bor� r Id 4th foot 
pbalangCiI!i. 
MORPHOLOGICAL V ARIA nONS: ." .. doubl. r_; ·squanilla I"",u'; V .. "", .. lOb. 
Inhllmarion 802. 
c. SO� re:eove.ry. 
TI;hdy crouched on right side. Bone in poor condition. 
A(]E; old adult 
SEX; ?fcml.le 
PATHOLOGY: CaI4::ulus and periodontal di!l.II:I;u�; d!lntal a.ba:c�&&M/c:aric.a; I!IXoatollCll r occipital vault, iliac �st. jachial lIlbe.rosity, di5tai fibillae. 
caltl.lic.&. foot pb.I�; 08tcoarthritil � left proximal nt.diua. left ptozimiU ulna. bi-Iateral teInporo-mandibular, .Iaa/axis jointl c:c.rv\a.1 and lumbar 
�rtebrae. thOrae1C vt\rtebra. 1st S:lIIcral vertebra.: deg�entive: disc di$�1I:I - c!!rvical Md lumbar vo�, 1st sacral vertebra: O$teophylel$ • C!iJ'VicaJ 
YCr1.chrac.. thomc:ic: Y�bra, rib fac_. actItabulum, rlght llCBpula;. ri,ghl diatal nadiu .. � elhal fc:mW'&� I�l pro1imal tibia; fractoR; � right Ulnlll 

amaUon � 1. 
c_ 6S% �covery. all sk�etal areaJ.. 

11,htly 4;J'Qucbed on right side. 
AGE: younsjov8njlo (c�S'yr_) 
PA TIfOtOGY: crib .... orbilBlia - bi-lllleml. 
MORPHOLOGICAL V AlUA nON: ?oon-fusion .1 .. I .. p"".rio,"",h. 
InJmmation 883. 
c. 20% tee:o'VCl'Y I nial. upper and lower limb. 
Crouched on right aide, disturbed. Bone in poor .condition. 

AGE: old.,O<Iwt . 
SEX, ?fomal. 
PA THOLOGY: dq�n�ratiY!i diac dis.l!;ul!I r lumbar and sBIClllI vertebtae; w:tcolllnhritiS � Iwnbar and sacral verteblllB, hip joint.: neW bone � 6istal 
humerus: osteophytea � proximal uln� navicular, eJ.o'IS'$e$ � patella. 
Inhom .. i .. 101811 119 
c .  90% �CDYory� 

DiSlurbt:d by ins8rtioD of inhum;!diOD 1 1 20, only lower I!iS in situ . crouched on right flide. 
AGE: old.er juvenile (c.. 1 1  yr_) 

. 
PA rnOLOOY: calc::uhlj deposits: occlWi�1 e;aries: cribra orbitali. 
MORPHOLOGICAL VARIATIONS: cr,,,.dina of _h: _olion 0' riShl ."..ilI"')' docidol ... ....... with .. tardod .!Option of p""""'n' ...,; •• ; 
?c:onaenital abacOcc of right mandibular hi pn:rDolatt twisted/bnpuUd left mandibular 21ld premolar. 3rd mlll.a1 cc:nt.� of on 
mdacll.l'pIll. and. metata.rsals. 
ANIMAL: llQm� 
Inhumation 1049 
c, 50% �cove'ry. all skeletal &1UI!i. 
Probably crouched on right side. AGE: almost full term ioeNs/neonue 
Inh\lmation 1063_ 
LOO$ely crouched on left side. 
c. 98� Il!:COyery. 
AGE: Y.""I ,ubadult 
PATHOLOGY: c;:ribra orbitalia; dental hYPQpl�ia. 
MORPHOLOOrCAL V ARIA nONS: 3rd di&1.al cl!:clre:s of OS.!iification in ht rn�s and met8imals: metopic SUP1f8; conienital ab�{:B of 
mand.ibular left and mQillary rigbt 3rd mol,no; �tcIition of InaJ.illary left deeiduous eani.ne wi� retarded and diaplaccd tlruption of pehnanCl'lt 
co.nme: atlas. double fa.oet. 
InhumaJ.l0n 1068. 
Crouebe� on ritht side.. 
c. 98% recovery. 
AGE! older maiUre IIIdult 
SEX; fl:mal8 
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PATHOLOC1Y: calculu:s deposl!!!; del'lt.'\.1 co.riC5; tooth 105s; dental absces:ses.; �stNC:tive lesions - radial head:s. hI proximal foot phalangca: 
de'tNc;�ivc lesions with new bone - left 4th proximal-middle finger joint. right 4th prw.imal finger phalanx: pining · proximal humerus. rib facet: 
ca.icifie.d liOft tissue; Qstl!;Qphyte:o: - alias, ,horat;:k �d Illnlbar venebrae. ace(Bbul�. knee joinu: Schmorl'� nod�s • thoracic and lumbar ve.fUibrae; 

oUOt,Ianhritis - lumbar vcrtl!'brae:; �x.O.�tO:!i�!I - proximal fcmlur. p.a1ella.. c�eanea. 
MORPHOLOGICAL VARIATIONS: atl.3..!/, central groove; nOlI-fusion of ntl.ll! po�terior an:-h; al ias ex.tra facet: lhimcr'lln lhormcil:: vertebra and 
thineen ribs. 

Inhumation 1 109. 
Uisturbed by lnllicItion of inhumation I 1.10, lower leg oruy ill ai/u, originally ?supine. and eXtended. 
C. g� rc.covery. 
AGE: young adult c. 2Oyr. 
SEX: fCllial1S 
PATHOLOGY: ulcuhJ5 deposits; bone re�orptionldestN(;l.ion - humerus "hafts; cyst _ proximt.! ulna. 
MORPHOLOGICAL V ARIA TIONS; metopic \luture; $qual1ing facets 
C()�: Rod!lQt anawing in bones of left forn-.ann a10ns intero$seous and anleriot bordl!:flII. 
lnh .... alion 1109 .. 
Highly di.uurbed inhumat.ion mixed with thQse Qf 1 I 09 in layer 1062. Some of the bone recorded as from inhumation 1 109 m .. y be from r.b.ia 
individua.l. 
c. S% recovelY. 
AGE: subadwt 

InhumatioQ 1 1 10, 
Tia:hdy erouc:hed on right side. 
c. 9:59» tcconry. 
AGE: older",.... .. adult 
SEX, f<m.t • . 

PA11tOLOOY: Queoarthrit'is � tempoto-mandiblllar, proximal humeri, cervical and thoracic venetm.e.. cost.o-V8�b�. hip joints, naviallan?: 
periodontal disctas� �lcUJU$ depo$iiS: dental t:aric:s; dcntal. ah�"e,; cribra orbitalia; dc:alruc::tivlI- llMllQnll � ?'floor Qf left orbit, di.:atal flMnur, piuina 
proximal radius, mdiua tubf:;rosity, mMubrium and. sic:rnum: cJ.ostOJ,I!i" _ radlU!J, tuberosity. di.stal tibia., diSULI fibulae; ostc:ophyu:s - cervical. tboriu::ic 

and VCTtcbf1lO; de,encrativc disc disease � �rvical and lumbar venebi'ac; SchIQorl'!I ol)(fes - thoracic and lumbar vertebru: periostitis � di.stal iibW:. 
distal fibula; cyals - Qavic;:ular, 1 st rnet.ua�aI and 1st proximal phalanx.: lo.ss of conical bone � pn;JI�im.t root phalan;w;, 
MORPHOLOGICAL V ARIA nONS: atlas double. facet: non-fuxion axi, posterior arch. 
lnh ... .non l l 20. 
Crouc:hcd on ria:hl side. 
t:. 95*, roc:overy. 
A<lE: young juv�11!: 

PATHOLOGY: dental hyPopla&ia; prim.." sinu,itis w;th associated medlon of t8�thllockef.s; cribra orbitalia. 
MORPHOLOGICAL V ARIA nONS: third emtR: ossification IlIIt m�at.anals: non�fu:riOl:i of .IID antl!:rior arch. 
Inhumalion l l 36. 
FlQ:� in 'kneeling' position on right ,ideo 
a. 9�% I;l!ICQvery. 
AGE! oldBr matul\el adult 

