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Summary

In June 2005 Wessex Archaeology was commissioned by WSP Environmental to
undertake an archaeological evaluation, prior to development of a housing
development, of 40 hectares of farmland at Waterlooville, Hampshire (NGR 467000
1 10,100) in order to assess the archaeological potential of the Site.

In total forty-six treflches were excavated which represents a O.73Vo sample of the
Site. The archaeological features within the trenches comprised:

r Six Romano-British or probable Romano'British ditches
o Two modem ditches
. Two undated ditches
e Two undated postholes
r Three undated shallow pits
. An area with patches of bumt flint
o Two palaeochannels

The Romano-British features were concentrated on slightly higher ground at the
north-west of the Site. The frequency and size of some of the pottery fragments found
in one of the ditches suggested that there had been human settlement in the vicinity,
during the Romano-B ritish period.

The natwal sequence of deposits was a thin ploughsoil over subsoil on silty clay or
flint sravel.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1.1 This report presents the results of an archaeological evaluation of land near
to Waterlooville, Hampshire. The evaluation was carried out by Wessex
Archaeology on behalf of WSP Environmental.

1.1.2 The evaluation was requested to provide inforrnation conceming the
archaeological potential of land which is subject to proposed development as
part of the Waterlooville Major Development Area (hereafter referrcd to as
the 'Site'). An initial Brief for the work, prepared by WSP Environmental
(2005), required the excavation of forty-eight trenches each 30 metre in
length and 1.8 metres in width.

1.1.3 The fieldwork and report have been completed with reference to the
approved Project Design, prepared by Wessex Archaeology (2005) on behalf
of WSP Environmental and approved by Winchester City Council and
Hampshire CountY Council.

r . t .4 Prior to the evaluation a geophysical survey by GSB Prospection was
undertaken across the Site (2004). A number of anomalies which may relate
to archaeolosical features were detected as part of the survey.

2 THE SITE

2.1.1 The Site covers an area of approximately 40 hectares and is centred on
National Grid Reference (NGR) 467000 110400. It is bounded by the 82150
(Hambledon Road) to the north-east, housing to the east with mostly large
farmland fields to the west and south. Much of the southem boundary is
marked by a meandering stream flowing to the south-west (Figure 1)'

2.1.2 The Site generally slopes gently towards the south' The height varies from
approximately u[4m above Ordnance Datum (aOD) at tlte north to 31m aOD
at the south witl a distinct area of slightly raised ground in the north-west
corner of Site.

2.1.3 The land is divided into ten fields labelled Areas I to 10 on Figure l. These
fields are generally divided by hawthorn and blackthorn hedges. No work
was undertaken in Area 10.

2.1.4 Two lines of pylons carrying overhead high tension electricity cables crossed
the site from north to south along its western side. A water main aligned
south-west to north-east is located near the northern corner of the site.
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2.1 .5 At the time of the evaluation the Site was being used as pasture which is
apparently prone to becoming seasonally waterlogged during wetter weather.

AIMS

The aims ofthe evaluation were to determine, as fat as possible, the location,
extent, character and significance of any archaeological remains within the
proposed development area. On &is basis, an assessment of the potential
impact of the proposed development on buried remains could be made and an
informed decision reached as to the requirement for, and scope of any
subsequent miti gation.

3

3.1 .1

4 METIIODOLOGY

4.1.1 In accordance with the approved specification (Wessex Archaeology, 2005),
the evaluation was undertaken by machine-excavated trial trenching. A total
of46 machine trenches was investigated (Figure 1)' The machine trenches
were positioned to give both wide coverage of the Site and to target
geophysical anomalies or lrends shown on a geophysical survey by GSB
Prospection (2004).

4.1.2 Practical considerations meant that changes were required to the planned
number and positions of the test trenches' These included:

. Trenches were relocated to avoid being sited directly under the two lines
of overhead high tensiorl power cables on the western side of the Site.

. Trench 17 was moved to avoid a large oak tree'

o Trench 26 was moved to avoid crossing an existing farm track'

r Trenches 5 to 9 were abandoned to avoid a faun that was lying up in the
long grass in this part of the Area 1. The geophysical survey showed little
potential activity here. Two additional trenches 50 and 5l were excavated
just to south-east in Area 2'

4.1.3 The trenches in Area 3 had their grass and topsoil removed by a specialist
contractor before Wessex Archaeology excavated deeper. The large 'slices'

of grassed topsoil were laid to one side and later replaced after the
archaeological investigations were completed'

4.I.4 All trench locations were checked for services and on site cable avoidance
tool (CAT) was used to avoid unlocated buried service pipes and cables.

