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1. Introduction 
The site of No. 1 Poultry was visited in 1996 (13-3-96), where it was 
discussed with Peter Rowsome (project director), and Dr. G. Wainwright and 
CAS personnel, who were also making a visit.  A number of site areas and 
contexts were examined.  For example, peat and brushwood layers, road 
sections, off-road channel fills and Boudiccan burned floors in Area 10, and 
Roman floors and associated hearth areas in Area 11, were photographed 
and recommendations for sampling, made.  Subsequently, a large number 
sediment monoliths and Kubiena tins were taken, and deposits were 
described by Jane Corcoran.  This present study is based upon the analysis 
of samples taken by Jane Corcoran, her section drawings, field descriptions.   
The site was also discussed with Jane Sidell (environmental manager, 
MoLAS).  MoLAS staff selected 29 monoliths for study, which when sub-
sampled produced 33 thin sections and 55 bulk samples to be analysed.  

Soil studies are only one part of the integrated multidisciplinary 
environmental investigation (diatoms, macrofossils and pollen).  Sedimentary 
sequences were also broadly characterised by geoarchaeological logging 
measurements of loss-on-ignition (organic matter) and magnetic susceptibility 
(qualitative MS).   
 
1.1 Aims and objectives  
The pre-excavation research objectives led to a sampling strategy.  There is a 
clear association between these objectives and the samples that have been 
collected for soil studies, as follows: 
 
6.1 Natural topography and environment, 
Major role of the soil study:  What formation processes can be identified 
(6.1.1)? (e. g., samples 891, 896 and 1037). 
Minor role of the soil study:  What was the nature of the Pre-Roman 
environment (6.1.2) and its topography (6.1.3)? (e.g., samples 429, 432, 437, 
742, 897, 901) 
 
6.2. Early Roman, 
Major role of the soil study: 
How did the area develop prior to the Boudiccan rebellion (6.2.5), what effect 
did the Boudiccan rebellion have on the area and what is the evidence of its 
recovery (6.2.8)? (e.g., samples 894, 907, 972 and 966);  
What is the purpose of buildings (6.2.22) and can any spatial patterning be 
identified (6.2.23)? (e.g., samples 386, 468, 887, 905, 968, 973 and 994). 
Minor role of the soil study: 
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Did site formation processes alter in relationship to the Walbrook (6.2.4)(e.g., 
sample 422, 891 and 967); what is the evidence for economic and dietary 
patterning (e.g., sample 386). 
 
2. Samples and Methods 
29 monolith samples were received from MoLAS.  These were briefly 
described, photographed, sub-sampled for bulk sample analysis, placed in a 
plastic container and impregnated with a crystic resin mixture (Murphy, 1986).  
Impregnated blocks were then cut up to produce 12-13 cm long blocks, which 
were manufactured into 31 thin sections at the Institut National Agronomique, 
Grignon, France.  In order to gain full coverage of the sediments encountered 
two additional, 7.5 cm thin sections were made at Spectrum Petrographics, 
Oregon.  Thin sections and bulk samples, their coverage (m. OD) and context, 
etc are listed in Appendix Table 1. 
 
2.1 Soil micromorphology  
Thin sections were viewed at a number of magnifications from x1, up to x400 
under the polarising microscope and employed plane polarised light (PPL), 
crossed polarised light (XPL), oblique incident light (OIL) and blue light (BL).  
The combined use of these different forms of illumination permit a large 
number of optical tests to be made, enabling more precise identification of 
materials (Bullock et al., 1985; Stoops, 1996).  Archaeological microfeatures 
and materials were also identified from published and unpublished 
archaeological and reference studies, with semi-quantitative counting and 
microfacies analysis based upon Bullock et al., (1985) and (Courty, 2001; 
Courty et al., 1989; Courty et al., 1994; Goldberg and Macphail, In 
preparation; Macphail and Cruise, 2001).  56 types of natural and 
anthropogenic inclusions, structural features and pedofeatures were counted 
(Appendix Table 1). 
 A Jeol JXA8600 EPMA was used at the Institute of Archaeology, UCL 
to carry out microprobe analyses of soil microfabrics, features and included 
materials in {973(4)}.  This work was carried out on an uncovered thin section 
{M973(4)}.  These were first examined under the SEM, and a number of 
features, were chosen for line analysis.  Amounts of Si, Al, Fe, Mn, Ca, K, Mg, 
Na, P, S, Ti and Cl were measured (reported as mean % in Appendix Table 
3).  Elemental maps were photographed from the VDU (see images on CD-
ROM).   
 