SEX:m&le 
• , I , :s :a - aa: :a, 

lumbar IIQd .acral venebnlc: pittiDS: � JIlanubriurn/$temum. scapula. clavicle. proximal humeri: degenerative disc disease � cervieal vertebrae: 
Sehmorlj.s nodc:!! _ thomcic and lumbar verteblllc: exostoses � pubic bQne&, elaviele. paten .. calcanea: osl1:oa.rthriti:a � fingCl'" phalanx. 
MORPHOLOO reAL v ARJA TION: crowding of ante"ril)r mandibular te� conlcolt:al ab$ence mandibular third molar: squatting facets. 
Inhumation, I ll7, 
CJ'Quchcd on left side. 
C. 85% mcovery. 
AGE, ioiant 2-3yr. 
inhumation 1185. 
Crouch" on right sid&. 
C. 98i1t f8(:QVery. 
AGE: older juveniWyollng slIDadult c.12yr. 
PA 1ll0LOGY: dc.nl.&! (;Blculus; denta.l hypoplasia; dellial carie.s - oc:clu:aal and C!;rvic.l; dental absces.ses: periostitis & mandible.. 
MORPHOLOGICAL V ARIA nONS: �"tion of left mandibular lnd maxillary d8ciduous canines with retarded eruption and trnpaetion of 
perma.nent clln:in�,: congenital absence of all 3rd molan; Sap in alveolus - mandible; third distal CADtmE (llIItificatioQ in hl �lfum:ah:. 
ANIMAL: .heep bon •. 
Inhumation 1187. 
Flexed in 'kM�lin&' position on left side. 
C. 95% recovery. 
AGE.: older mafDm aduJt 
SEX, f<mal. 
fA THOLOGY: dental c:a!e;wu:a: periodontal disease; d�ntal caries; dental ab:sc:esllc:a; osteoanhriti" - bi&lateraJ temporo-mandibular, c:o.sto-.'Vertebllll; 
Schmorl's nodes � thol'aCie and Iwnbt.t vel1ebrae: O$tc::ophylM. � lumbar vel'telbrae, :!:ac:ral vcriebta; dqen8rariv� dh,c;: dis�ue - lumbar venebra: wcll� 
haJ8d fracture.s - tWo right ribs; pitrinS • ,p.(:etabul.a�, right ae;rmnlo.clavic;:nlar jQint. left ca.lcaneum: de:atrucrive lesioD � proJ;upoId nu:iius, 
MORPHOLOOICAL V ARlATIONS; MCLopic sumn:; conaenhal absenc:c mandibular 3rd molan; misaligned teleth. - mandiblllar right. 1101 premolar. 
�ntion of tnaX.illa.-y Id!: deciduQUS canine; atlM double. facet; thirteen thoracic: vertebrae: OJ acmtnhdl!: (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 

PBRlOD! FEATURES AMBER WORKED CERAMIC CLAY FIRED CLAY 
P'ha.:le unit BONE BUll.mNO PIPE 

MA1ERIAL 
NAllJRAL 
01 00 00  
Natural f(:sruru 

1 1 00 00  j Iynehets 
.,,,e J-\ nelu &)'lIlem � t��way 

I hollow 

1 2 00 00  33 po:sr,..bole,$ in S 
Silc A po!ll�hDII!; &WUps. 
structures 
1 3 00 00  24 po,�hol .. in 4 
Silo A o.her ,"'00' .",""" 
14 ()() ()() 24 post-bo!CIS. 4 

t� Individual feaEUJ'C8 pil.Ji, 1 1  stakl!:w 
hole', 9 
cremations. 2 
mimal buriah . • 2 

� . miiliC, 
. 

21 01 ()() 6 infiU pb..... 1 1  14 bead. 3 objects 1 boads 
BalTOw di[(:h ,ravu, 3 

c:remations. S other 
feature:!: . 

4� 21 0100 6 Ii!!raves 1 1  10 01>1 .... 
Bllrrow cnclolWfO crematicnu. I other 

�:( foatu .. 
321 fragments 266 undiagoostic �:� fnt.�tncnts . , 

11 01 00 l lym::hct 

I Lvnchet Qve-r barrow 
3201 ()() l lynchet 
NE Iv""h •• 
33 00 ()() · 10 Iync;het$. • . . J 
Field system &i.�& C and hQllows 
D 
.34 00 00  4 ditches 
l>i1Ch system $it� B west . 
35 00 ()() 12 ditches 
U;r.eh SVStem silc B cut 
36 ()() 00 9 pi", 1 1  pou� 'l objects 

lndividlla.l feaDli"EII hol .. , 2 dew 

f' poIId... I 
� MISCellanCOI1lil. I 

c",m.non 
4 1 01 00 1 lynchct. I pit 
Que", 

19 f ..... 9 C .... 

( 
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PERlOll/ 
Ph�(I unit 
NATIJRAL 
01 0000 
Natural feam�!I 
:�� AGE 
S MENT 
1 1 00 00  
S'" A field �'''''''' 
120000 
Site: A pod-holc= 
stJt]chin:.a 
13 00 00  
Si� A othl!:f IlI'DUDII 
14 00 00  
Individn.1 fc.""", 
BltoNZEAGE 
BARROW 
21 01 00 
Ihtl'Ow ditch 
21 0200 
Barrow enclOllillRl: 
LATE IRON 
AGFJP.AR.L Y ROMAN 
31 01 00 
L"mmd. over b&n'OW 

32 01 00 
NE Ivnchc' 
33 00 00  
Fi.ld sy".m ,i ... C and 
Il 
34 00 00  
Ditch .nr.otem !lite R west 
35 00 00  
Ditch system sh� B east 

360000 
lndividllAl feature$ � 

�c'" 
UNSTRA TlFlEIl 

PERlOIl/ 
Phu, anit 
NATURAL 
01 00 00  
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3.4 General Interpretative Summary 

46 ffSgs 

2 frail 

13 12 3 fI'llgs 

8 frag. 

1 67 frag. 

7 529 frag. 1 0_ 

2 frag. 

138 1 .... 

. 

The excavations at Twyford Down have 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. 

3.4.1 Bronze Age 
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 breaK or 
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 
west in site B where isolated cremations were encountered. The spread of Bronze Age burials 
raises the possibility that further . cremations might be found within the road corridor in the 
unexcavated area between sites A and B. 

3.4.2 LaM Imn 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. 

Pits were excavated in site B and found to contain domestic debris. The lack of structural 
evidence indicates that th", ",xcavation area was immediately adjacent to but no.t on the site of a 
settlement. The 19305 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. 
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3.4.3 Conclusions 
r settlement, economy and burial rites has been recovered for the Bronze Age period 

on Twyford Down. The burial record has en 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 modem ploughing. In spite of that, 
enough survived at the time of lhe excavation 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 
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 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. 

Overall, the settlement and agriCUltural development of this important piece of chalk upland 
through later prehistory W1 e a e o ' 

. .  ced within the 
context of the other known sites on Twyford Down and the neighbouring eminences of St 
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 19305 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 Recipient Requirements 
chive be de osited with them in 

accordance with their current Position 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 
mai:le available. 

4.3 Conservation Requirements 
'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 com leted b 3rd March- 1993, with the exception of one La Tene brooch, work upon which 
is due to be completed by the end of Marc 

4.4 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 natllre and condition 
of the artefact, 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 /Jurialjocusl junerary 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, BrOOley. and Green (199 1 ). 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 et al. 1980, Green et al. 1982). as have examples of 
more extensive Bronze A e cremation cemeteries (eg Petersen 198 1 .  White 1982): however, the 
combination of elements makes the Twyford example potentially pivotal to studies 0 burl onn 
and development in the region. 

The resultant assemblagt: of data should be 'strong cnough to allow valid statements of function 
and duration for most aspects of the barrow. 

5.1.2 NeolithiclEarly 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 19305 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 

. . 

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 trenches. Each technique raised expectations. 
only so11le 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 lIsing a 
full range of methods. particularly in respect of large linear projects such as rooo 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 development of the prehistoric landscape and the burial site 
and its funerary ritual represent the main strands in the narrative potential of the Twyford Down 

. " . 
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investigated. These ate the nature of Bronze Age settlements and field systems, and Late Iron 
Age and Eatly 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 settLements and field systems 
The poor preservation of structural evidence would necessitate reliance on comparative structural 
typologies, and reference would need to be made to better preserved structures in the region, ego 
Euston Lane (Fasham et aL. 1 989). The lynchet deposits, although truncated by recent ploughing, 
contained. quantities of pottery, flint and animal borie, and the combined assemblage provides the 

u 0 e occupa on e 
reference to the internal site relationships to the settlement and barrow, and to other field systems 
in the area (Shennan and Schadla Hall 198 1 ,  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 quaJi ty of the surviving evidence would support only limited analysiS. 

5.2.2 Late Iron Age/Early Roman ruraL chaLkLflnd settLements 
It was hoped that the combination of data from the 1930s excavations with the results of the 199 1  
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 199 1 ,  coupled with the 

t tran ect to one side of the settlement focus has lowered these 
expectations. The pits and their contents could be described and compared with similar 
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 diffi(;ulLies of discovering building evidence at this 
crucial period (if Alien et al. 1984, 100). The relationship between settlements and rectilinear 
enclosures could be considered (if Champion and Champion 198 1 ,  40, Cunliffe 1 984, 34, Millet! 
and lames 1 983 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 
data with which to re-appraise previous interpretations. 

