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PART A: PROJECT SUMMARY



1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY

This report details the results and working methods of an archaeological excavation
undertaken by Pre-Construct Archaeology Limited at Pegswood Moor Farm, Morpeth,
Northumberland. The site’s central National Grid Reference is NZ 201 882. The excavation
was undertaken between the 19™ July and the 8" December 2000, in advance of open cast
mineral extraction. The work was commissioned by Wardell Armstrong Consulting Group on
behalf of the site operator, H.J. Banks and Company Limited.

The site is situated in a rural setting to the south of the Pegswood to Hebron road,
approximately 2 miles north of Morpeth. The site formed part of a 9.2 hectares western
extension to existing open cast workings. The proposed extension area was previously
undeveloped agricultural land and comprised two fields (adjoining northern and southemn
fields) to the west of the existing workings.

The excavation herein described was preceded by an archaeological evaluation of the site in
June 2000. The aim of the initial (Phase 1) evaluation was to investigate a possible
enclosure, identified through aerial photographic evidence in the north-eastern corner of the
site, with three trial trenches. The evaluation recorded archaeological features of note within
two of the trenches. Accordingly, these trenches were extended allowing the remains to be
further investigated in order to clarify their nature and significance. The broad conclusion of
the Phase 1 evaluation was that a hitherto unknown settiement of Iron Age date had been
discovered in the northern portion of the site.

On the basis of the findings of the Phase 1 evaluation, open area excavation was undertaken
across an area measuring 100m E-W x 55m N-S in the north-east of the site, in order to
investigate the form and scale of the settlement. In addition, further (Phase 2) evaluation
comprising five trenches was undertaken across the remainder of the proposed extraction
site. Of these, only the two northernmost trenches revealed remains thought to be associated
with the Iron Age settliement. The findings of the Phase 2 evaluation suggested that the
southern field within the proposed site extension was devoid of archaeological remains.

The archaeological remains encountered within the initial open area were of a far greater
scale than could have been anticipated on the basis of the Phase 1 evaluation, with Iron Age
settlement evidence continuing beyond all edges of the area. Accordingly, it was decided that
additional archaeological excavation and recording was required across most of the northern
field of the proposed site extension in order to record the settlement remains prior to their
destruction. Additional (Phase 3) evaluation - essentially a prospecting exercise - was also
undertaken to identify the southern limit to the settlement activity at the site.



1.6

1.7

1.8

1.9

1.10

The archaeological excavation was undertaken in the northern field in a series of contiguous
areas, dictated by the requirements of the site operators, specifically the construction of an
access road around the site’s northern and western perimeter as well as the extraction
programme itself which advanced from the south. The maximum dimensions of the complete
archaeological excavation area were 250m N-S x 170m E-W, covering a total area of

approximately 4.25 hectares.

The excavation demonstrated that sporadic activity was occurring on the site from the
Mesolithic/Early Neolithic period through to the Bronze Age. Actual habitation at the site
appeared to begin during the Late Iron Age and continue through into the Romano-British
period. There was no evidence for any further activity at the site until the late post-

medieval/modern era.

The earliest evidence for habitation at the site comprised the remains of four roundhouse
structures and an associated stock enclosure or animal pen. These features are interpreted
as part of a small, unenclosed Iron Age farmstead settlement.

The subsequent occupation of the site was characterised by a change to an enclosed Iron
Age settlement and there is compelling evidence for continuity of occupation of the site with
the unenclosed settlement evolving into an enclosed settlement without a period of
abandonment. The enclosed settlement evolved over time into an extensive and highly
spatially organised community with areas demarcated for habitation, storage and industrial
activities. A field system, stock enclosures, smaller stockyards and a droveway were

associated with this settlement.

The final phase of occupation to be recorded saw an alteration in the layout of the field
system and the abandonment of the area previously utilised for settlement. This latest phase
of occupation was represented by a large enclosure of Romano-British date constructed with
posts and planks and interpreted as a stock enclosure, probably for the trading of animals.
Two glass armlet fragments date this period of occupation between the end of the 1% to the
early 2™ century AD. Numerous ditches and fence lines were associated with this enclosure
and these field boundaries appear to have been an imposition on the previous layout.
Although this final phase of occupation demonstrated a dramatic alteration of the site
environs, the excavated evidence suggests that the site was not abandoned between these

phases of occupation.

The site is important in a local, regional and national context as it offers a rare opportunity to
study an extensive area of a late Iron Age settlement with associated field system.
Furthermore, the settlement is of a type hitherto unknown in the locality. The excavation has
added significantly to the growing body of information concerning the previously
unrecognised complexity of late Iron Age society in the North-East of England. Artefacts
recovered from the site include quernstones, whetstones, glass armlets, pottery, briquetage

and fired clay objects.