2.2 Chemistry  
Organic matter (LOI), low frequency magnetic susceptibility (χ; x 10-8 SI kg-1) 
and phosphate (2% citric acid extractable P2O5 pretreated with HCl to offset 
the presence of any calcium carbonate) were measured on the bulk samples 
at the Environmental Archaeology Laboratory, Umeå University, Sweden 
(Arrhenius, 1934; Arrhenius, 1955; Engelmark and Linderholm, 1996; 
Macphail et al., 2000).  pH (2.5 H2O) was measured at the Institute of 
Archaeology. 
 
2.3 Background to the study 
This present investigation of Roman soils and deposits at No. 1, Poultry has 
been carried out in the context of numerous previous and current studies 
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relevant to this site.  For example, Roman brickearth soils, the use of 
brickearth as a building material, Roman lime-based building materials and 
their weathering, horticulture in Boudicaan destruction levels, the 
stabling/pounding of animals in ‘urban’ space, have already been investigated 
from several sites in London and southern England, and mainland Europe 
(Cammas, 1994; Cammas et al., 1996; Galinié, 2000; Macphail, 1994; 
Macphail, 2001; Macphail, In press; Macphail and Cruise, 1995; Macphail and 
Cruise, 1997).  The relationships between different types of Roman 
stratigraphy, changes in use of urban space, and the phenomenon of dark 
earth formation, have also continued to be researched (Macphail, in prep; 
Macphail et al., Submitted). 
 
3. Results 
Full chemical data are given in Appendix Table 1.  Microfabric/microfacies 
types, associated chemical data and basic interpretation are presented in 
Appendix Table 2. Microprobe data from sample {973(4)} are also tabulated 
(Appendix Table 3).   Measurements of LOI, phosphate and magnetic 
susceptibility data are expressed graphically in scattergrams (Appendix 
Figures 1 and 2 - MISSING) and compared to other Roman sites in England 
(Appendix Table 4 - MISSING).  All findings are summarised for each period, 
area and landuse group in Table 1.   Scans of thin sections, 
photomicrographs and microprobe elemental maps of {973(4)} are located on 
ONE94_microscan01.pdf.   
 
4. Discussion 
Soils and sediments and their microstratigraphy are discussed according to 
Period and Area.  Soil micromorphology, chemistry and magnetic 
susceptibility data are grouped into microfacies that are representative of a 
particular activity, context, locality and/or period (Courty, 2001; Macphail et 
al., Forthcoming) and are the geoarchaeological equivalent, for example, of 
pollen zones.  The 33 thin sections and 55 bulk samples analysed here 
enabled 19 major microfacies types to be identified. 
 