5.2.3 The MiddLe Bronze Age pottery 
For some time now, Middle Bronze Age pottery from southern England has been accepted as 
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 fine wares, has sufficed as equivalent 
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, 
recent work has reviewed the nature of production and distribution of Late Bronze/Early fron Age 
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: 

"111� archaeological programme should be $een as thtl invcatig&l.ion of il 'transec;t' through an arcbacologic:alIy-rieh Md historically important 
land,eo.pteI. Not. only d�$ the- rout.e provide the oppOrtUnity to record 's;tes', but it als.o allowl the uudy of dJ� dt:V8IopmC.OL of an irnpon.nt 
eommunkatiC)rt:Ij: cl)rrioor. The Rivet Itchen •. Roman 1'YWl •• medieval hollow-wIILY:s.. the. hchen NaviSalion and the Dideot, N�wbury and 
Southamplon nt.ilw.it.y all used this>comdor,

. 
lndeed th8 M3 cJttCIilliol'l will becon\el pan. of lbi,. ehJ,moloSlcal deveolopmenl. M 

The evidence provided by the excavations at Twyford Down does not lend itself to the 
development of this potential theme. The theme was potentially relev!lllt to the srudy of the Br 
End to Compton section of the M3 in its entirety, but as litde of archaeological interest was·found 
anywhere other th!lll 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 al. ( 199 1) . The analysis of the 
development of field systems will tie in with other projects recently undertaken on the chaIklands, 
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 
methodolo gies 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 
It e opportumty a or e or In gra e s u y. e princlp no -

site does not lie in the site's landscape qualities but in its fauna, in particular its butterflies. The 
bot!lllical 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 riorities addressed b the site's tential 
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 ofiandscapes, 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 andjield landscapes (c. 1300-300 BC) 
'The sradual (:h .... ae from the monumetlt-domiM.�d IMdJl,� of tho Neolithic:: and Early Bronze Age. to the Jettll!lJMQl-dominaled landsc:apo of 
later prehistory ran-iLm. poorly undel'Btood. IIhhough it WU clearly flU' ftonl unifonn or synchR)nou� acrQU Britain." (ExpIMlIg Our PiJ.U 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 
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aspect of the potentially associated settlement lacks good strati graphic relationships to either the 
barrow or the field systems. 

5.5.2 Briton into Roman (c. 200 BCrAD 200) 
"A high level of <:Gniinuii), in :Je.itl�men' ;Md land U!l� :md. by implir;:;a1ion. in social and. eCOQQmic orgtlni5stion. bet.we�n lIu: Late Iron Age and 
ltorthmtt-British p!:Iriods is becomina incu.asinSly appa�nt. as a� eont.em�rary reJional variational The. possibie pJ8wconqueu origins. of what 
hav� Q�n been !l1I!;!iQ a& the developments of the Ron�ano·Briti!lh �riod would mpay clo:!;el' cuminaiion." (01' cil . . 36) 

In sections 5. 1 .2 and 5.2.2 Twyford Down is considered as a classic regional example of the 
apparent <;:Qntillllity 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 LandscapeJeatures 
"Many land.&cape f831.nIllT particularly n:lia field systems, are Imda�d_. __ ._ •.. priority n� to be t'lven to recop.i.!lin, thE patterns i.1t Illdern fteldl 
IIIKi estate boundarics. Much further wic. work in idmtifyin,. diu.iPg and analysing fioId :!Iystems is Deeded." (op cil., 38) 

The potential expressed in section 5.2.2 with especial reference to the relationship between 
ea res recogmse on aen p o a p n 

should assist in providing data towards the above end. 

5.5.4 Field technique.v 
"The cfftcll'vl:nC!lI of ficJd techniques is beeom.in. an important is:am:: in maintaining standtu'ds of quality con1rol .....•... Enali,h }h;ritag� will 
oCOnlinllo to monilor and snC;:OIlrJ.'� �arch into the cffiuc:y 'Of field. evaluativo methodl. partiGularly m.o,c. that involve JlOD-destruenve testiq:· 
(tJp. cil .• 43) 

This question is addressed in sections 5. 1.3 and 5.2.4 above. In these sections both the validity of 
expectations based on evaluation work and the requirements of artefact recovery are addressed. 

5.6 Local and regional priorities addressed by the site's potential 

F ham and Schadla-
Hall ( 198 1 ,  30-36), and their concluding paragraphs contained the following illuminating 
statements: 

"en dU!I cbBlk..Iandl� •••••. thc CompBrati'VC sb$encc. of rieh graves Md dl!llllll/. barrow concemrar.ions iD lfarnpr.h.ire colJld be used to oAfjlllCl f(lr • 
"poo�r" soeiccy than that of n�j,hbourin8. WII!IIJ�II!I� counriea. but the CL'!ie �mailU 11) be I'roven .....• h $1I!I1!ffiIII Ihar. lbe most imP9ri1lnl amu on ...... bic::h 
to concmtn.ts am ths location and excaVation of O«UpatiOD ,i�s eonnl!cotll!ld with botb field lIY3tcma IU'Id linear dit.;:hBI ••••• In a.ddition. tho pro,ont 
lack of information from. burial mounds. not onJy in lCInn.l of dating but al.o in terms of onvil¥)DlDent.lLi information make,," dUa .$& " higb 
polori')' :. 

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 
potentials of the project.. The surviving evidence for relationships between barrow, fi"ld �y.tem 
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 
199 \ ;  146- 15 1). 

5.6.2 The problems that remain in our understanding of the later prehistoric period in Hampshire 
were considered by Cunliffe (198 1 ,  2) and Champion and Champion ( 1 98 1 ,  27-45). Within their 
summaries a number of points were raised which are relevant to the present excavation: 

" .•• ,.our knowledge of Hampshire hillfo/tlll is now unrivallw. But to begin to understand tho intric:.aci�1 of IroQ Ace loci� and its oeonomy it is 
nSCI!-B5.QY to put thoso m,pJor !/'i�1 in their contexts_ 

e sill I!: W1 r I ucn(:c.ll Oil 0 fOfl. g , . 1'" . . . 

pauems� .. , .. 
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": \ 

... it is dQubtful that the full rang,=, of scUIc.Ttlent ty�. and tlte full extent and den.siry of the settlement �n�m han bH;n disI::D'Vered . ..... there may be 
!iellten'l�nl:!i which are �Ilrtoundcd by only smaJl dit(;he5. ot none o,t alt • .  , __ 
.... $iI�� of .. 1I periods h3vfi!I �en excavated. but there ;$ a ,.�ri(lU$ shortage of settlement5 belonging tOo th� periQd 1000.-600 BC." 

The lines of research suggested in these statements 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 potential 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 ( I  977, 61-63). 
"The District ArchlU!lQIQs,ist ... hould eon�"tl1ll.fl particularly II'In the IlI'Ication of Mr:!IIolithic. Nr.olithi(:,and Btort1.e Age and Attglo-Suon occupation' 
f.ites." 

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 Future research 

5.7.1 Bronze Age burial practices and the role of funerary activity within societies together are a 
major focus of archaeological research. It is 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 cortununication 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 (HaseJgrove 1989; Hingley 1989; 
MilIett 1990). The work to be undertaken on the Twyford Down data will make a small 
contribution to this study, particularly by adding to the Hampshire database on this subject. 

. . . . . 

Basingstoke 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. 

so 
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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 

to consider the pattern of landscape use throughout the period between the later prehistoric 
and Early Roman periods (see 5.1 .2); 
to 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 
m this project are limited due to constraints imposed by unexpectedly poor data retrieval. These 

j� '. 
aims are: 

to consider the relationships and developments between Bronze Age settlements and their 
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); 

6.2 Specific Objectives 

The structural and strati graphic 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 

Report on the evaluation results 
Report on the excavation and post·excavation methodologies 
Report on the Stnlctural evidence 

. 

Catalogues and reports on the principal artefact categories 

Repon on the human bone 
Production of the thematic synthesis 

6.3 Overall Objective 

Aim Code 

E 
E 
A, B. C, D 
A. a. C. D 

A 
A, B, C, D, E  

The thematic approach to the synthesis of the post excavation analyses will result in a three part 
discussion. Parts I 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 AgelEarly 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 concerning itself with the theme of the interpretation of the results of evaluation 
techniques. This part will be supported with an in-depth consideration of the specifications 
regarding artefact recovery. 

In summary, the overall 'objective will be to produce a thematic account summansmg 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 

AlM 
CODE 

A 

B 

C 

AlM 

Explain the role of funerary 
ritual in a rural Bronze Age 
settlement. 

This is a high priority. 

Consider the pattern of 
landscape use throughout 
the period between the later 

periods. 
rie E 1 R man 

This is a high priority. 

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

This is a low priority. 

POTENTIAL 

The barrow on site A is rich in 
artefacrual and environmental data. 
Structurally it appears incomplete • 
the mound probably having been 
destroyed .. It is inipossible to prove 
a direct physical lin\< with nearby 
settlement evidence. Eight pits with 
fragmentary cremation evidence 
were found on site B. 

Elements of later prehistoric field 
systems were excavated, but a 
continuous pattern and sequence of 
I chet formation across Tw ford 
Down was not encountered. 
Settlement evidence was also 

'tIiscontinuous. Considerations of 
specific structurnl relations and 
episodes can be considered rather 
than a complete integrated 
approach. 

The structurnl evidence from 
Twyford Down was very poorly 
preserved. The lynchet deposits 
were nOI as extensive or well
preserved as first anticipated. The 
evidence will serve to add data to 
existing inletpretalions, rather than 
to serve as an interpretative 
framework in its own right. 
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DATA 

Barrow ditch and burial 
stratigraphic sequence. 
Structural evidence from site 
B Bronze Age features. 
Artefact categories: amber 
beads. worked bone objects. 
fired clay beads. lithic 
malerial, metalwork and 
pottery. Bumt flint. 
Environmental categories; 
molluscs. plant remains, 
animal and human bone. 