()



1.12 The investigations within the western extension to the open cast site at Pegswood Moor Farm
offered a rare instance within the region for the controlled recovery of later prehistoric
artefacts from an extensive settiement. The pottery assemblage, although modest in size, is
an important group in regional terms. Though the number of cereals and other carbonised
plant remains recovered from the site is relatively small, their presence in an area where
there is relatively little evidence of similar plant remains from iron Age and Romano-British
deposits highlights the local and regional importance of these remains. In conclusion, the
stratigraphic, artefactual and environmental evidence from the site warrant full publication.

1.13 This Post-Excavation Assessment Report is divided into four parts (Parts A-D). Part A, the
Project Summary, includes an introduction to the site, its location, geology and topography,
planning and archaeological background, and a full description of the archaeological
methodology employed during the investigations. It concludes with detailed descriptions of
the archaeological remains representing each of the main phases of occupation, supported
by summary discussions and detailed illustrations. Part B, the Data Assessment, quantifies
the written, graphic and photographic elements of the project archive and contains specialist
assessments of the artefactual and palaeoenvironmental evidence, with recommendations for
further analysis for each category of data.

1.14 Part C, the Conclusions and Research Agenda, sets out the conclusions of the project to
date, as well as the project’s original research questions and new questions which came to
light during the course of the post-excavation assessment. In some cases, research
questions can be answered with the data already available, while in others further analysis is
required. Part C, therefore, also includes a discussion of the significance of the project data in
local, regional and national terms, a summary of its potential for further analysis and an
outline of the proposed publication format. Part D contains the acknowledgements and
bibliography.



INTRODUCTION

General Background

An archaeological excavation was undertaken by Pre-Construct Archaeology Limited
(hereafter PCA) at Pegswood Moor Open Cast Coal Site (hereafter Pegswood Moor OCCS),
Morpeth between the 19" July and the 8" December 2000, in advance of extraction of coal
and fireclay. The work was commissioned by Wardell Armstrong Consulting Group on behalf
of H.J. Banks and Company Limited (hereafter the Client).

The archaeological excavation area was located within the northern portion of a proposed
western extension to Pegswood Moor OCCS, which is centred around the site of the former
Pegswood Moor Farm (Figure 1). The entire western extension area comprised 9.2 hectares
of land, which prior to the work was being used for arable agriculture.

The archaeological excavation was undertaken as a planning condition of Northumberland
County Council, upon the recommendation of the County Conservation Team, in order to
mitigate the impact of the mineral extraction upon the archaeological resource.

The archaeological fieldwork involved excavation and recording within an area whose
maximum dimensions were 250m N-S x 170m E-W, covering a total area of c. 4.25 hectares
and representing c. 46% of the site’s western extension (Figure 2). The excavation area was
defined through a phased programme of archaeological evaluation undertaken by PCA in
June and July 2000.

Prior to the fieldwork, Wardell Armstrong prepared a desk-based archaeological assessment
of the site." All archaeological investigations at the site were undertaken by PCA under the
direction of Jennifer Proctor and the project management of Robin Taylor-Wilson. The
excavation was undertaken according to a written scheme of investigation (hereafter WSI)
prepared by PCA 2 The fieldwork was monitored by the Northumberland County Conservation

Team.

The format of this post-excavation assessment report on the investigations at Pegswood
Moor OCCS follows the methodology outlined in ‘Management of Archaeological Projects -
2" edition’ (hereafter MAP2).?

The completed project archive, comprising written, graphic and photographic records, as well
as artefactual and palaeoenvironmental material, will be deposited with the Museum of
Antiquities, Department of Archaeology, University of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, under the site
code PMF 00.

' Hodgkinson, 2000a.
2 Taylor-Wilson, 2000.
3 Andrews, 1991.
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Site Location and Description

The site is located c. 2km to the north of Morpeth on the western edge of the village of
Pegswood in Northumberland. its situation is essentially low-lying, less than 8km from the
Northumberland coast and with the foothills of the Cheviots c. 10km to the west. The site’s
central National Grid Reference is NZ 201 882 (Figure 1).

The excavation area was located within the northern portion of a western extension to the
Pegswood Moor OCCS (Figure 2). The western extension area, c. 9.2 hectares in size, was
undeveloped agricultural land prior to the work and comprised two fields, the southernmost
being used to grow turnips and the northernmost under cereal crop.