4.1 Areas and Landuse by Period 
Period 1; Open Areas 1 and 4 
Prior to landscaping (see Hill, this volume), the substrate of the terrace 
plateau likely comprised river terrace drift, in the form of an upward fining 
sequence of gravels, sands and silts (sandy silt loam/brickearth).  By the 
Roman period (1st century AD) argillic brown earth soils (internationally known 
as Chromic Luvisols [Europe] or Hapludalfs [USA]) had developed at Cornhill 
(Leadenhall St and Lloyds Bank sites) and at the Guildhall.  At these 
locations, despite topsoil truncation, 20-50 cm thick leached upper subsoil Eb 
(A2) horizon and 30-40 cm thick clay-enriched lower subsoil Btg horizon are a 
pedological record of pedogenesis under a Holocene woodland vegetation 
(Avery, 1990; Macphail and Cruise, 2000).   At No 1, Poultry the presence of 
springs and high water tables influenced the formation of a likely gleyic argillic 
brown earth soil cover (Waterstock soil association) as presently mapped at 
Hyde Park (Jarvis et al., 1984; Jarvis, 1983).  None of this hypothetical soil 
cover survived.   Instead, the earliest surviving soils were studied from 
samples that encompass Open Areas 1 and 4, and are located in the valleys 
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of Tributary 1 (sample {1037}), Tributary 2 (samples {897}) and shoulder of 
the terrace {907}).  In all cases, humic typical alluvial gley soils (Conway soil 
association) had formed in a sandy silt loam alluvium that has retained its 
original finely bedded character and also includes patches of diatoms (Jarvis 
et al., 1984)(see Cameron, this vol.).  It seems plausible that these acid (pH 
3.3-6.0) gleys (Humic Gleysol; Humaquept) formed in sediments that are of a 
combined colluvial/alluvial character, becoming more humic (from 3.9-4.0% 
LOI to 9.3-11.4% LOI) and peaty up-profile (see Corcoran, this vol.).  These 
peats are formed of rooted laminated plant tissues.  Inferred dating by Scaife 
(this vol.) are indicative of these peats developing under Alder woodland by 
the Bronze Age.  This is consistent with the microfacies data (Table 1).  These 
palaeosols act as control samples, and display a typically low phosphate 
content (c. 500 ppm P2O5), much of which is in an organic form (P ratio 1.3-
2.3), and a very low magnetic susceptibility (2-7 x 10-8 SI kg-1), the last also 
reflecting gleyed soil conditions. 
 
Period 2; Open Areas 4 and 18 
It also appears as though the natural soils and peat on the terrace shoulder 
above Tributary 2 (see above) are buried by a succession of 
waterlain/colluvial deposits in Open Area 4 (sample {907}).  These are 
coarsely bedded, with intercalated plant tissues, brickearth soil fragments with 
sandy laminae.  Continuing site wetness has led to marked organic 
preservation (23.6% LOI) and a very low magnetic susceptibility (16 x 10-8 SI 
kg-1).  That the deposits are influenced by anthropogenic activity is indicated 
by the presence these brickearth fragments, charcoal, possible omnivore 
coprolites and enhanced levels of phosphate (1550 ppm P2O5).  Similar 
deposits are found elsewhere at Open Area 4 (samples {973(4-5)}) off Road 
1.  These are acidic (pH 3.2-3.5), finely laminated and poorly to becoming 
moderately humic up-profile (3.3-9.3%), with moderately weak iron staining 
and phosphate accumulation (microprobe; Fe, mean 0.177%, max. 1.57%; P, 
mean 0.03%, max. 0.18%; bulk, 480-1730 ppm P2O5).  Such deposits may 
reflect drainage and wash from Road 1, possibly including that from animal 
traffic.  Upwards, large amounts of wood charcoal are included in these 
spreads and as the site becomes drier earthworm activity is recorded 
alongside a rise in pH (6.0).  
 
Period 2 (?); Building 16 
Activity commences with ground raising employing brickearth slabs probably 
from local quarry pits (sample {973(3)}.  Small amounts of anthropogenic 
materials (e.g. charcoal and bone) were also deposited, and rooting testifies 
to a brief period of on-site vegetation growth (microfacies 3).   This is sealed 
by some 40 mm of loose brickearth soil and a thin (3-10 mm) trample 
composed of wood charcoal, pottery, bone and organic matter of likely 
stabling origin (Macphail and Cruise, 2001) and is indicative of an exterior 
surface. 
 