Strati graphiC sequences 
through lynchets and field 
ditches. Structural evidence 
relatin to settlement at site 
A. RCHME aerial 
photographs. 
Artefact categories; 
metalwork, pottery and 
worked stone objects. 
Envirorunental cruegories: 
molluscs, plant remains and 

Straligraphic sequences 
within lynchets. 
Artefact categories: lithic 
material, pottery and foreign 
stone. 
Environmental categories: 
molluscs, plant remains and 
animal bone. 



';�, '; � 

·.1 " ,1 

D Encapsu late the nature of 
Late Iron Age/E.'ltly Roman 
rural chalkland settlements. 

TIlis is a low priority. 

E Assess the validity of. and 
arrive at an idealised 
package for, evaluation 
techniques for chalk/and 
areas. 

This is a mediwn priority. 

F To produce a 
chronologically-organised 
synmesised report. 
highlighting key themes. 

The association of settlement on site Strucrura.l and stratigrnphic 
B wim well-preserved lynchelS has evidence from Twyford site B 

proved less infonnative man was and from me 1930s 
hoped. TIlis is in pan because the excavations. 
excavation area did not coincide Artefact categories: ceramic 
with the greater pan of the building material. metalwork, 

settlement, and also because of pottery, shale object, fIred 
erosion in the areas presently in clay, and worked stone 

arable use. objects. 
The results of me Twyford Environmental categories; 
excavations will be interpreted by molluscs, plant remains. 

reference to omer sites. animal and hunmll bone. 

Variations in me surface geology The number, nature and 
caused problems not commonly distribution of all relevant 
encountered in chalkland areas. structuIal data and anefact 
While the fmal excavation area was and environmental categories 
large it was not 100%, and further from the evaluation stages 
information may be retrieved during would be assessed in light of 

me watching brief. the fmal results. 

Results will, lherefore. be site 
specific . •  
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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 numbered 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 concern 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 purpose is to ensure compliance with MAP 2. Each sub-project is subdivided into 
its constituent tasks with its resource day allocation identified, in section 8.4. 

In addition to the sub- rc'ects 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 
No 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 

8 
9 
10 
1 1  
12  
13  

14 
15 
16 
17 
1 8  
1 9  
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 

Sub-Project 

Prepare briefs 
Radiocarbon dating 
Electron spin resonance 
Structural text 
Compile evaluation results 
Compile methodologies 

wor 

Aims 

A-F 
A,B 
A,B 
A-D 
E 
E 

Site introduction and structurailstratigraphic illustrations A-E 
Pottery A-D 

Amber beads A,C 
Worked bone A,C 
Ceramic building material D 
Fired clay A,D 

Shale D 
Worked flint A,B,C 
Burnt flint 
Mc.talwork 
Worked stone 
Foreign stone 
Editing artefact reports 
Artefact illustrati.ons 
Refinement of site phasing 
Extraction of environmental samples 
Microexcavation 
Mollusca 
Plant remains 

54 

A,B,C 
B,D 
D 
A-D 
A-D 
A,B,C,D 
8-D 
A 
B-D 
A-D 



, 

,�': 

r ,  

2ll Human bone A 
29 Environmental·iIlustrations A-D 
30 Editing extemal environmental reports A-D 
3 1 Bronze Age chapter A,C,F 
32 Iron Age chapter D,F 
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 AcknowledgelI lents F 
41 Checking final draft A-F 
42 Internal editing A-F 

A-F 
44 final amendments A-F 
45 Report submission MAP 2 
46 Ordering post-excavation archive MAP 2 
47 DepOSition of archive MAP 2 

7.2 Archive Components to be Investigated 

7.2.1 The Structural and Stratigraphic Archive 

• Introductory Material (sub-projects 6, 7, 35) 
Previous work in the area, including the impact of aerial photography, would be summarised. 
The com rehensive plot of features from aerial photographs produced by RCHME in 1987 
represents a good opportunity or etal e companson . 

geophysical plots and with excavated features of variable degrees of survival and in different 
subsoil conditions. A discussidn of the local topography and geology would be produced 
together with a description of the present land use. 

• 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 orroad schemes. Here we intend to assess the 
evaluation techniques in the context of the Department of Transport's envrronmental impact 
assessments. This is particularly apt in the light of their, soon to be published, revised Manual 
of Environmental Appraisal. This will not be a lengthy discussion, and will involve only 
limited resources. 
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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. 
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 
feature type (c! Fasham et a1. l989, 9- 1 2). 

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 sites B to D will form the bulk of the Late 
Iron Agc/Early Roman section. 

Nalur.i flCalUms, 

A ahDI'L dc:sgj,ption of both i.liolidOd. �:jk�rcs C8.Wlod by fOOl and anim.al action and th� large scale variations found in the ::nirfa.c;e of \h!; chalk. wou.ld 
I would be made.. e . HoU$o 1990. The ..,. .. riablo surface. g�olo,gy lOci �lcd 

�lWninarion Qf natUr.J. feature! h8ll creMed a valuable: doseriptiv!: typOlogy. 

Bronze Age settlem£nt features 
The poor PfBIICH'Va.riOIl of !ltl11ctural cv'idemee ncce:st;itate, r£.lian�.on eompB.1lLI.ive S'N� I)'polo,ies.., and �f�n;Il= WQuld Ix: mado to better 
prealCIY(;d 31NCWI"(I' in thl!! nlogion. 'So EutCln LW\oI!I (F:!IlItulm �1 tJI. 1989). 

Bronze A,,, field system 
The: tynchet depo:JilS, although iNn<:a1ed by recent ploughing. conlained quamitie!l. of poucry. flint. and animal bone.. and tiu: combiMd IlSscmblaae 
providea thIS bulk of tb� occupation debris fu.- the: site and woll.ld be studiod U iIilX:h. Th� form of tb� IYl1clJe.ts would �nsidl!!�d with refe.�QCC to 
the inlC-mal sito relatiooshiplli 10 the �I!:nll!:mcni and. blit-flOW, and to othetfield sY$tm)1 in th� IU'eI.\ (Shcnnan and S�adla Hall 1981. 33). 
Bronze. Age ball"QW and outlyina buria.llli 
The balTOw ia an outstandina: moriwnent with a wealth of buri."ls showins differences in. burial rite and a phaae 5cquencl!I_ StNcwrally it illi of 
imerElL as rmt only W,aI them .. total lack of cvidlM(:e fo.- a bal'TOw ",ouod or internal bank. but the ring�dit(:b had. an entfllllCc·liko I� within iu: 

cil'Ctlit. The complete.' cx.c:avation of thi& :U:rUatlu. haa /'e$ulled in det.a.iled descriptions of all ill lIuMvinl aspe.Cls.. By combinipt the struetnral 
phase sequelW8 with Ib� res-ulu of dClail�d exa.rnination of th� major ftnd, categories. from dJE: ditch &'pollliiS. it ,hould be po/ilsible. to Pl'l:ld1lCC: an 
a()Cl,lllll£ IlDd infonnativl!! accoWlt of lhi!ll l;Jurial area. 
The pottery d�positcd alii cremation vc:sscl$ and 80S debris in ths battOw ditch wDilld. after furthet anaIY!J.ls. date mu(:h of Ih� funcnLIY soquepct:. 
HOW�VB"' • .IDmC burial, (IQ not fall within this 5cqu�nco and the ;.arlien part of this sequenct! Iac:ks pottefY-bcarinl conLextS. and 50 a serie$ of tadio-

. , 
wilalions 686 and 689 are Qthcl'W'ise und.ted within th� IMK:losed ;jln:a and reprsacot the least-disturbed 

Clllllnples, S�I�toD 1 1 36 is ()DI!I of only, two malc:a within the' ditch and oc:coupied a prime position in tbe, IOW em te;rmma . e c: n 
1110 I'Epfe!lll!:Dl .... 1.nterclltring pair whosl!! chrnnologie;jt.J division would haVCI great inf1D1m� on the final in�fPmllti.on of the lifetime of tbis 
e�etery area. Skeleton 1 109 appears to be the only !;(ample of an e�tendcd inhum .. ion and Wall accompanied by amber bead.!i. The dating of an 
unmal skeletoD. 1181.  which was a.nociatcd with the cremation pb.sB of burial. would help 10 fix. thc relat1vs burial. sequI!:Dt::e. Al prescot most of 
the c:l't'tnGtion burials appeit.ttl"J be later than the inhumllbon:!;. 
A compariSQf) with nearby ,ites (eg. Fssham 1982. Kin, -1989. WhiMey 1987 and Fuhem and Vlhinney 1992. 1�3) would put thi, monumeIll 
within the loea1 buriBl tradit;oo!l. The locial impliClli.iolls of lhaac: burials beinr. the fami I)' burial gl'ollnd of a single faffllstca.d. would be asses.sed in 
the li;ht of otbcr local burial monlllne.nts.. should this hypothclliis prove to bE austl.inablo folloWing die analysis of the attefactual ml.ie:rial aao&l ,tte 
A. 