The western extension to the extraction site is bounded to the north by a minor road running
between the B1337, as it skirts Pegswood, and West Shield Hill, from where it continues
north to the hamlet of Hebron and to the south by the northern edge of Howburn Wood. At
the time of the archaeological fieldwork, the excavation area was bounded to the east and
west by hedge-lines, with the existing open cast workings - centred around the former
Pegswood Moor Farm — lying beyond the hedge line to the east.

Geology and Topography

The solid geology of the Pegswood area comprises rocks of Upper Carboniferous age,
principally Sandstone in Lower Coal Measures and the Lower Coal Measures themselves.*
The solid geology is characterised by strata trending downwards in an ESE direction and cut
by the Pegswood Moor Fault, which runs on a NW-SE alignment. The coal seams present in
the area include the Little Wonder, Bandy and Brockwell seams, which outcrop in the west.
To the east, the Pegswood Moor Fault displaces the upper seams and older seams are
present down to the Marshall Green seam in the south-west.

Like most of this part of Northumberland, the solid rocks are covered by superficial
Quaternary deposits or drift. Extensive drift deposits were laid down during the Devensian
glaciation, these principally consisting of till (boulder clay) but with laminated clay, sands and

gravels also present.’

The soils of the Morpeth area are of the Dunkeswick soil association, typically slowly
permeable, seasonally waterlogged fine loamy over clayey s0il.° The clayey sub-soil impedes
percolation and causes rapid run-off of rainfall in winter. Such soils are seasonally
waterlogged for long periods in winter but well-conceived drainage measures have typically
been employed to reduce waterlogging significantly.

The site itself lies on ground that slopes down gently from north to south. The level of the
underlying boulder clay falls over a distance of 250m from c. 68.95m OD in the north of the
excavation area to c¢. 67.55m OD in the south.

4 Jackson and Lawrence, 1990.

5 jbid.

& Jarvis, 1984.
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A small contour ridge at 70m is depicted on the Ordnance Survey map immediately to the
north-west of the excavation area. To the north and east of the excavation area previous

workings have dramatically altered the natural topography.

The How Bumn, a tributary of the River Wansbeck, flows NNE-SSW c¢. 400m to the west of the
excavation area and then tums to flow NW-SE to the south of the excavation area at a

distance of ¢. 750m.

Planning Background

The Client had applied for planning permission to undertake additional open cast extraction of
coal and fireclay to the west of the original Pegswood Moor extraction site. The County
Conservation Team is responsible for archaeological development control in Northumberland
and, in this instance, they advised Northumberland County Council directly, since the
application related to mineral extraction. An archaeological desk-based assessment was

recommended, as the first stage of a scheme of archaeological works.

The Client, therefore, commissioned the Wardell Armstrong Consulting Group to undertake
an archaeological desk-based assessment in order to formulate a baseline consideration of

the site’s archaeological potential.

The need for early consultation in the planning process in order to determine the impact of
development schemes upon the archaeological resource is identified in the document
Planning Policy Guidance Note 16: ‘Archaeology and Planning’ (PPG16).” That document
provides guidance for planning authorities, property owners, developers and others on the
preservation and investigation of archaeological remains. Paragraph 21 of PPG16 states that:

‘Where early discussions with local planning authorities or the developer’s own
research indicate that important archaeological remains may exist, it is reasonable for
the planning authority to request the prospective developer to arrange for an
archaeological field evaluation to be carried out before any decision on the planning

application is taken.’

The strategic development plan policy framework is provided by the Northumberland County
Structure Plan Deposit Draft (February 1994) and the Northumberland County Minerals Local

Plan. s
On the basis of the results of the desk-based asseésmeni, the County Conservation Team
recommended an archaeological field evaluation of the site prior to determination of the

planning application. On the basis of the results of the (Phase 1) evaluation it was agreed that
archaeological excavation and recording within an area (OA1) measuring 100m x 55m should

be undertaken.
In light of the archaeological remains revealed within OA1, the County Conservation Team

stipulated that additional excavation and recording was required across much of the northern
field within the western mine extension, in order to record important archaeological remains

prior to their destruction.

7 Department of the Environment, 1990.
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The archaeological excavation in the northern field was undertaken in several contiguous
areas, as dictated by the requirements of the extraction programme. Further phases of
evaluation were also undertaken (Phases 2 and 3) in order to establish a southern limit to the
archaeological activity in the northem field. The broad aim of the additional evaluation work
was to provide all parties with a firmer idea of the overall scope of the archaeological work

required at the site.