Period 3; B16, OA5 and B3RML (Period 3-5?) 
At B16 exterior spreads of brickearth were trampled alongside inclusions of 
humic soil and bone, in situ biological activity giving rise to burrows and 
channels {973930}[15718].  These were succeeded by a 55 mm thick 
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trampled debris layer that includes high proportions of burned waste from a 
hearth (wood charcoal and ash), and also incorporates culinary waste such as 
from cereal preparation (fused silica of phytoliths).  Bone, shell and grindstone 
fragments are also present.  This suggestion is supported by increases in χ 
(from 24 to 227 x 10-8 SI kg-1) and phosphate (from 610 to 3270 ppm P2O5), 
exterior weathering producing secondary CaCO3 and phosphate at this 
location.   
 In OA5 a coarse foundation layer was prepared ({968(7)} 
[15463/15539] and as commonly found, this was affected by contaminated 
drainage waters, leading to vivianite formation (1430 ppm P2O5).  This was 
succeeded at overlying B3RML by a carefully prepared, horizontally spread 
brickearth floor that included likely tempering with dung and straw [15463].  
The last are recognised from reference burned dung-tempered daub taken 
from the Pimperne House oven at Butser Ancient Farm and an straw 
tempered experimental oven at West Heslerton (Goldberg and Macphail, In 
preparation; Macphail et al., Forthcoming).  The included dung probably 
contributes to the phosphate present (1320 ppm P2O5), while burning during 
the Boudican fire that later affected the structure produced an enhanced value 
of χ (156 x 10-8 SI kg-1).  (Building destruction (Period 5?) deposits are dealt 
with in Period 6 of Table 1) 
 
Period 3 (-5); B3(RG), B12, B15RC 
At B3(RG)[15478]{967b ii}, a building destroyed by the Boudican fire, a layer 
of heavily burned (χ, 948 x 10-8 SI kg-1) brickearth and brickearth daub is 
present, both dung in the daub and secondary phosphate producing 3120 
ppm P2O5.  This deposit likely acted as hard core for post-Boudican activity.  
Equally, the remains of brickearth slab-founded surface of B12 
[10158]{894(2)} became buried by inwashed minerogenic (silt, sand and 
gravel) deposits, with possible omnivore coprolites being evidence of local 
animal husbandry. Such inputs raised the level of phosphate from 1630 to 
2010 ppm P2O5).   

Post-destruction/disuse floor accumulations at B15RC {905}[13008] 
that include a 0.4 mm size likely raptor (owl) pellet are present that resemble 
collapsed wall-sealed disuse floor deposits at Structure 10, at the Courage 
Brewery site (Macphail, In press).  This layer is sealed by 40-50 mm of wood 
charcoal [13001] that probably records eventual roof collapse of the building, 
after a period of post-fire disuse. 

 
Period 5: OA22, OA23, OA27 and R2 
At OA22 ({891}[10082] there is evidence of continued/renewed dumping of 
stabling waste, possibly from Road 1, and this led to thick organic deposits 
with high levels of LOI (18.9-20.9%) and phosphate (3950-3960 ppm), but low 
levels of χ (16-25 x 10-8 SI kg-1) consistent with experimental findings from 
Butser Ancient Farm (Macphail and Cruise, 2001).  Similar, but more 
minerogenic deposits (8.3-9.0% LOI) are recorded in sample {901}, likely 
representing off-road drainage and wash.   
 On the northern side of the site, at OA23 {967b-i}[15392], post-
Boudican fire construction(?) layers are composed of clean gravel, or sand to 
gravel-size burned brickearth debris that includes ubiquitous likely stabling 
crust material, a brickearth slab ground-raising deposits.  
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 The view that Road 2 was not formally resurfaced until after AD 70 is 
supported by sample {966}[15201], which shows road surfacing using well-
sorted sand, seals biologically worked (roots and earthworms), moderately 
humic (5.8%) soil formed in charcoal and burned brickearth (and ash) 
Boudican destruction deposit.  The possibility that this soil underwent a short-
lived period of gardening/horticulture (2910 ppm P2O5), hence an accelerated 
level of biological activity, should not be overlooked as this has been identified 
at both Culver St, Colchester and Whittington Ave, London (Macphail, 1994).  
On the other hand at sample {972}[17580], massive layers of road silts, sands 
and gravels, seal a 75 mm thick layer of wood charcoal relic of the Boudican 
fire. 
 