LaIe Iron Ag�rly Roman ,ettlement feat'lU-e:s. 
'The. piu and lh�ir cDnICl\ts would be described and {:ornpared wjth sirnilaras,e;mblages from the inunediat.e area (eg. Fa.sham 1985. 31- 37). Some 
eonsideraaon of thc lack of ;'ItfUctural evidence would be m;p.d�. both by referem::1!I to the. potential &urv1VaJ of a settlem�nt focus to the soutb of the 
l'Qad line. and to the gl!!neral difficulties of dlscoverini building evidl!flce Bi. this eNcl.l period. (cf, Allen et al. 1984. 100)_ The relationllihip 
betWI!:� sEttlements Uld fl!!;ctilineat enelosurea would bl!! COD&ldeted lcf- Champion and Qampion 1981. 40. Cl,lfIliffe 1984. 34. MiIl"" :t.Qd Jame. 
198:) IlDd FII.&ham and Kr:evil in prep,). 

Late bun AgclEarly Roman field system. 
The cleavatc:d lynchet!ll would be. de$cribed and. inteirated into the immediate ft�ld pattern known from Mlnai photolrJpbs and with thIS recent 
studies elsewM� in Wc'.iiel. (Moffat 1988, Palmar 1984). 

7.2.2 The Artefacts 
Amber (sub-projects 10, 20, 2 1 )  
The presence of Bronze Age amber beads as personal ornaments recovered from burials is well 
attested (eg. Fasham et al. 1989, 28, 1 12, figs. 29 and 103) and their importance should be 

· 
, to t e recent overview Beck and Shennan 1991) .  A catalogue of the 14 
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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 ornaments recovered from 
inhumation 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. 1 989, 28). 

Bone (worked) (sub,projects 1 1 , 20, 2 1 )  
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) associate.d with the hurial focus and require full reporting. 
Acatalogue 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 · corn mson to similar collections from other burial groups within the region will be 
investigated and reported. Identification of the species type will e one as part 0 e anlm 
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 collection 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 1 930s excavations so comparison with this 
material will not be possible. The 1 9  pieces from . site clearance will not be anal ysed further due 
to the lack of"  any justifiable Significance applicable to these pieces in the absence of detailed 

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. 

�; . ,,1 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 �l1d ohject� from this burial focus and elsewhere at burial 
locations in the region (eg. Dacre and Ellison 198 1 ,  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 spati�l information about settlement focus 
but no detailed'analysis beyond this is justified. 
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Glass 
The small quantity of post-medieval and modem glass found in modem 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, IS ,  1 6, 20, 2 1 )  
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 settlement, 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 activities which took place at 
this singular ceremonial centre, Although less material was recovered from the Bronze Age 
Iynchet deposits, it represents a source of information about the nearby settlement whose 
structural evidence was all but destroyed, A compar;�on with material from nearby settlement and 
burial sites (eg, Fasham 1 982, 1985 and 1 989) should allow further understanding of the 
assemblage's n!1ture 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 
post-depositional edge damage, 

The nature of burnt flint found at or near fun�rary 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 burnt 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 
detennine 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 (Or, 0, Griffiths, Institute of 
Archaeology, University of London) to detennine 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, 

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 

r:. '.i.··. four other pieces, These objects have been assessed (M, Brooks, HBMCE contract conservator; 
ri; E, Morris, Finds Manager), and they have been cleaned to clarify 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 obj"cts 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 modem ploughsoil) its value is limited, The material recovered from the 
Late Iron Age/Roman features was assessed CM, Brooks and E. Morris) and is of basic simple 

, , ' "  
. A i le tabula ' on of these t es 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 le-vel 
3). 

Pottery (sub-projects 9, 20, 2 1 )  
The study o f  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 iwyford Down as a settlement area vis-cl-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 
proposed that both the prehistoric !lnd 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, et al. 1989) and to clarify this preliminary assessment. 
The standard Wessex Archaeolo otter recordin s stem and terminolo Morris 1992b) will 
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 avallable 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 198 1 ;  brewett 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 activity within a wider perspective of Early-Middle Bronze Age landscape 
activity, regional groupings (Ellison 1980b), and the nature of DeverelrRimbury cemetery 

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-hillfon settlement pottery and needs to be considered in relation to the pottery 
from previous M3 sites (cg. Fasham 1985; Fasham, et al. 1989), from St Catherine'g Hill (Hawkes 
et al. 1 930) and from the settlements 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 19305, which is retained in seven 
small boxes in Winchester City Museum, will also be re-examined and recorded 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 
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from both collections. This will assist in a modern assessment of the Twyford Down complex as 
a whole. 

Specialist analysis in the form 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 flinHempered 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, 2 1 )  
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 materials 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 sheU 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. 

Slag 
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 
recognised as common background activity found on many settlements of this period. 

Stone sub- ro'eets 18,  19, 20) 
With the exception of one unidentifiable object from the Bronze Age barrow ditch, all of the 
worked stone objects came from the Late Iron Age/Early Roman activity area. The collection is 
dominated by ' quem fragments, with two whetstones, a weight and three as yet unidentified 
objects. The analysis of these 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 infomation 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 roofmg 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 CDr. D, Peacock, University 
of Southampton), The results will be tabulated to summarise the stone types present, together 
with a brief as�essment 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 the earliest lynchet deposits 
across Twyford Down, and expectations 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 
199 1  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 recommended for analysis: 

Feature No of samples Location Analysis 

Large undated feature 484 10 Area A Y 
? Neolithic pit 2 TT 3016 Y 
Lynchet (with OLS) 5 Tr 3016 y 
Lynchet BA 5 Tr3017 Y 
Lynchet late IA/RB 12 AreaCro Basal 6 
BA Barrow 13 Area A Y 
Compton Common 8 Tr 3002 Y 
Itchen valley 1 1  Various Y 

Compton Common and the lIChen valley, which span the NeoUthic 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 deposits, 
and expectations raised dtuing the initial assessment phase have not been fully realised. It is 

source of information for this main subject of study. Since a reasonable number of samples have 
been obtained it should be possible to gain significant information relevant to the Bronze Age 

.I: .: landscape, in particular. 

The plant remains, comprising in excess of SO samples, show variable preservation and include a 
large number of small contexts from single phases. Time is required for both basic analysis and 
synthesis 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 disurticulated bone from the barrow. 
These ure 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 Age/Early Roman features 

species present and proportions can be made with the earlier Bronze Age material and other 
local contemporary assemblages. As the assemblage is small and the bones are in poor 
condition this mles out detailed metrical flnalysis or study of husbandry practices based on age 
at death. 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 repon 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-project 2) 
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.t l ntroduction 
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 m or the relevant areas would be mcorpora 
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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/onnat 
The potential scope of work is outlined 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 aid 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 geology would be discussed together with a description of the present land use. A short description of the 
Project Design would be included. 

Clmpter 2 Evaluation Results (Aim E) 
This section would summarise the evaluations undertaken in 1990 (Wessex Archaeology 1990 and 1991). The 
validity of th� 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 COntext of the Department of Transport's 
environment."LI impact assessments. 

Chapter 3 E�cavation and PostcExcavation Methodology (Aim E) 
section scussmg e vanous me 0 0 OglC approac es n m enng areas 0 e SI an e 

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 reasoaing behind modifications to the original research 
design would be discusseCl. A description of the postOexcavation methods, with reference to computerisation 
and variable detail level. would be iJicluded and limitations 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 type (if. 
Fasham el 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 4 The Bronze Age (Aims A, C and F) 
Emphasis will be placed On the barrow excavated within site A. The suggested chapter breakdown is as 
follows: 

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

The interpretation: The putalive barrow as a focus of funerary ritual 
The relationship of the burial focus to the local Bronte Age senlement structure and 
pattern 
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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 dam: Site B natural fearures 
Late Iron Age/E.'\I'ly Roman settlement features 
Late Iron Age/Early Roman field system 
The artefacts 
The 1930s excavation results 

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

Ch.'I.pter 6 The Later Prehistoric Landscape (Aims S, C and F) 
This chapter will look at the evolution of the landscape in later prehistory. in panicular concentrating on !he 
influence of changes in the agrarian landscape 

The dam: The molluscs 
The lant remains 
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 dam and analysis of !he previous Chaprers will be placed witlrin the wider selling of the southern English 
ch.1lklands in later prehistory. The significance of the archaeology of Twyford Down will be appraised within 
both national and local conrexts. The success of the project will be evaluated. 

7_3_3 Illustrations 
I) Sire Location - topography and modem geography. 
2) Aerial photography plot (RCHME). 
3) EvaluatIon areas. 
4) Excavation areas. 
5) Twyford Down - fie1dwalkingoand geophysical survey results. 
6) Twyford Down - evaluation Md excavation irenches. 
7) Overall site Phase Plan a) Bronze Age. 
S) b) Lare Iron Age/Early Roman. 
9) Bronze Age: Sttuctures. 
10) .. .. 