PCA's WS for the archaeological investigations was prepared after discussions with the
County Conservation Team, Wardell Armstrong and the English Heritage Regional Advisor
on Archaeological Science. The scheme described within that document was intended to
form the framework for the execution of the archaeological project through to completion.

Archaeological and Historical Background

The contents of this sub-section are essentially summarised from information collected by
David Hodgkinson for Wardell Armstrong’s desk-based assessment of the site. The writing
and research of Mr Hodgkinson is gratefully acknowledged. Sources consulted for the desk-
based assessment were the existing records held by the Northumberland Sites and
Monuments Record (hereafter SMR) and the Northumberland Records Office (in Gosforth
and Morpeth). Secondary sources were also consulted at Northumberland County Library.
Aerial photographic evidence held by the Northumberland SMR, Newcastle University’s
Museum of Antiquities and the Northumberland Records Office (Gosforth) was also
consulted. A request was also placed with the Cambridge University Committee for Aerial
Photography, but this source did not hold any material covering the study area.

Prior to the fieldwork herein described, there were no known archaeological remains dating
from the prehistoric or Romano-British period in the immediate vicinity of the site.

Aerial photographs held in the Museum of Antiquities identified a number of cropmark
features within the general vicinity of Pegswood Moor Farm. Three cropmark sites were
identified in the immediate area of the western extension to the open cast site, including a
rectilinear cropmark in the north-east corner of the site thought to be a possible
prehistoric/Romano-British enclosure.®

An archaeological evaluation had been undertaken by The Archaeological Practice in 1996 to
investigate cropmarks identified by aerial photography immediately to the east of the site
herein described.? No archaeological features were recorded during the evaluation and open

cast extraction was subsequently carried out at that site.

8 SMR: NZ 28 NW 20.
® The Archaeological Practice, 1996.

10
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Wardell Armstrong’s desk-based assessment established that the site lay within the demesne
lands of the medieval Barony of Bothal. Very little documentary evidence relates directly to
the early period of the site and it is thought that the land was open moorland until the post-
medieval period. From this time, the land was gradually enclosed during the period of
agricultural reform. Subsequently, the area has been exploited for its mineral resources.

The 1% Edition of the Ordnance Survey map, from 1866, shows that by this time the present
field patterns had been established around Morpeth and from this time the fields comprising
the western extension to the open cast site have been utilised as agricultural land.

11



3. AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

3.1 The broad aims of the excavation, as set out in PCA’s WSI were:

e to provide a standard ‘rescue’ level of record for archaeological features considered
to be of lesser significance, such as isolated structural features (postholes and
stakeholes) and linear field or enclosure boundary ditches and linear gullies;

e to provide a more detailed record of archaeological features considered to be of
greater significance, for example, those which are seemingly indicative of
roundhouse dwellings, the rectilinear enclosure encountered at the western end of
OAA1, probable cremation burials, complete pits of whatever function, definite
arrangements of structural features, working hollows and possible hearths.

3.2 The site specific research questions, as set out in PCA’s WSI, were:

e s it possible to assess the form and size of this settlement when it was first
established? Can stratigraphic evidence be used to gauge its evolution over time
and what can we ascertain about the settlement’s form and size when it was finally
abandoned?

e  Are the substantial (generally) linear ditches portions of massive defensive
enclosures around clusters of roundhouses or do they simply represent evidence of
large-scale organisation of the landscape for the purposes of pasture and stock
herding associated with essentially open settlement?

e lIsit possible to ascertain the relative status of the occupants of each roundhouse
dwelling based upon the relative size of each structure and the quantity and nature ‘)ﬁ"l L)
of cultural material recovered from the ‘eaves drip’ gullies? Are there any clues CM
within the interior of the gullies to suggest the method of construction of the
roundhouses themselves? Is there any evidence of other possible uses of these
structures, for example, stock keeping?

¢  What else can we determine about the day-to-day existence of the inhabitants of the
settlement, for example, what information can plant macrofossils recovered by bulk
soil sampling and hand recovered faunal remains provide about the economic basis
of the settlement and the diet of its occupants?

e Can radiocarbon dating assist in refining the sketchy ceramic chronology for the Iron
Age in northern Britain? The indicated periods of occupation, however, span a rather
weak area in the radiocarbon calibration curve.

¢ How does the site compare with other Iron Age settlement sites in the ‘Tyne-Forth
Province’ and in this regional context, how significant is the evidence for continuity of
occupation into the Romano-British period?