Period 6; OA37, OA51, B17 and S20 (B24) 
At OA37{432}[3915] typical roadside activity of dumping extremely organic 
(28.3% LOI) and phosphate-rich (4300 ppm P2O5) stabling waste (Macphail 
and Cruise, 2001) continued.  At OA51 a shallow biologically worked weakly 
humic soil had formed in post-Boudican fire building debris that included small 
amounts of mortar and tile/burned brickearth ({973}[15714].  Probable 
renewed drainage from the road led to secondary phosphate deposition in this 
layer.   

Building debris at B17 {968(6)} [15298] is composed of a 40 mm layer 
of compacted aggregates of dark humified organic-matter (dung?) tempered 
brickearth soil and few charcoal inclusions, that displays both the affects of 
the Boudican fire (2.3-3.8% LOI; 185-625 x 10-8 SI kg-1) and likely presence of 
organic phosphate (1080-1410 ppm P2O5, P ratio 0.8-1.8) in the dung.  
Renewed construction on this plot led to dumping of more building debris.  At 
B24 {468}[8984], an interior trample accumulation of domestic and culinary 
waste, with probable inclusion of part-humified and charred stabling waste, is 
recorded.  This is not unlike the environment at OA51 where a brickearth slab 
has been deposited over likely stable floor sweepings {894(1)}[12518]. 
 
Period 6; B3 
The spreads of local burned debris from BSRML that formed B17 deposits 
were buried by a 220 mm thick compact layer of general burned building 
debris, including daub, brickearth, gravel and some mortar fragments, with 
low organic content (2.6-3.0% LOI), moderately enhanced χ (65-106 x 10-8 SI 
kg-1) and moderate phosphate content (990-1300 ppm P2O5, P ratio 1.1) 
{986(4-5)} [15298].  This ground-raising dump is succeeded by 80 mm of 
moderately well sorted sand-dominated weakly laminated burned material (χ, 
114-173 x 10-8 SI kg-1), very rich in charcoal and charred organic matter (7.0-
7.4% LOI), including likely cereal charcoal.  As this also contains much 
eggshell and burned bone (660-1050 ppm P2O5, P ratio 1.0-1.1), with 
phytoliths and very abundant ash, it may comprise kitchen waste sweepings 
{986(4)} [15298].  This is overlain by some 140 mm of a multiple layered 
deposits  {986(3)} [15466] composed of ubiquitous coarse building debris, 
humic soil clasts, wood charcoal, pottery, bone and shell, ashes and 
phytoliths, with a 5 mm thick micritic calcite cemented layer of brickearth 
clasts at around 9.39 m OD. The whole deposit is generally characterised by 
low amounts of organic matter (3.6% LOI), rather low χ (59 x 10-8 SI kg-1) and 
moderately high phosphate (1300 ppm P2O5, P ratio 0.9), and importantly 
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biological features and secondary phosphate are absent.  These findings 
suggest the presence of a whole series of probable interior (protected/roofed) 
surfaces, some of which formed through trampling (domestic food and hearth 
debris), while others were likely laid down, including an intact brickearth-
tempered mortared surface.  Trampled interior domestic surfaces have been 
studied for example from Butser Ancient Farm (Pimperne House) and 
modelled from archaeological sites (Cammas, 1994; Gé et al., 1993; Macphail 
and Cruise, 2001).  In addition, a mortared floor surface (House 12, Room 3) 
at the House of Amarantus, Pompeii was equally covered by trampled debris 
although undoubtedly an interior surface (Fulford and Wallace-Hadrill, 1995-
6)(Crowther and Macphail unpublished report to Reading University). 
 