11) Lynchel plan. 
12) .. section. 
13) Barrow mid-excavation plan. 
14) .. post-excavation plan. 
15) .. Inhumation plans. 
16) 
17) Cremation plans and sections. 
18) 
19) .. Ditch section. 
20) LIA/ER: Plan of enclosures and 1930's excavation. 
21) Ditch sections. 
23) Pit sections. 
24) Natural features. 
25) Amber rnax. 10 beads - min. 2 beads 
26) Woiked Bone max. 6 objects 
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28) Mel:llwork 4 fragments (Bronze Age), 1 (La Tene brooch) . and 2 (Lare Iron Age/Early Roman) 
29) Pottery I Collared urn rim, 12 Deverel·Rimbury urns, 15 LBA/EIA sherds, 25 LIA/ER sherds 
30) Stone mM, 8 pieces 
3 1 )  Human Bone Locanon in barrow. 
32) Age/Sex histogram? 
33) Molluscs 2 Loc.�tions 
34) 2 Secnons 
35) Animal bone Location in barrow 
36) Barrow plan and reconstruction 
37) Redrawn plan incorporating 1930's exoavmion evidence 

fi ures ma be re uired for an of the thematic topios 

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

7.4 Percentage Breakdown of Report Elements 

Constituent Parts Percentae.e of Report 

Preliminaries and peripherals 17% 
Data 35% 
Discussion 48% 
. 

7.5.1 The nature of the archive 
The research archive will consist of all the c�ralogueg and other records derived from the post· 
excavation analysis, along with all the aoalytical reports fonning 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 requiremen.ts 

Position Statement and their statement on 'Conditions .of Acceptance'. 
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SECTION 8: RESOURCES AND PROGRAMMING 

8.1 Named Project Team 

Name Project role Organisation 
Michael Alien Environmental Manager Wessex An;haeology 
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 
Rosamund elenl Specialist Wessex Archaeology 
Gordon Cook Specialist University of Glasgow 
Julian Cross lllustrator Wessex Archaeology 

aVl arwe 
]ulie Gardiner Reports Manager Wessex Archaeology 

le Rachel Griffin Adminstrative Assistant Wessex Archaeology 
�: Dafydd Griffiths Special;<t . 

University of London ." . 
Rupert Housley Specialist Harwell Laboratory 
Liz James illustrator Wessex Archaeology 
Jackie McKinley Specialist Freelance 

,;'. Elaine Morris · Finds Manager Wessex Archaeology 

�� Camn Newman Ptoject Manager Wessex Archaeology 
David Peacock Specialist University of Southampton 

I Dale Sargeantson Specialist Fauna! Remains Unit* 
Rachael Seager Smith Specialist Wessex Archaeology 
Graham Soffe Specialist RCHME 
Elaine· a e le otograp er 
Richard Whinney ExternaJ Reader Winchester Archaeology Office 
David Williams Specialist · AM Lab* 
Sarah Wyles Environmental Technician Wessex Archaeology 

>I< EH direct contract staff; therefore do not appear in Wessex Archaeology's costings 
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8.1.t Project Team Structure 

Dan Farwe11 

PRINCIPAL AUTHOR 

F,lu. JullaD I .... fleld Cross 
Liz Jadle 

....... McKlaI")' 

� 

I 
JuU. G ..... lIle, 

REPORTS MANAGER 

I 

Racbc! RQ, 
GrlIlIu 0 .. ( 

Rac::bHl 
SoaJlOl" SIB"" 

!i'"1-'r."l'"f?': 
$ . � 

:.��, t!}� 

Cnon Newman I 
PROJECf M�N�GIER 

Eloine Morris 

FINDS MANAG� 

Bill Dalfldd Do"id 
Bolsmk!!r G,lffrtlw Peacock 

M" Da .. Grabam 

Brooks Dormer Selfe 
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8.2 Management Structure and Quality Assurance 

8.2.1 Wessex Archaeology operat"'s 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, tile 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 palaeoenvironmental aspects of the project. 

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

8.2.3 Communication between all team members will be facilitated by team meetings at 
key points durina 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. 

8.2.4 In addition 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 Archaeologist 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 . 

Wessex Archaeolo to a raise the academic uali of 
the report prior to the submission of a draft publication text to English Hentage. 

8.3 Time Allocations 

Name 

MJ Alien 
Justine Bayley 
William A Boismier 
Alan Clapham 
Rosamund Cleal 
Gordon Cook 
J ulian Cross 
David E Farwell 
Juiie P flarrliner 

Project Sub-Project Numbers 

Days 

28 1 , 23, 25, 29, 30, 33 
I 9 

22 15, 16 
60 26 

6 9, 3 1  
80 2 
43 8, 36 
80 2, 4, 5 , 6, 7, 8, 22, 25, 3 1 , 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 44 

7 42 
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Rac hel J Griffin 7 39, 42, 45 
Dafydd Griffiths 6 3 
Rupert Housley 30 2 
Elizabeth James 41  2 1 , 29 
Jackie McKinley 1 8  24, 28 
Elaine L Morris 10 1 , 6, 20, 2 1  
Caron E Newman 45.75 MAP 2, 1 , 4, 5, 6, 7, 20, 30, 3 1 , 32, 33, 34, 35, 40, 41  
Richard Newman 3 MAP 2, 42 
- . . - ck 2 1 8  19 
Dale Sarjeantson 25 27 
Rachael Seager-Smith 88 MAP 2, 4, 8, 9, 22, 32, 38, 46, 47 
Graham Soffe 5 7 
Elaine Wakefield 3 37 
Richard Whinney 10 43 

,, ', . David Williams 5 9 I'i Sarah F Wy\es 28 23 ,' 1 
To be named 19 10, 1 1 , 12, 13,  14, 17, 18, 19, 27 

� 
8.4 Task/Staff Breakdown 

. 

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

AD · Wessex Archaeology Assistant Director 
PM - Wessex Archaeology Project Manager !!Ti PO - Wessex Archaeology Project Officer �f PS - Wessex Archaeology Project Supervisor 
EM - Wessex Archaeology Envl",nmp.ntal Manager 

I FM - Wessex Archaeology FindsManager 
ET · Wessex Archaeology Environmental Technician 
EC · External Contractor �� EH English Heritage paid staff " -

;i]''!' 
Table 3 Task/Staff Breakdown 

:'1 No Sub.Prolect and Task Aim Grade Individual Days 

�;' On.uoinu monitorilll! MAP 2 AD R Newman 9 :,.',':� . .  MAP 2 AD R Newman 2.5 Ti On· ROin2 mana2ement MAP 2 PM C E Newman IS 
Brieflna nro;ect meetinus MAP 2 PM C E Newman 2.5 

Comnutin. advice MAP 2 PM C E Newman 5 

Problem sol ViM MAP 2 PM C E Newman 5 
I PreDare briefs A·F 

1 . 1  Structural renon PM C E Newman 2 

1.2 Environmental renon EM MJ Allen 1 
1 .3 Liaise with env. snecialists EM MJ Alien 1 

1.4 Finds renon FM E L  Morris 1 

1.5 Liaise with finds snecialists FM E L  Morris 1 

2 Radiocarbon dating A.B 
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2.1 
2.2 
2.3 
3 
4 
4.1 
4.2 
4.3 
4.4 
5 
5.1 
5.2 
5.3 
6 
6. 1 
6.2 
113 
6.4 
7 
7. 1  
7.2 
7.3 
8 

8.1 
8.2 
8.3 
8.4 
8.5 
9 
9.1  

. 
9.3 
9.4 
9.5 
IQ 
1 1  
12 
13 

14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
18. 1 
18.2 
19 
19.1 
19.2 
20 
20.1 

Select samples 
Analvsis 
Accelerator d."lIe 

ElectrOn spin reSOIlllllce 
Strucrural lext 

Aren A 
Area B 
Check & revise Area B 
Check Areas A and B 

Comoile evaluation results 
Preoare text 
Check repOrt 
Revisions 

Comoile methodoloeies 
Prepare text 
Prepare text 
("'hp,." .......... 

Revisions 
RCHME work 

Preoare text . 
Edit text 
Check report 

Site introduction and structural/stratigrnphic 
illustrations 

Prepare drnwin2s for Area A 
Prepare drawings for Area B 
Illustrations 
CheckinJl 
Revisions 

POttery 
Petrology 

, 
BA POttery 
Supervision of BA POttery 
lA pottery 

Amber beads 
Worked bone 
Cernmic builrunJl material 
Fired clav 

Shale , 

Worked flinl 
Bumt t1int 
Metalwork 
Worked stone 

Advice 
CatalOJlue & repon 

ForeiJln stone 
Advice 
Catalogue & repon 

EdiTing artefact repons 
Initial editinJl 

-

PO D E Farwell 1.5 
EC G Cook 80 
EC R Houslev 30 

A.B EC D Griffiths 6 
A-D 

PO D E Farwell 10 
PS R Seager-Smith 6 
PO D E Farwell 3 
PM C E Newman 3 

' , 

E 
PO D E Farwell 3 
PM C E Newman 0.5 
PO D E  Farwell 0.5 

E.F 
PO D E Farwell 8 
FM E L  Morris 2 
PM I ("'I'( I I  
PO D E Farwell 2 

B-E 
EC G Soffe 5 
PO o I:: Farwell 1 
PM C E Newman 0.25 

A-E 

PO D E Farwell 3 
PS R SeaQer-Smith 2 
DO J Cross 25 
PO D E Farwell , 2 
DO Julian Cross 5 