12



4, ARCHAEOLOGICAL METHODOLOGY

41 Fieldwork

411 Three 30mx 2m trenches (Trenches 1-3) were investigated during the initial (Phase 1)
evaluation undertaken by PCA in June 2000, according to a brief prepared by Wardell
Armstrong." The broad aim was to investigate a possible enclosure identified as a cropmark
in the north-east corner of the proposed western extension to the existing Pegswood Moor
OCCS. These trenches established that although the cropmark appeared to be caused by
modern field drains, archaeological features - at that stage of uncertain date - were present

within two of the trenches.

41.2 A contingency within the evaluation brief allowed for the excavation of 50% of the original
trench area (30m2) in the event of archaeological remains being encountered, in order to
clarify their nature and significance. Accordingly two trench extensions, measuring 5m x 6m,
were excavated and this revealed a roundhouse dwelling, defined by a penannular ring gully
and probable wall construction trenches, in the southernmost trench (Trench 2), along with
linear features, presumably demarcating field or enclosure boundaries, in the westernmost
trench (Trench 3). A provisional interpretation based upon the excavated evidence was that
the remains of a family unit Iron Age farmstead of some Ioggevity were located on the site.

413 As a result of the Phase 1 evaluation, planning permisggﬁ was granted subject to a condition
that an open area excavation should be undertaken in the western extension to the A
Pegswood Moor OCCS in order to investigate the form and scale of the settlement. Topsoil
stripping across an area measuring 100m E-W x 56m N-S in the north-eastern corner of the
western extension area commenced on the 19" July 2000. Prior to the commencement of this
work, five additional evaluation trenches (Trenches 4-8) were also excavated in the southern
part of the western extension area, these comprising the Phase 2 evaluation (Figure 3). No
archaeological remains were located within Trenches 7 and 8, located in the southern field, or
in Trench 6, located in the far south of the northern field. Linear ditches, thought to be
associated with the Iron Age settlement, were recorded in Trenches 4 and 5.

4.1.4 A team of nine archaeologists from PCA undertook the Phase 2 evaluation and the initial

open area excavation.

415 Topsoil stripping in the initial open area was carried out under archaeological supervision with
a 180° mechanical excavator employing a toothless ditching bucket. A second machine was

utilised to remove spoil from the area.

41.6 Previous (agricultural) landuse had caused horizontal truncation of archaeological features,
which were encountered at the truncated upper interface of the natural sub-stratum. This
interface was located c. 300mm below a heavy clay ploughsoil/topsoil. There was no survival

of ‘secondary’ sub-soil Méiéﬁal at any location on the site.

v

1% proctor, 2000.
" Hodgkinson, 2000b.
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4.1.10

4.1.11

4.1.12

The archaeological remains encountered within the initial open area were on a far greater
scale than could have been anticipated on the basis of the findings of the Phase 1 evaluation,
with the settlement continuing beyond all edges of the initial excavation area. Following
discussions between the Client, Wardell Armstrong, PCA and the County Conservation
Team, it was agreed that archaeological investigations should continue in the initial open area
to allow these important remains tc be adequately recorded.

A Phase 3 evaluation was then undertaken to identify the southern limit of the intensive
settlement activity at the site. This was essentially a prospecting exercise intended to provide
all parties with some idea of the scope of additional archaeological work which would be
required in the southern part of the western extension to the Pegswood Moor OCCS. No
archaeological recording was undertaken in the Phase 3 evaluation areas, some of which
were ultimately subsumed with the southern portion of the overall excavation area.

In the light of these findings, the County Conservation Team stipulated that additional
archaeological excavation and recording was required within the western extension to the
Pegswood Moor OCCS in order to record the settlement remains prior to their destruction.
The Phase 2 evaluation had indicated that the southern field was devoid of archaeological
remains; therefore, this portion of the OCCS was released immediately to the Client.
Archaeological excavation and recording was, however, required across the majority of the
northern field. This work was undertaken in several phases, as dictated by the requirements
of the development. The total excavated area had maximum dimensions of 250m N-S x 170m
E-W, covering a total area of c. 4.25 hectares and representing ¢. 46% of the western
extension to the Pegswood Moor OCCS. A team of up to 25 archaeologists undertook this

work.

Topsoil stripping was carried out across the majority of the excavation area using a 360°
mechanical excavator employing a toothless ditching bucket. A convoy of trucks was used to
remove spoil, which was stored along the western and northern perimeters of the site to form
a safety bund for the open cast extraction. This topsoil is to be reinstated on the site when

extraction is concluded. -~

In the southern part of the site, topsoil was initially stripped using a box scraper/tractor
method. This area was subsequently re-machined using a 360° mechanical excavator
employing a toothless ditching bucket to permit archaeological inspection.