4.1.5 The machine trenches were dug, under constant supervision of a suitably
qualified archaeologist, using a 360' tracked excavator equipped with a 2m
wide toothless ditching bucket. Excavation proceeded until the top of
archaeological deposits or the underlying natural geology was encountered-
This was at depths of between 0.3 and 0.5m across the site' Each trench was
cleaned by hand where appropriate and a representative section, 1m wide'
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5.1.2

was recorded. All pre-modern archaeological deposits were excavated by
hand.

4.1.6 A machine-dug cross trench was added to Trench 25 to reveal the full cross
section of ditch 2512.

4.1.7 The spoil from trenches in Areas 1, 2 and 3 was placed on porous woven
plastic sheeting in an attempt to minimise damage to the flora.

4.1.8 The positions of all trcnches, test pits and
planned digitally and in addition a drawn
features was made. The recording was
Archaeology's pro forma recording sheets.
produced.

4.1.9 Photographs taken before work commenced
made for each trench.

4.1.10 Two 20 litre samples of fill from the Roman ditch 2512 were taken for
environmental analYsis.

4.1.11 The excavated spoil was inspected for finds. All trenches were reinstated at
the end of the work.

4 .L .I2 The fieldwork took place between the 3 I "t of May and the 24s of June 2005 .

5 RESULTS

5.1 Soils and GeologY

5.1 .1 The typical sequence revealed in the trenches was as follows:

r mid greyish brown topsoil under the turf. This had an average
thickness of 0.15m.

archaeological features were
record of all archaeological
undertaken using Wessex

A photogaphic record was

and after reinstatement were

pale orangey-brown silty-clay subsoil. This had an average thickness of
0.15m but was sometimes much thinner or missing.
pale yellowish-brown silty-clay natural. This was slightly mottled and
had occasional pale grey patches. It contained occasional pieces of
black manganese. The base of this deposit was not seen.

The southem edge of the Site (Areas 7, 8 and 9) bordered on an existing
stream. Area 3 was immediately south-east of the stream. The underlying
natural deposit was of flint gravel in these areas.

Two palaeochannels 1805 and 3903 were discovered, in Trenches 18 antl 39
respeitively, in the southem area of the Site (Figure 1 and Figure 2;
Trench 18). These silted up channels could be observed as anomalies on the
geophysical survey. The palaeochannels would have once formed part of the
patlern of natural drainage across lhe area which is still evident by the
presence of the stream along the southern edge of Site'

5 .1 .3
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5.2.5

5,2 ArchaeologicalFeatures

Introdaction

5.2.1 This section provides a general description of the .archaeological features
observed and investigated as part of the evaluation. A detailed description for
each trench is given in Section 12.

Early Romano-British anil probable Romano'British (Figure 3)

5.2.2 A concentration of Romano-British features was discovered on the slightly
higher ground located in the north-western part of site' This included three
, Romano-British ditches and two further ditches that are tentatively attributed
to the Romano-British period due to the absence of any dating material
recovered from these features during the evaluation.

5.2.3 Trench 25 revealed ditch 2512 which was at least 27m long, 2.3m wide and
0.85m deep (Figure 3 and 4; Plate 1.). This substantial ditch was aligned
west south-west to east north-east and had been dug along the line marking
the edge of the gently sloping land to the north-west and lower, more level
area to the south-east. It was not predicted by the geophysical survey' It
appears to have been recut at least once. It contained large fragments of
Romano-British pottery, particularly towards tlre eastem end of the trench
and this suggests potential settlement nearby.

5.2.4 Trench 2l revealed two ditches, 2104 afld 2106 (Figure 3). Both ditches
were very similar in character and set at right angles to each other. It is
predicted that these features join beyond the western edge of the rench. A
single piece of Romano-British pottery was found in ditch 2104 but only
burnt flint and clay was recovered from ditch 2106.

A small cut 2109 (not illustrated) was noted in the eastem edge of Trench 2l
and consisted of a charcoal-rich frll. This feature was cut by ditch 2106. If
2106 is Rorrano-British in date this suggests an early Romano-British or
even prehistoric date for 2109.