Period 7; OA32, OA35, OA51, B3, B19, B24RD and B37RAR 
OA32 is characterised by washed silts that become extremely humic (34.6% 
LOI) as animal bedding and stabling waste became dumped {422}[3866/67].  
This identification is supported by very high values for phosphate (4170 ppm 
P2O5) and a very low χ (14 x 10-8 SI kg-1).  At nearby OA35 ({437}) 70 mm of 
humic (5.8% LOI) soil formed in post-Boudican fire debris [3774], but as at 
OA32, renewed occupation took the form of stabling.  The thin section records 
some 60 mm of finely laminated plant tissues and amorphous organic matter, 
commonly intercalated with silt, that are evidence of animal stabling, the 
deposit [3761] further having a typical chemical signature for this (36.5% LOI, 
4170 ppm P2O5, χ, 16 x 10-8 SI kg-1)(Macphail and Cruise, 2001)(Cruise and 
Macphail, 2000).   Highly similar deposits were found at B24RD 
({468}[8984](16.2% LOI, 3920 ppm P2O5, χ, 27 x 10-8 SI kg-1).  

At B19, although there is ground raising by a 250 mm thick deposit of 
building debris, and this began to develop pedological features during a short-
lived period of exposure prior to this location becoming a probable animal 
pound {968(1-2)}[15183].  A compacted surface was formed, and although the 
thin section ({986-1}) did not sample the actual surface, voids within the 
compacted layer are characterised by abundant dark coloured, likely humic 
and phosphate-rich, clay coatings (cf. microprobe studies at Raunds, 
Northamptonshire) that can be associated with the stocking of animals and 
trackways (Courty et al., 1994; Courty and Nornberg, 1985; Macphail and 
Cruise, 2001; Macphail et al., 2000).  On the other hand, at B37RAR ({887}), 
a hardcore layer of building rubble was apparently laid down to form a 
foundation [6219] for a beaten floor featuring large amounts of fine charcoal 
and other burned domestic debris (4.3% LOI, χ, 91 x 10-8 SI kg-1), and which 
was affected by major inwash of iron and phosphate (1120 ppm P2O5), of 
some unknown origin. 
 
Period 8; R2 
R2{905}[12996] deposits, which occur over the charcoal rich debris of B15RC 
destroyed by Boudica, is composed of 50 mm of compacted brickearth 
fragments, with fine and coarse inclusions of humified organic matter, the last 
and associated amorphous pedofeatures are probably of organic and animal 
waste, and animal traffic associated with construction and road use.  
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Period 10; OA75 
In the Apex part of the site, sample {994} [18067] ground raising was carried 
out employing a dump of brickearth.  Ensuing trampling compacted mainly 
brickearth building debris, alongside small amounts of possible animal and 
domestic waste.  Outside exposure led to both minor earthworm burrowing 
and the deposition of secondary phosphate (1520 ppm P2O5).    
 