Extensive areas of intense archaeological activity and locations where inter-cutting
archaeological features were observed were cleaned by hand by the archaeological team to
allow detailed investigation, excavation and recording. Where relationships were not apparent
in plan, archaeological sondages were excavated across features to ascertain stratigraphic

relationships in section.

14
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4.1.13

4.1.14

4.1.15

4.1.16

4.1.17

The pre-determined sampling policy for archaeological features was set out in PCA’s WSI

and comprised:

o Complete features, such as pits and postholes, were half-sectioned to determine
and record their form, and then fully excavated to aid recovery of dateable material.

e Linear features, such as ditches and gullies, were sectioned, as appropriate, to
obtain a meaningful sample of each feature and give an indication of variations in
profile along their length. Where phasing was apparent, excavated sections
concentrated on the recovery of dating evidence and profile determination. Deposits
at junctions of, or interruptions in, linear features, were removed over sufficient
length to determine the nature of stratigraphic relationships between components.

e Circular gullies interpreted as roundhouse gullies were sectioned so that at least
40% of each feature was excavated, although in most cases a greater proportion of
each gully was excavated. The excavated portions included both terminals.

e Potential cremations were excavated in their entirety.

A strategy for sampling archaeological deposits for palaeoenvironmental remains was
formulated and refined throughout the excavation, as described in PCA’s WSI. In general, the
fills of roundhouse gullies, pits, possible hearths, ditches and postholes were considered for
bulk sampling (normally 20-30 litres). Ditch and gully terminals were also sampled where
possible. In addition, priority was given to features that displayed visible evidence of
archaeological activity, such as charcoal, burnt bone or burnt daub. The sampling strategy
was initially formulated in consultation with the English Heritage Regional Advisor on
Archaeological Science, who visited the site on October 3" 2000.

A total of 72 bulk samples were collected for palaeoenvironmental and other material during
the excavations. Bulk samples were double bagged in securely fastened thick polythene
bags, containing two spun bonded polyethylene labels marked using permanent black marker
pen, showing the site code, the archaeological context number and a sequential sample

number.

A total of 6 spot samples were collected from deposits for possible scientific dating by
conventional radiometric or Accelerator Mass Spectrometry (AMS) techniques. Material was
wrapped in aluminium foil and kept in airtight conditions along with a spun bonded
polyethylene label marked using permanent black marker pen, showing the site code, the
archaeological context number and a sequential sample number.

In general, the excavation followed the normal principles of stratigraphic excavation and was
conducted in accordance with the relevant standard and guidance document of the Institute
of Field Archaeologists (IFA)'? and the methodologies set out in PCA’s Site Recording
Manual.”® PCA is an IFA ‘Registered Archaeological Organisation’.

2 |nstitute of Field Archaeologists, 1999.
3 pre-Construct Archaeology Limited, 1999.
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4.1.18

4.1.19

4.1.20

4.1.21

4.1.22

4.2

4.21

4.2.2

Pro forma recording sheets were used to compile a full and proper record of all written,
graphic and photographic work undertaken. Detailed written records were made of all
archaeological features and deposits encountered, comprising both factual and interpretative
elements. Drawings were on polyester-based drawing film at a scale of 1:20 for plans and
1:10 for sections. All site drawings were related to the site survey grid, which was located
according to the Ordnance Survey National Grid using Geodimeter and Nokia Total Station

Electronic Distance Measurers (EDMs).

The height of all principal strata and features was calculated in metres above Ordnance
Datum (m OD) and the values were indicated on the appropriate plans and section drawings.

Artefacts and faunal remains were recovered by hand from archaeological features and
deposits during the fieldwork. Ceramic material, stone objects and faunal remains were
bagged unwashed in polythene bags, along with a spun bonded polyethylene label marked
using permanent black marker pen, showing the site code and the archaeological context
number. Glass objects were cushioned in acid free tissue and similarly bagged and labelled.

Certain artefacts (glass and stone, but not struck flint) were recorded as ‘small finds’. These
artefacts had their two-dimensional grid co-ordinates recorded, along with their absolute
height above Ordnance Datum. Each ‘small find’ was assigned its own unique ‘small find’
(SF) number and a register of these artefacts was maintained.

A detailed photographic record of the excavations was compiled. This included black and
white prints and colour transparencies (on 35mm film), illustrating the principal features and
finds discovered in detail and in general context. All photographs of this nature included a
clearly visible graduated metric scale. The photographic record also included ‘working shots’
to illustrate more generally the nature of the archaeological investigations.