5.2.6 Trench 2 revealed a small north to south aligned ditch 206. It contained
Romano-British pottery. Another feature 2(H was discovered further to the
north-west in the same trench. Although no dating evidence was recovered
from this feature its presence rnay indicate the wider occupation of this
highet ground on the Site dudng the Romano-British period.

5.2.7 Another small north to south aligned ditch,303, was revealed in Trench 3.
No artefacts were recovered from the investigation of this feanre although
the pale fill and shallow profile was similar to the nearby Romano-British
ditches in Trench 2l and therefore may be contemporary although this can
not be confirmed at his stage.

5.2.8 Approximately 400 metres to the soutlt-west of this concentration of
archaeological features was found another small Romano-British ditch. Ditch
3103 was found in Trench 3 I and was aligned north-west to south-east.
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5.2.9

5.2.10

5.2. t1

Undated
5.2.12

5.2 .13

5.2.r4

5.2. t5

Close to the southem edge of the Site a ditch was revealed that appeared in
both Trenches 45 and 46 as 4505 and 4605 respectively (Figure 1). These
features were detected by the geophysical survey. Although not fully
excavated, pieces of coal in the fill showed it to be at least post-medieval and
probably modem in origin

Trench 36 was located to investigate a geophysical anomaly in the south-
eastern corner of Area 5. Ditch 3604 was revealed under an area of some
disturbance. It was aligned approximately north-west to south-east similar to
the existing field boundary situated ten metres to the east and this feature
may represent an earlier enclosure boundary.

Occasional modern field drains wete seen but not recorded in the evaluation'

Trench 22 revealed a north to south aligned ditch 2204.It was 2.3m wide and
0.7m deep with rather irregular sides. Its fills contained bumt flint but no
pottery was rccovered.

Two other shallow cuts 2210 and 2212, possibly the remains of postholes,
were found further to the west in the same trench. Similar to ditch 2205 the
features contained burnt flint but no pottery.

There were two shallow pits, 1003 and 1007, containing bumt deposits in
Trench 10 (not illustrated). The pits included no pottery'

There were several shallow patches of burnt flint, 1903 ard 2003' in
Trenches 19 and 20 (Figure 2). Only 0.05m thick, they were concentrated at
the north-eastern ends of both trenches and may be the result of prehistoric
activity near palaeochannel 1805.

5.2.16 A small ditch in Trench 46,
sfeam at the south of the
palaeochannel.

a similar alignment to the nearby
in fact may have been a small

4603, had
site and
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6.1 .1

THE FINDS

A small quantity of artefacts was recovered during the evaluation, deriving
from seven of the 46 trenches excavated. This assemblage consists largely of
pottery, with very small quantities of other material types; most of the
material is demonstrably or probably of Romano-British date, with a handfirl
of post-medieval and possible prehistoric finds. All finds have been
quantified by material type within each context, and this information is
presented in Table l.
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6.2

6.2.r

Pottery

The pottery assemblage is entirely of Late Iron Age/Romano-British date'
The assemblage is in noticeably poor condition; sherds have been heavily
abraded, rqsulting in the loss of surface slips and the leaching of palcareous
inclusions.

Potentially the earliest wares here are coarsely flint-tempered, occurring in
bead rim jar forms. These wares are of indigenous Late kon Age origin' but
continued in use in Harnpshire and Berkshire into the early post-conquest
period. In this instance, all examples occurred in association with
'Romanised' wares of post-conquest type, suggesting a date range in the later
Itt century AD.

Burnt Flint

This material type is intrinsically undatable and is of uncertain origin.
Frequently associated with prehistoric activity, in this instance associated
finds suggest a Romano-British date. The majority came from ditches in
trenches 2I and 22.

6.2.2

6.2.3 Other coarsewares comprise greywares (some also containing flint
inclusions), oxidised wares and calcareous wares. These are likely to
encompass the products of several different sources, of which the nearest is
the Rowlands Castle production centre, and everted rim jars of Rowlands
Castle type are present here in ditch 2512 (Fishbourne types 313-4; Cunliffe
197l). These and other jar forms, together with the presence of a single sherd
of sarnian suggests an early Roman date (later 1"' to 2nd century AD), at least
for the assemblage from trench 25; the few sherds from other trenches are
less diagnostic.