4.2 Landuse themes 
Landscaping at No 1 Poultry removed soils that had developed on the 
brickearth present on the plateau terrace area by the Roman period, but other 
examples from the City of London indicate that argillic brown earths were 
probably present.  This is also indicated by the brickearth employed for 
constructional purposes and which was probably quarried locally.  The 
presence of waterlogged deposits and springs feeding tributaries of the 
Walbrook also suggest that many of these soils were probably gleyic in 
character.  Soils present in the tributary valleys and on the shoulders of these 
valleys likely developed in combined alluvial/colluvial deposits; low energy 
colluvial activity even under woodland (see Scaife this volume) being probable 
(Imeson et al., 1980).  The study of the palaeosols in the tributary valleys 
indicates that these developed as humic gleysols that became increasingly 
peaty by late Prehistory (LBA?). 
 Anthropogenic deposits at No 1, Poultry have been characterised and 
identified through the use of both experimental and analogue studies.  In the 
first instance, it has been important to be able to differentiate stabling and 
animal husbandry deposits from those formed by domestic occupation.  The 
detailed study of the Moel-y-gar stable floor (1977-1990) at Butser Ancient 
Farm, Hampshire, after this building had been razed by burning in 1990, and 
its comparison to domestic beaten floors formed in the Pimperne House(s) 
(1975-1990 and 1994), permitted the modelling of these types of deposits 
(Macphail and Cruise, 2001).  In short, stabling deposits are homogeneous 
highly organic deposits composed of layered plant remains, rich in phosphate 
(bulk, microprobe and XRD analyses) and with a low value of χ.  In contrast, 
domestic floor deposits are heterogeneous, minerogenic, with a relatively high 
χ (hearth burned soils), and usually lower amounts of phosphate, although 
this can be increased by the presence bone and mineralised coprolites, and 
secondary phosphate inwash.  Experimental deposits (and those studied from 
London Guildhall) also have pollen spectra reflecting their homogeneous 
(stable) or heterogeneous (domestic floor) character (Cruise and Macphail, 
2000; Macphail and Cruise, 1995).  The results of analogue studies at the 
London Guildhall sites and 7-11, Bishopsgate, and microprobe studies are 
consistent with this model (Macphail and Cruise, 1995, 1997; Cruise and 
Macphail, 2000).  Other workers in Europe have constructed similar models 
mainly based upon soil micromorphology (Cammas, 1994; Courty et al., 1994; 
Gé et al., 1993; Macphail et al., 1997; Matthews et al., 1997).  Different types 
of manufactured floors have also been investigated (Macphail, Submitted). 
 Based upon the above research it has been possible to identify open 
area deposits formed through the dumping of stabling waste, and the use of 
space in buildings for stabling/animal pounds.  These findings are consistent 
with macrofossil analysis, which also indicate the off-road dumping of stabling 
waste, and on-site animal husbandry, for example (? This volume).   
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 Areas analysed for Period 2 indicate both dumping of stabling waste in 
open areas (e.g. OA4), and the likely influence of liquid animal waste on 
deposits.  Brickearth slabs, probably quarried locally were employed for 
ground-raising at B16, where a trampled surface formed.  In Period 3, a 
trampled surface at B3 is recorded which includes culinary and food 
processing waste, while at B3RML a carefully prepared dung and straw 
tempered floor was constructed.  Analysis of the overlying post-Boudican fire 
debris also shows that the building was constructed with dung-tempered daub 
walls.  A number of Period 3 to Period 5 and 6 deposits show the effect of the 
Boudican destruction.  At B3RML, mentioned above, the daub floor was 
baked by this fire, but the overlying burned daub wall debris records higher 
values for χ.  This is consistent with findings from the razed Moel-y-gar house 
at Butser (1990), where magnetic enhancement mainly affected the daub 
walls, rather than the floor, because the fire burned upwards (Reynolds, 
Macphail and Allen, unpublished report).  At B15RC wood charcoal from the 
Boudican fire buries floor deposits that contain a probable owl regurgitation 
pellet(s), which implies either that the house was out of use prior to the fire, or 
that collapse of the burned timbers was not an immediate effect of the fire.   
 Much of the burned brickearth and charcoal debris relic of the 
Boudican fire was dumped or utilised for ground raising prior to renewed 
occupation (e.g. OA22), and which also included animal husbandry (OA23 
and OA31).  At some parts of No 1 Poultry, for example Road 2, post-
Boudican fire debris became weathered and developed pedological features 
consistent with a possible ten year period before Road 2 was reconstructed.  
Although there is no definite evidence for identifying horticultural activity 
during this period, it should not be ruled out, because this is recorded at 
Cornhill (Whittington Ave.)(Macphail,1994).   
 Period 6 activity included both the construction of a mortared floor and 
the formation of interior beaten floors at B3.  Again, the deposits are 
dominated by domestic waste.  Period 7 is also characterised by continued 
animal husbandry, which is recorded as likely waste disposal (dung 
heaps)(OA35) and in situ stabling and pounding of animals (e.g. B19 and 
B24RD).  
 The presence of deposits relic of animal husbandry in Roman cities 
has been modelled from late Roman Deansway, Worcester, 7-11, 
Bishopsgate (preserved by the Hadrianic fire), and from R-B/early Roman 
Elms Farm, Heybridge, Essex, but the amounts of stabling waste preserved at 
Roman Poultry provide an important insight into the importance of domestic 
animals (both omnivores and herbivores) in Early Roman London (Macphail, 
1994; Cruise and Macphail, 1997). 
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