Post-Excavation

This report is the culmination of a phase of post-excavation assessment of the findings of the
archaeological excavation at Pegswood Moor Farm. It includes an assessment of the
stratigraphic, artefactual and palaeoenvironmental data recovered, in accordance with the
guidelines of English Heritage, as set out in MAP2.

The site’s stratigraphic data is represented by the written, drawn and photographic records.
Post-excavation work involved checking and collating site records, grouping contexts,
enhancing matrices, consulting with external specialists and phasing the stratigraphic data. A
written summary of the archaeological sequence was then compiled, as described below in
Section 5. The contents of the written, graphic and photographic archive are listed in Section
6.
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423

4.24

425

426

4.2.7

4.2.8

The artefactual material from the site comprised assemblages of ceramic material, mostly
pottery but also briquetage and other fired clay objects, stone, glass and lithics. All material
was washed, dried, marked and packaged, as appropriate, and according to relevant
guidelines.' Specialist assessment of each category of material was undertaken, as
described below in Sections 7-10. No other categories of inorganic artefactual material were

represented, including metal.

Organic material, in the form of bone, was recovered by hand and through bulk sediment
sampling. The material was washed, dried, marked and packaged, as appropriate and
according to relevant guidelines.‘s Specialist assessment of the assemblage was undertaken,
as described below in Section 12.

From the total of 72 bulk sediment samples collected during the fieldwork, 46 were selected,
according to a post-excavation prioritisation procedure, to be sub-sampled for processing and
assessment. The flots and residues from the sub-samples were examined for
palaeoenvironmental remains and other archaeological material, with specialist assessment
then being undertaken, as described below in Section 11.

Spot samples of organic material, specifically charcoal and bone, identified for possible
scientific dating by conventional radiometric or AMS techniques were passed directly on for
specialist analysis, as described below in Section 13.

Survival of all materials recovered during or generated by archaeological projects depends
upon suitable storage. The complete project archive, comprising written, graphic and
photographic records (including all material generated electronically during post-excavation)
and all recovered materials will be packaged for long term curation according to relevant
guidelines.16 None of the recovered materials required specialist stabilisation or an
assessment of its potential for conservation research. The depositional requirements of the
receiving body, in this case the Museum of Antiquities in Newcastle University, will be met in
full.

Data will be prepared for accession to the Northumberland County Sites and Monuments
Record.

4 Watkinson and Neal, 1998; UKIC, 1983.

S Ibid.

'8 UKIC, 1990.
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5.2

5.2.1

5.2.2

5.2.3

524

PHASED SUMMARY OF THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SEQUENCE

The site was excavated in several contiguous areas, as dictated by the requirements of the extraction
programme. For the purpose of this report the archaeological sequence is described across the site as a
whole.

Phase 1: Natural Sub-Stratum

Natural boulder clay, [183], varied in composition across the site (in evaluation trenches it
was assigned other numbers) but predominantly comprised sandy clay, which was light to
mid yellow brown in colour, mottled with iron panning. The boulder clay contained small
fragments of coal and occasional stones, which varied in size from small to large.

The natural sub-stratum was encountered at a height of 68.95m OD in the north of the site
sloping down to 67.55m OD in the south, over a distance of 250m. This was the level at
which the archaeological deposits survived.

Phase 2: Mesolithic/Early Neolithic - Bronze Age (Figure 4)

Pit [968], fill [967]

Sixteen struck flints were recovered from the site. Six of these were unstratified finds
recovered from topsoil during machine stripping. A formal assessment of the lithics appears
in Section 10.

Six very small trimming flakes in sharp condition were recovered from a small pit in the
southern third of the site. The similarity in colour of these flakes suggests that they originated
from the same nodule and their condition suggests that the knapping was in situ. The feature
from which the flints were recovered was a small sub-circular pit, [968], which measured
0.87m x 0.89m x 0.10m deep. Its clayey fill, [967], contained moderate inclusions of charcoal.

The remainder of the lithic assemblage comprised four flints found as residual material within
Iron Age features and some unstratified material. The struck material was in variable
condition with some pieces slightly abraded and chipped, suggesting that they had been
subject to redeposition processes. Other pieces were in good or sharp condition and these
were likely to have been discarded close to where they were recovered. The material that is
dateable comprised a blade most characteristic of Mesolithic or Early Neolithic industries, two
knives of Neolithic or Early Bronze Age date, and a core-tool probably of Middle Bronze Age
or later date. The crudity of some of the other pieces suggests a date during or after the
Middle Bronze Age.