Table 1: All linds by context

6.3

6.3.1

z 207 ditch 206 l8/168 3J25 ut5
J 304 ditch 303 3n9
2 l 2105 ditch 2i04 u3 6t60
2 l 210' ditch 2106 ltzJ 3122
2 l 2108 ditch 2106 6t6
2? 2205 ditgh220d 16t407
25 2502 subsoil 3'7t357 8^24
ZJ 2505 ditch 2512 201t3t77 3n6
IJ 2509 ditch 2512 57 t547
25 2511 ditch 2512 5A$5 u14 1 / 5 u77
3 l 3104 ditch 3103 3t13
36 3605 ditch 3604 3lt6 1 IJ 2 glass;

4 brick;
1 iron

TOI AI,s 37014700 t8/195 u28 39l6ll
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6.4.t

7 THE E}TVIRONMENTAL EVIDENCE

7,1 Introduction

7.1.1 The aim of the environmental evaluation was to determine the presence of
charred remains to help in evaluating the nature and significance of the
excavated features. This data may indicate whether a Romano-British farm
or settlement is situated close-by and if there is evidence to suggest farming
activity locally.

7.1.2 Two bulk samples of 20 litres were taken from Romano-British ditch 2512
and were processed for the recovery and assessment of charred plant remains
and charcoal.

7 .1.3 The bulk samples were processed by standard flotation methods; the flot
retained on a 0.5 mm mesh and the residues fractionated into 5.6 mm, 2 mm
and 1 mm fractions and dried. The coarse fractions (>5.6 mm) were sorted,
weighed and discarded.

7.1.4 The flots were scanned under a x10 - x30 stereo-binocular microscope and
presence of charred remains quantified (Table 2), to record the preservation
and nature of the charred plant and chatcoal remains'

7.2 Results

7 .2.1 The material was well preserved although both flots contained quite high
numbers of roots that are often indicative of the proximity of contexts and
sarnples to active soil horizons and hence the potential for intrusive later
material to be become incorporated into the deposit.

7 .2.2 Relatively few plant macros were recovered from the samples. No hulled
wheat chaff was identified, which is a cornmon component upon hon Age
and Roman sites in the region, for instance Balksbury (de Moulins 1995)'
and Crookhom, Waterlooville (Murphy 1989). Only two grains of hulled
barley (Hordeum vulgare sl), a cereal culm node (straw fragrnent), and three
hazelnut fragments wete recovered from one of the samples. Hulled barley

' was more corrmon at Roman Porchester Castle (Murphy and Renfrew 1975),
while hazelnut fragments are often more frequent upon town and villa sites.

7 .2.3 The sample from ditches contained quite large proportions of twigwood and
roundwood charcoal. Some of these had remnants of thorn bases that could
be identified as sloe/buckthorn (Prunus spinosa) or more probably hawthom

Other Finds

Other finds comprise a small quantity of undiagnostic fred clay (uncertail

origin, probable Romano-British date), two pieces of worked flint, and a few,
post-medieval finds (glass, brick and iron) from ditch 3604-
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(Crataegus monogyta)' It is possible that the material may represent

localised buming of hedge material, rather than heaflh debris'

The evidence does not necessarily indicate the close proximity to a Roman

settlement. Neither glumes nor hulld wheat grains were fecovered which are

characteristic of such periods. Hulled barley (Hordeum vulgare sl) has been
grown in Britain since Neolithic times up to the present day' While hazelnuts

ir" 
"o.tr*on 

on earlier prehistoric sites, especially Neolithic and Middle

Bronze Age, they are also common upon Roman wban sites, Saxon and in

particular medieval sites. These elements might therefore be intrusive'
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7 .2.5 The high amou ts of charcoal are indicative of human activity in the area but

might ielate to a single event, e.g. the clearance of hedges or localised scrub

ftom field edges.

and charcoal

KEY: A** = exceptional, A+ = 3Or items, A = )10 items, B = 9 - 5 items' C = < 5 iterns' (h) =

bazelnuts, smb = small mammal bones; Moll-t = terresaial molluscs Moll-f = freshwater molluscsi

NoTE: lflot is toai, but t'lot in ruperscript = ml of rooty material. ?Unbumt seed in lower case to distinguish from chaflEd

rEmarns

8 DISCUSSION

g.i.l The site appears to be relatively undisturbed archaeologically apart from tfe

southem oart of Area 7 that had been stripped of some of its topsoil in the

later 20fi century. The distribution of the evaluation trenches and

observations made regarding the presence of archaeological features appears

tosuggestthattheconcentrat ionofarchaeologicalremainsinthenolth-
. westem area of the site reflects the pattem of activity rather than differential

preservation'

g.I.2 This location may be explained by the topography of the site with the land in

the north-west corner rising discemibly to give an area slightly raised above

the lower flats that are liable to become waterlogged during wettet weather.