A-D 
EH o WilIiams 5 

PS R Seal!;er-Smith 40 
R Cleal 5 

PS R Seager-Smith ID 
A.C PS To be named 1 
A C  PS To be named 1 

D PS To be narned 4 
AD PS To be named 2 

0 PS To be named , 0.5 
A-C PO W A Boismier IS 

PO W A Boismier 7 
A B C  PS To be named 5 

BD 
EC D Peacock 1 
PS To be named l.S 

D 
EC D Peacock 1 
PS To be named 2 

A-D 
FM E L Molris 5 
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20.2 Check repons PM C E Newman 2 
21  Artefact illustrations A-D 
2 1 . 1  Illustrations DO S E James 30 
21.2 Checking FM E L  Morris I 
21 .3 Revisions 00 S E James 2.5 
22 Refinement of si(e�hasing A-D.F 
22. 1 Analvsis PS R Sea�er-Smith 10 
22.1 Supervision PO D E  Fa.well 2 
23 E�traction of environmental samples B-D 
23.1 E�traction ET S F W�es 28 
23.2 Supervision EM MJ Allen 2.5 
24 Microexcavation A EC J McKinlev 3 
25 Mollusca B-D 
25. 1  RepOrT EM MJ Alien 12 
25.2 Checkin� PO D E Farwell I 

f� 25.3 Revisions EM MJ ADen I 
;;. 26 Planl remains A-D EC A Clapham 60 

.. , Z7 Animal bone 1'.'-
27.1 Markin� bone PS To be named 2 , 

, 27.2 Analysis & repOrt EH D Sarieantson 25 
28 HWIIlI1I bon�" " 

-
A EC J McKinlev IS 

29 Envirorunental illustrations A-D 
, 29.1 Illustrations DO Elizabeth James 8 
, 29.2 Checking EM M JAUen 0.5 

29.3 Revisions 00 Elizabeth James 0.5 
if··· 30 Ediling external envirorunental reoorts A-D 
1 ,  30. 1 Wtia! editing EM MJ Allen 6 
�� 30.2 Check reports PM C E Newman I 

I 3 1  Bronze Age chapter A CJ' 
31 . 1  ReoorT PO D E Farwell 15 .. > 
31.2 Editin� PO R Clea! I 

, 
31.3 Check reoort PM C E Newmnn 1 

� '  31.4 Revisions PO D E Fa.well 1 
32 Iron A 2e chaDter D.F 

i 32.1 RepOrT 
- PS R Sea�er-Srnith 10 

32.2 Editin� PO D E FarweU 1 
32.3 Check rePOn PM C E Newmnn 1 
32.4 Revisions PS R SeMer-Smith 2 

� 33 LandscaDe ch.1Dter B C.F 
, 

33.1 Reoon PO D E Farwell 6 
33.2 Editing & additions EM MJ Allen 4 

33.3 Check report PM C E Newman I 

:�''':'i 33.4 Revisions PO D E  F:u-well 1 
34 Concluding chapter A-F 
34.1 Report preparation PO D E  Farwell 5 , 
34.2 Check report PM C E Newman 1 
34.3 Revisions PO D E FarweU 0.5 
35 IntroductOTy chapter F 
35 . 1  Reoon preparntion PO D E Farwell 5 
35.2 Check repon PM C E Newman I 
35.3 Revisions PO D E Fll!'\\'!lU O.S 
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36 imemremtive illustrations A-F 

36. 1 Imernretmive and COVer illustrations DO lulian Cross 1 1  
- 36.2 Checkino PO D E Farwell 1 
36.3 Revisions 00 J Cross 2 
37 Publication nhotooraDhs A-F PS E Wakefield 3 
38 Bibliooranhv A-F PS R Seaoer-Smith 4 
39 Contents F AA R J Griffm 1 
40 Aclmowled2ements F PM C E Newman 0.5 
41  Checkil1> fmal draft A-F PM C E Newman 3 
4? t/l';'ma1 editinu AcF 

, 42.1 Conv editino AA R I  Griffm 3 

Academic editin2 (structure) RM J P  Gardiner 7 
42.2 Academic editino (content) AD R Newman 3 
42.3 Fin.'Ii CODV editing AA R I Griffin 2 
43 External readino and commenmrv A-F EC R Whinnev 10 

� 
44 Final amendments A-F PO D E Farwell 5 
45' Rennn submission MAl' 2  AA R J Griffm 1 

46 Orderin. ""st-ellcavaoon archive MAP 2 PS R Seuer-Smith - 3 

47 Denosition of archive MAP 2 PS R SeaOCf -Smith I 

8.5 Allocation of Resources to Aims 
. 

t Other than overall aim F, the resoW'Ces will be concentrated on high priority aims A and 
'\ B. Low priority aims C and 0 are resourced only as SUbsidiary aspects of broader 
ib' " considera lions; their resource considerations are minimal. 

��- 8.6 The Cascade �" . .�, ". The Gantt chart (Table 4) displays the available time for each task with a project :'c'l,i 

8 organised over 39 wccb. The durations of the radiocarbon, pottery and environmental 
anaiyses 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 

fl have bee� asked tQ estimate their costs including meeting expenses. 

lE 
8.8 Critical path analysis 

�::' , The purpose of this analysis is to highlight those sub-prQjects which are currently critical " 
�f' ; to the completion of the project according tQ the defined programme (sub-sectiQn- 8.5). 

The sub-projects which are critical are those for which the estimated completion time 
'j, 

matches the available programme time. Those sub-projects which have a positive , 
i1t'i�:1 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. 

!I, 
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Sub-Project Sub-Project Days Slack 

No 
1 Prepare briefs 2 7.5 

2 Radiocarbon dating 8 1 .5 17  

3 Electron spin resonance 6 76.5 

4 Structural text 72 24.5 

5 Compile evaluation results 8 95 

6 Compile methodologies 26 104 

7 RCHME work 12  85.25 
8 Site introduction and structuraVstratigraphic illustrations 45 63 

9 Pottery 50 2.5 

10 Amber beads I 74 

1 1  Worked bone 1 73 
!,' 12 Ceramic building material 4 80.5 t ... ' 

1 3  Fired clay 2 78.5 \; 
14 Shale 0.5 91  

IS Worked flint 15  74.5 

16  Burnt flint 7 67.5 
17 Metalwork 5 84.5 

i '  18  Worked stone 14.5 75 

i" o ., 19  Foreign stone 12  76.5 

20 Editing artefact reports 7 51  
It,, 21  Artefact illustrations 33.5 1 1 6.5 .,' 
��',) 22 Refinement of site phasing 10 2.5 �"t" . 

�'b.'1! 23 Extraction of environmental samples 28 29.5 

r' 24 Microexcavation 3 71 .5 
�" 25 14 56.5 'It Mollusca 

26 Plant remains 60 29.5 

27 Animal bone 
28 Human bone 15  7 1 .5 

29 Environmental illustrations 9 84 

30 Editing external environmental reports 7 2.5 

31  Bronze Age chapter 19  2.5 

�' 32 Iron Age chapter 19 1 .5 
" a e cha ter 12  1 .5 

t.; 34 Concluding chapter 10.5 1 
35 Introductory chapter 6.5 0 

36 Interpretative illustrations 14.5 1 
";. 

37 Publication photographS 3 12.5 

38 Bibliography 4 0 

39 Contents 1 0 

40 Acknowledgements 0.5 0 

. 41 Checking final draft 3 0 

42 Internal editing IS 0 

43 External reading and commentary 10 0 
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44 Final amendments 5 0 

4S Report submission 1 0 

46 Ordering post-eJ(cavation archive 3 0 

47 Deposition of archive 1 0 

Critical sub-projects 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 1 993. Delay on any of these aspects would have a major effect on the overall 
project programme. 

8.9 Costs 

8.9.1 The total cost of the project development is inclusive of all editing and revisions 
requested by English Heritage. These a,;e costs already incurred by WesseJ( 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 
allocated, and are presented tJelOW as adOltional assessment expenoiture in" .... . "" ill 
1 992/3. 