8.1.3 The concentration of Roman-British ditches and in particular the large

fragments of pot found in ditch 2512 suggested that there may have been

setilement nearby, perhaps a farmstead. The ditch in Trench 31 situated in

the lower flat area of the Site may form part of a wider Romano-British

enclosure of the landscape. The environmental assessment culTently does not

Supporttheviewofafarmedlandscapehowevert}r ismayreflectthesizeof
thi 

-sample 
which was avaiiable to be taken from the sampled deposit' The

Table 2: Assessment of the charred remalns
Flot ReBidue

Feature no Context Sample slze tlot size
ml

Grain Chaff Weed seeds
uncharrcd charred

Charcoal
>5.6mm

Other Sharcoal
>5.6mm

Romano Dirch 2512
2508 2509 I 20 100 c c(h) A*

250/ 2505 2 20 120 c c(h) A* Moll-f (C)
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8.1 .4

8 .1 .5

analysis of the environmental sample however implies the possibility of well
preserved organic materials within deeper deposits.

The high burnt flint content in dirch 7204 suggested it was either prehistoric

or Romano-British in date. It is located on the higher ground in an area of
Romano-British features.

The presence of earlier prehistoric activity cannot be dismissed with the
evidence of shallow burnt flint deposits at the north-east ends of Trenches 19

and 20. Although these bumt flints are undated the presence of such deposits
next to a former water course located in Trench 18 may suggest prehistoric

activitY.

9 RECOMMENDATIONS

9.1.1 The evaluation aimed to establish the location, extent, character afld
significance of any archaeological remains within the proposed development
arla. Forty-six trenches Wete excavated over the proposed development site
and the presence of archaeological features was recorded.

g.1.2 The evaluation identified a number of archaeological deposits dating from
the prehistoric to modern period but with a significant number of Romano-
British features present in the north-westem area of the Site. These features
are located on slightly higher ground which rises above the surrounding area'
It suggests that human activity may have been concentrated on this higher
ground, above the low lYing area.

g.1.3 In addition to the cultural remains a number of natural featuIes, for instance
palaeochannels, were identif,red in the eastem and southem areas of the Site'
th" pres"nce of such features implies that the low lying areas of the site may
havJbeen historically Prone to seasonal waterlogging as much as the area is

today. This may support the view that tlat the distribution of archaeological
features, and possible settlement, on the higher ground is the result of actual
settlement pattern rather than differential preservation.

g.1.4 It is suggested that there is potential for the discovery of further
afchaeological remains focused on Areas I and 4 and the westem part of
Area 2. This appears to have been the focus of activity cefiainly during the
Romano-British period and possible even earlier. The generally well
preserved remains represents a site of local and regional importance which

relates to the transition period of the Late Iron Age to the Roman period and
provides an opportunity to understand the influence and impact
itomanisation had within this part of Hampshire, beyond known Roman sites

such as Portchester or Fishbourne Palace in Sussex. The presence of burnt
flint in Area 3 may indicate the presence of prehistoric activity although the

exte t and survival of any such features may not be extensive due to later
disturbance.

9.1.5 Although no detailed plans for development have been provided to Wessex
Archaeology it is clelar that the presence of archaeological deposits and
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features in certain areas of the site will have implications for future
development. [n accordance with Planning Policy Guidance Note 16:
Archaeology and Planning (PPG 16) issued by the Department of
Environment in 1990, it is likely that a mitigation strategy will be required
with regard to any potential future development of the Site' .The level of
mitigation will be determined by the Local Planning Authority but may range
from an archaeological watching brief to archaeological excavation'

10 ARCHIVE

10.1.1 The project archive, consisting of an ,44 lever-arch file, a collection of
monochrome, colour and digital photographs and a box of finds is currently
held at the offices of Wessex Archaeology at Old Sarum, Salisbury'
Wiltshire under the project code 59310. In due course the paper archive will
be deposited with Hampshire or Winchester Museum Service' It is hoped
that, with the landowner's permission, the finds can be deposited with the
rest of the afchive.
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Dimensions: 30x2x0. 35m

zQl Turf and olouehsoil. G0.20m
202 Subsoil. Mid oransey brown silty clay. 0.20-0.35
203 Natural. Pale yellowish brown silty clay. 0.35+
704 Cut of pit Oval in plan. 0.7x0.5x0.10m deep with steep-

sloping concave sides aud a flattish base. Diffuse'
0.35-0.45

205 Fill of 204. Mid ereyish b,rown silty clay. 0.20m deep.
206 Cut of Roman ditch, Aligned N-S. 2m+ long bua ends not

revealed. 0.5m wide and 0.3m deep with steep-sloping sides
and a concave base,

0.35-0.65

207 Fill of 206. Mid greyish b'rown silty clay including flecks of
charcoal.

Pot, burnt
flint

Dimensions: 30x2x0.35m

301 Turf and plouehsoil. 0-0.25m
302 Subsoil. Mid orangey brown silty clay. 0.25-0.40
303 Cut of utrdat€d but probable Roman ditch. Aligned N-S.

3m+ long but ends not revealed. 0.4m wide and 0'25m deep
with a moderate-slopinq V-shapid profile.

0.25-0.50

304 Fill of 303. Mid sreyish brown silty clay. Burnt flint
305 Natural. Pale yellowish brown silty clay. 0.40+

Dimensions: 21x2x0.45 m

l00l Turf and plouehsoil G0.25nr
1002 Natural. Pale ye owish brown silty clay. 0.25-O.45+
1003 Cut of shallow pit, Rounded shape only partly revealed.

l.9m+ diameter and 0,20rn deep with moderate-sloPiDg sides
and a flat base.

0.25.0.45

1004 Lower fill in i003. Dark brownish grey silty clay including
fteouent charcoal flecks. 0.05m thick.

r005 Uooer fill in 1003. Mid greyish brown silty clay.0.15m thick.
1006 Fill of 1007. Mid yellowish grey silty clay. It included a lens of

charcoal rich material uD to 0.10m thick near the base.
1007 Cut pf possible shallow pit. Irregular rounded shape only

partly revealed. l.4m+ diameter and 0.40m deep with
moderate-sloping sides and an irregular base.

0.25-0.70

l l
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Natural. Pale yellowish b'rown silty clay containing patches of

Natural. Rounded and sub-angular gravel with occasional clay

Natural. Rounded and sub-angular gravel with occasional clay

Dimensions; 30x2x0. l5m

180 t Turf and ploushsoil 0-0.15m
1802 Natural. Rounded and sub-angular gravel with occasional clay

Datches.
U. I J+

1803 Upper fill of 1805. Mid brownish grey silty clay. Up to 0.05m
thick.

1804 Lower fill in 1805. Mid bluish grey silty clay. Up to 0.6om
thick.

t805 Cut of undated palaeochannel. Alignetl Sl{-NE. 2m+ long
but ends not exposed. 4m wide and 0.?5m deep with
shallow-slopins ratber irreqular sides and a flattish base.

0.15-0.90

tz
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Natural. Rounded and subangular gravel with occasional clay

Spreads of burnt flint. Undated. Irrcgular patches uP to at
least 3m diameter at the eastern end of the trench.

Natural. Rounded and sub-angular gravel with occasional clay

Spreads of burnt flint. Undated. Irregular patch€s up to at
least lm diameter at tie eastern end of the trench.

Dimensions: 30x2x0.,1ftn

2101 Turf and olouehsoil G0.20m
2t02 Subsoil. Mid yellowish brown silty clay. 0.20"0.30
2to3 Natural. Pale yellowish brown silty clay. 0.30+
zto4 Cut of Roman ditch. Aligned N-S. 3m+ loug but ends not

exposed. 0,Em wide and 0'15m deep with a shallow'sloping
V-shaped profile.

0.30-0.45

2ro5 Fill of 2104. Mid greyish brown silty clay. Pot, burnt
clay, burnt
flint

2106 Cut of Roman(?) ditch. Aligned E.W and may havejoined
2104 just west of the trench. 3m+ long but ends not exposed'
0.6m wide and 0.12m deep with shallow-sloping concave
sides and a concave base.

0.30-0.42

zto't Upper fill in ?;106. Mid brown clayey silt including occasional
charcoal flecks. Up to 0.10m thick.

Burnt clay,
burnt flint

2108 Lower fill in 2106. Mid brown clay including occasional
charcoal flecks. Up to 0.05m thick.

Burnt flint

2to9 Small cut. Cut by ditch 2106 and therefore Roman or older'
Not fully e;rposed but at least 0.15x0.10d).04m deep.