Table 5: Project Development Costs 
Per 

No Day Days Cost 

Assistant Director I £95 5.5 £5Z2.S0 

Project Manager I £95 1 1 .5 £1 on. 50 

Project Officer 1 £70 10 £700.00 

Finds Manager I £80 8.75 £700.00 
Env. Manager 1 £80 0.5 £40.00 

Env. Tech. 1 £60 6 £360.00 

Sub-total: x x x £3,415.00 

Central Costs: 
Premises: £170.75 

Staff: £785.45 

TOTAL: I £4,371.20 I 
8.9.2 The total cost of the post-excavation project will be £61,213.60, all to be incurred 
within 1993-94. A spend profile (Table 6), showing projected eJ(penditure for 1993-94, 
is presented below. 
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TABLE 6: Spend profile 

BUDGET: I 

TOTAL: I 

RUNNING TOTAL: I 

REMAINING BUDGET: I 

TOTAL: 

RUNNING TOTAL: 

REMAINING BUDGET: 

�i3 ""� � 

£60,986.80 

Month 1 Month 2 

£ 10,406.20 £ 1 1 ,15815 .80 
, 

£10,406.20 £22,295.00 

£50,580.60 £38,691.80 

Month 6 Month 7 

£4,300.80 £4,103.40 

£5 1 ,61 6.60 £55,720.00 

£9,370.20 £5,266.80 
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Month 3 

£6,673.80 

£28,968.80 

£32,01 8.00 

Month S 

£ 1,961.40 

£57,681.40 

£3,305.40 

Tft1}. � 

Month 4 Month S 

£1 2,388.60 £5,958.40 

£41 ,357.40 £47,3 1 5 .80 

£19,629.40 £13,671.00 

MODth 9 

£3,305.40 

£60,986.80 

£0.00 
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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 DIl!S Cost 
Assistant Director £100 14.5 £1450.00 
Project Manager £100 45.75 £4575.00 
Project Officer (DEF) £74 80 £5920.00 
Project Officer r:w AB) £74 22 £1628.00 
Project Officer (RC) £74 6 £444.00 
Supervisor (RSS) £63 8 8  £5544.00 
Supervisor £63 19 £ 1 197.00 
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 
Drawing Office (SE]) . £68 41 £2788.00 
Drawing Office (Je) £68 43 £2924.00 
Reports Manager £89 7 £623.00 

Vehicle £21 8 £168.00 
Fuel £5 8 £40.00 

Specialists: 

I Radiocarbon x x £ \ 8 10.00 
2 Accelerator Date x x £341.00 
3 Hnman Bone x x £1700.00 
4 ESR x x £572.00 
5 Aerial Photographs x x £468.00 
6 Lithology x x £416.00 
7 Plant remains " x x £4368.00 
8 Reader ' x x £1000.00 

ServIces x x .-'0 
Equipment x x £ 1 306.86 

Sub-total: x x £48789.40 

Central Costs: 
Premises £2178. 10 

Staff £10019.30 

TOTAL: I £60986.80 I 
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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 lOOvoL hydrogen peroxide, After soaking they are transferred to the flotation tank, 
where the are laced in a wire basket holding a Q,5mrn nylon mesh, Water is pumped through 
the sample and the flat caught on a 0,5mrn ny on mes 

Flats 
The flats 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 1 mm mesh aperature and are dried, The O,5mrn residue fraction is discarded unsorted. The 
5.6mm residue is sorted by eye and discarded. The 2mm and Imm residues are sorted using an 
illuminated magnifying lens and a xlO - 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. 

. 

o 
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 submittedfor analysis 
Material submitted for analysis usually consists of the unsorted flat and a series of glass tubes of 
extracted material for each sample. 
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Archive Details (Microfilm codes correspond to RCHME/NAR microfilming codes) 

SCHEDULE OF DEPOSITION: 
ADMlNlSTRATIVE AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL MATERIALS 

c 

M A T E R I A L  D E S T I N A T I 0 N 
DISCARD PRESERVE 

NON· A R C H I V E ( A )  
ARCHIVE 
FILE-.LB) MICROFn.M MUSEUM OTHER 

Anim ... tl Bone !lIIal ysis - -
. E X 

sheets . .  

Animal Bone ReDQrt - - E X 

j; Assessment Rl'POrt - - H X 
Attendance Register - X 

�,,� 
Al!&ef LOj(s X - -

, Bones, identified - - - X 
Mimal . 

unsaatified . X · . - -

animal 
to, ., Bones Human - · - - See note 1 
, 
J,i Brief - X H X 

Burial Records - - B X 

�! C.won 14 certificateS - · H X 

�.� Cascade - X H X 
Client Rl'POrt - X - X W A librarY. 

i Context Index · - B X 
Context Finds Records - - C X 
Context Records. · - B X 

.. Context Sub-division B X - -�? Recs 
Context Sununaries - - B X 
Continuation Sheets · · B X 
Correspondencerr elep 
hone 

Messages: · X - · �i Access - X - -·::i Accommodalion - - G X 
Archaeology - X G X 
Archive - X G X 

Deposition - X - · 
Finds Own�rsltip · X - -

Lectures - X - - Discretioruuy 
Negotiations · X . -

Personal · X - X 
;;" , Staffmg/Personnel 

Treasure Trove 
Costings - X - -

Daybook, new style · X 
old style · - B X 

DoCUments. ltistorical - - - · WA librmy 

; , 

etc . •  
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. ,  M A T E R I A L  D E S T I N A T I 0 N 

DISCARD PRESERVE 

NON- A R C H I V E ( A )  

ARCHIVE 

FILE (B) MICROFILM MUSEUM OTHER 

Disuibution maps: of - - C X 

\\. tinds - - B X 

of sites 
Draft Repons. - - A X 

" 
Levels III and IV 

stvle 
Draft Reports. Non- X · - -

ftnal 
Eco facts - · · X 

Environmentnl Report - · E X 

�� Estimates (time) - X · -
1'".""., ' R�m.; ... - - E X 

"'" 
assessment 
Featured Sherd sheets · · C X 

( Field Record B X · · 
Fieldwnlking Report · - B X 
Final Report · · A X WA libr.uy 

;,1 Finances: copies of - X · . 
,: docllIIlents 

Finds/Artefacts X' · - X • 

[', Finds Reports • C X .:\ - · 
(: Levels 1II and IV " ,  i)::�; stvle 

t: Finds Drawin2s - - C X 

Finds Sample Records - · C X 'r� 
Flint Analvsis Records - - C X 

"" ri · r J( 

\, '  Fortlls: 
WA I · · B X 

: WA 2 · 
· · B X 

., WA 3 · - B X 
��; WA 4 H X · · 

WA 5 · · C X 
',;:;: , WA 6 C X f · · 

< ,,i-'� WA7 · · B X 
WA 8 · · D X 

WA 9 · · C X 

WA 10 " - E X 
, WA 1 1  · · E X 

WA 12 · · B X 

WA 13 · · B X 

, WA 14 - · B X 

WA 15 - · C X 

WA16 · · C X 

WA17 · - B X 

WA18 B X 

WAJ9 · · C X 

WA 20 · · C X 

(i" '" 
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M A T E R I A L  D E S T I N A T I 0 N 

DISCARD PRESERVE 

NON. A R C H I V E ( A )  
ARCHIVE 

, FILE (B) MICROFD..M MUSEUM OTHER 

WA 2l - · C X 
, WA 22 E X - · 

WA 23 · - E X 
I WA 24 · · E X 

" WA 25 · · B X 

WA 26 · - B X 

WA 27 · - Index X 

WA 28 · 
;' - E X 

WA 29 · - E X 
WA30 · · E X 

WA 31 · · E X 

f6 WA 32 · · E X 
." WA jj · · 

WA 34 · · C X 
j, all others file by toDic · · · . 

Geophysical survey · · . E X i 
I data 

Geophysical survey · · E X 
rePOfi 
Graphics Re�ister · · B Index X 

, r' Hectare Records · · B X 

Hectare Finds Records · · C X 
l\ Home Office Licence · X H X See note 1 t�' I), HUIJUlII Bone See note 1 � 

· · · -
HUIJUlII Bone Analysis · · E X �' .0,; . " 'm sheets 
Human Bone Reoon · · E X 

�: Interim repons · - A X 
Legal Agreements · X 
Level Book · · . B X 

;':' , Matrices B X · · 
j�, Mollusc Analysis · · E X 

Sheets 

� Number Record · · H X 

Ob,ject Record · ., C X ',.(,' 
Offprints · · · - WA library 
Orders 10 suppliers · , X - . 
Permits 10 enter land · X · -
Phase Index · - B X 
Phase PIMS · · B X 
Phosph.1te Analysis · · E X 
sheets 

�,'. Phosphnte Repofi · · E X 
Photographs · X · X See note 2 
Photographic Rel':ister · · D X 
PIMS - - B X 
Plot Record Sheets · · B X 
Pollen Analysis sheets · · E X 
Pollen RePOns - - E X 

: 
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M A T E R I A L  D E S T I N A T I 0 N 
DISCARD PRESERVE 

NON- A R C H I V E ( A )  
ARCHIVE 
FILE (8) MICROFILM MUSEUM OTHER 

Pottery AnalySiS - - C X 
, Records 

Prim-outs of project - - - - retained by 
costs Project 

ManalleT 
Proiect Desi on - X X X 
Publicruion Drawings - - - X f, Snrnnle Re"ister - - E X 
Scientific Analysis: - - E X 
other 

bi Section Dm wings - · B X 
l":'! ",eve � l'UlaS Keeora - -

Sieving Register - - E Data X 
, Site DrawinRs - · B X 
{ Site Repan . A X - · 

.; Six-figure Ph: ... "e - · B X 
DiaRrnJ11S 
Skeleton Records · · El X 
Soil Profiles · - El X 

Ir,:t- Soil Srunples (Unused) · · - - Garden 
�/ Spend Prome - X - -

;!l (Montlhlv) 

�" Spot Dating and · - C X 
Scannin. 

I Skeleton Records - · B X 
SvnoDsis of repon - - A X 

[" Tender Documentation - X - -

Trial Pit Sununary - · B X 
X-rays - " - X 

'( I .  Dispose of human remains strictly according to the terms of the Licence under which 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 Guidelines Nos. 2 
and 3, 1 992) for advice . 

. 
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