0.30-0.34

2110 Fill of 2109. Mid orangey brown silty clay including frequent
charcoal flecks. Heat-reddened clay underneath points to
denosition while hot.

t3
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Dimensions: 30x2x0.40m

zzol Turf and olouehsoil G0.10m
2202 Subsoil. Mid brown silty clay. 0.1G0.30
2203 Natural. Pale yellowish brown silty clay. 0.30-0.40+
?204 Cut of ditch. Undated but probably Roman or prehistoric.

Aligned N-S. 2m+ long but ends not exposed. 2.2m wide and
0.7m deep with moderate-sloping but irregular sides and
base. Fills exposed on the N and S sides of lhe slot were so
different as to be given s€parat€ numbers. S section sugg€sts
an episode of recutting.

1.000.30-

2205 Lower Iill on N section of 2204. Mid greyish brown silty clay
including frequent burnt flint. Up to 0.1ftn thick.

Burnt flint

2206 Mid fill on N section of 2204. Mid orangey b,rown silty clay
including common burnt flint and occasional charcoal
frasments. Up to 0.1Om thick.

Burnt flint

zZU Top fill on N section of 2204. Pale greyish brown silty clay
including frequent bunt flint. Up to 0.10m deep but very wide,
almost a laver overlvinq the ditch at this point.

Burnt flint

2208 Lower fill on S section of 2204. Pale orangey brown silty clay
includins occasional turnt flint. Up to 0.20m thick

Burnt flint

?209 Mid fill on S section of 2204. Mid greyish brown silty clay
including common burnt flint and charcoal fragments'

Burnt f l int

2210 Cut of po'sthote. Oval in plan, 0.20x0.14x0.lftr deep with
steep-slopiug sides and a flattish base.

0.30-0.40

zzt1 Fill of 2210. Pale brown silty clay including scarce burnt fllnt. Burnt flint
2212 Cut of posthola Sub-rectangular in Plan 0.52x0.26r{.07m

deep with steep-sloping sides and a llattish base'
2213 Flll of 2212. Pale brown silty clay including sca{ce burnt flint' Burnt flirt

Natural. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional

Natural. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional

Dimensions: 30x2x0.55m

z50l Turf and olouehsoil &0.15m
?502 Subsoil. Mid brown silty clay including rare charcoal flecks. 0.15-0.55 Roman Dot

2503 Natural. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional
cfavel.

0.55+

2504. Slot in ditch 25 I 2. Complete section not excavated. Moderate-
slopinc convex side, base not exposed.

0.55-1.15+

2505 Fill of 2504. Pale greyish brown silty claii including frequent
larse Dot fiagments and bumt flint.

Roman pot

2506 Slot in dilch 2512. 2.3m wide and 0.85m deep with N side
shallow-sloping then vertical and S side moderate-sloping.
Concave base.

0.55-1.40

z5o7 Fill of 2506. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional
charcoal flecks. Uo to 0.85m thick.

T4
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2508 Recut within 2506. l.4m wide and 0.70m deeP with a vertical N

side and a moderate-sloping S side.
0.55-1.25

2509 Lower fill in 2508. Mid greyish brown silty clay including pot
and common bumt flint and charcoal flecks. Up to 0.5m thick

Roman pot,
burnt flint

25tO Mid fill in 2508. Mid orangey brown clay. Possibly a natural
slump. Up to 0.30m thick.

25tl Top fill in 2508. Mid brownish grey silty clay including
oc.casional pot and burnt flint. Up to 0.30m thick.

Roman pot,
burnt flint

?stz Roman ditch, Aligned WSW-ENE 27m+ long but neither
ends expmed. 2.3m wide and 0.85n decp (origilal cut 2506)
with variable moderate-sloping sides and a concave base.
IIas been recut (2508). It contained large pieces of pot that
sugg€sted it was in the vicinity of buildings' probably a
farmhouse.

Natural- Pale yellowy brown silty clay including occasional

Natural. Pale yellowy brown silty clay including occasional

Natural. Pale orangey brown silty clay including occasional

Natural. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional

Natural. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional

Dimensious: 30x2x0.30m

3r0 l Turf and ploughsoil 0-0.15m
3r02 Natural. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional

sravel,
0.15-0.30+

3103 Cut of Roman ditch. Aligued NNW-SSE 3m+ long but ends
not exposed. 0.8m wide and 0,27m deep with a moderate-
slopins V-shaped profile.

0.15-0.42

3104 Fill of3l03. Pale greyish brown silty clay including scarce pot' Roman Dot

l 5
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Natural. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional

orangey brown silty clay including occasional

Natural. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional

Natural. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional

Dimensioru: 30x2x0.40m

3601 Turf and ploughsoil 0-0.15m
3602 Subsoil. Mid orangey brown clayey silt with common small

fragments ofmanganese, chalk and occasional fragments of
orange sandy clay.

0.15-0.35

3603 Natural. Pale to mid geenish brown silty q!4! 0.35-0.40+
3604

-Cut 
of modern ditch. Aligned NW-SE. l.6m wide and 0.20m

deeo with shallow-sloping sides and a flattish base.
0.35-0.5s

3605 Fill of 3604. Mid greyish brown clayey silt including scarce
modern pot, CBM and charcoal.

Modern pot,
CBM

Natural. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional

Natural. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional

Dinensions: 30x2x0.35m

3901 Turf and ploughsoil G0.25m

3902 Natural. Mid orangey brown sitty clay including occasional
sravel.

0.25-0.35+

3n3 Cut of undated palaeochannel. Aligned WNW-ESE l.4m
wide and 0.25m deep with shallow'sloping irregular sides
and a flsttish bas€.

0.25-0.50

3904 Filt of 3903. Pale brownish grey silty clay

o
16



Dimensions: 30x2x0.35m

4001 Turf and oloushsoil 0-0.10n
4002 Subsoil. Mid greyish brown silty clay and gravel mix. This may

b€ waste from topsoil stripping and gravel working that
apparently happened here in the later 20- century.

0.10-0.30

4003 Natural. Flint gravel. Angular and sub-angular stones with
bands of mid brown silty clay.

0.30+

)

I

Dimensions: 30x2x0.45m

4101 Turf and ploughsoil 0-0.10m
4t02 Subsoil. Mid greyish brown silty clay and graYel mix. This may

be waste from topsoil stripping that apparently happened here in
the later 20' centurv.

0.10-0.40

4103 Natural. Flint gravel. Angular and sub-angular stones with
bands of mid brown siltY clay.

0.4G0.45+

Subsoil. Mid orangey brown silty clay including frequent flint

Natural. Flint sravel and mid brown

Subsoil. Mid orangey broun silty clay including frequent flint

Natural. Flint gravel. Angular and sub angular stones with

Dimensions: 30x2x0.6om

Subsoil. Mid orangey brown silty clay including occasional flint

Natural. Mid brown siltv clav including occasional flint

Dimensions: 30x2x0.40m

4501 Turf and subsoil. Mid orangey brown silty clay including
freouent flint gravel.

0-O.25m

4502 Natural. Flint gravel. Angular and sub-angular stones with
bands of mid brown silty clay.

0.25-40+

4503 Cut of modern ditch. Aligoed SW-NE. l.Em wide and at
Ieast 0.3m ileep but not fully excavated' Moilerate-sloping
sides, Continues as 4605'

4504 Fill of 4503. Pale greyish brown gravel and silt mix including
very rare burnt flint and slate,

Burnt flint,
slate
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Dimensions: 30x2x0.40m

4601 Turf and subsoil. Mid orangey brown silty clay including
freouent flint $avel.

0-0.25m

4602 Natural. Flint gravel. Angular and sub-angular stones with
bands of mid brown silty clay.

0.25-4W

46n3 Cut of undated ditch. Aligped SW-NE 0'7n wide and 0'1Em
deep with moderate-sloping concave sides and a concave
bas€.

0.25-0.43

4604 Fill of 4603. Mid $eyish brown silty clay including common
flint sravel.

4605 Cut of modern ditch. Aligned SW-NE. 2.6m wide but not
excavated. Continues as 4503.

4606 Fill of 46'05. Pale g:eyish brown gravel and silt mix including
rare coal fraqments.

Coal

Subsoil. Mid orangey b,rown silty clay including occasional flint

Natural. Pale brown silty clay with frequent bands of flint

Natural. Flint $avel and mid brown silty clay mix.

Natural. Flint Favel and mid brown silty clay mix.

Natural. Mid yellowish brown silty clay with occasional patches

Natural. Mid yellowish brown silty clay with occasional patches

Dimensiom: 30x2x0.60m

Dimensiom: 30x2x0.35m

Dimensions: 30x2x0.35m

Dimensions: 30x2x0.5Orn

Dimensious: 30x2x0.40m
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Plate l. W€st facing section through Roman ditch 2512
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