In summary, although the assemblage is small, these flints demonstrate that sporadic activity
was occurring on the site from the Mesolithic/Early Neolithic period through to the Bronze

Age.
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5.3

5.3.1

5.3.1.1

5.3.1.2

5.3.1.3

53.14

5.3.2

5.3.21

Phase 3: Unenclosed Iron Age Settlement (Figure 4)

Structure 1 (Figure 5 & Plate 2)

Wall construction trench [179), fill [178]; wall construction trench [181], fill [180]
Ring gully [149], fills [148], [133]

Postholes [185], [189]; fills [184], [188]; stakehole [187], fill [186]

Linear slots [156], [193]; fills [155], [192]

Towards the site’s north-eastern corner were two sections of curvilinear feature, [179] and
[181], separated by an interval of 3m. Both had concave sides, a flat base and measured up
to 0.40m wide and up to 0.23m deep. The clayey silt fills of both contained frequent inclusions
of charcoal. It is probable that these features originally formed a continuous penannular
feature, the shallowness of their butt ends implying that the original feature has been
ploughed through. These features have been interpreted as forming elements of a wall
construction trench for a roundhouse, Structure 1 (S1 on Figure 5).

Feature [179] was truncated to the south by a penannular gully, [149], which was up to 0.65m
wide x 0.34m deep. It had a rounded terminal in the south-east, sides sloping at 45° and a flat
base. The gully had a break in the east and, although a later feature had truncated the north-
eastern terminal, it is evident that the gap would have been in excess of 6m. The internal
diameter of the overall feature, which is interpreted as a ring gully surrounding Structure 1,

can be estimated as 10.93m.

The gully’s primary fill, [148], comprised clayey silt with frequent charcoal inclusions and the
latest fill, [133], contained a large proportion of charcoal and frequent inclusions of small
fragments of burnt daub, suggesting that the structure may have burnt down. One sherd of
Iron Age pot (Fabric 4, see Section 7) was recovered from the upper fill along with a fragment

of daub displaying a withy impression.

Several other features were recorded in close proximity to Structure 1. Internally were two
postholes, [185] and [187], located towards the centre of the structure, along with a third
posthole, [189], to the east, this possibly representing the southern side of an entranceway
into the structure. A short linear slot, [156], was recorded adjacent to the south-western side
of Structure 1, while a similar feature, [193], was situated internally and had been truncated
by its main elements. The purpose of these features is uncertain. - ‘

Structure 2 (Figure 5)

Ring gully [163], fills [161], [162]
Feature [177], fill [176]

To the west of Structure 1 was a curving section of gully, [163], up to 0.50m wide x 0.20m
deep with near vertical sides and a flat base. This is interpreted as representing
approximately one quarter of a penannular ring gully, representing a second roundhouse,
Structure 2. The internal diameter of the structure can be estimated as 10.98m. The gully’s
clayey primary fill, [162], contained occasional inclusions of charcoal and its upper fill, [161],
contained moderate charcoal inclusions with some burnt stone.
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5.3.2.2

5.3.3

5.3.3.1

5.3.3.2

534

5.3.4.1

5.3.4.2

Gully [163] truncated a short curvilinear feature, [177], to the east, which may have been
associated with the structure. Feature [177] was 3.5m long and measured 0.25m x 0.15m

deep. It had steep sides and a flat base.

Structure 3 (Figure 5)
Ring gully [138], fills [139], [140]

Immediately to the west of Structure 2 was a short length of curvilinear gully, [138], which had
stepped sides, a flat base and was 0.60m wide x 0.25m deep. This also appeared to form
approximately one quarter of a penannular gully, representing Structure 3, the internal
diameter of which can be estimated as 12.26m. Its primary fill, [140], contained occasional
charcoal, while its upper fill, [139], contained charcoal and some burnt stone.

The relative positions of Structures 2 and 3 indicate that both structures could not have been
in existence contemporaneously, although it was not possible to determine stratigraphically

which was the earliest.

Structure 4 (Figure 5)

Wall construction trench [1080], fills [1078], [1079]
Wall construction trench [1144], fill [1143]
Pit [1111], fills [1108], [1109], [1110]

Approximately 40m to the south-west of Structures 1, 2 and 3, were two sections of
curvilinear feature, with a 2m gap between them. The longer of the two features, [1080] to the
north, measured 0.40m wide and 0.19m deep. Its sides varied from near vertical to 45°, with
the internal side generally steeper, and it had a flat base. The feature to the south, [1144],
survived to a depth of only 90mm. It is considered probable that these features were originally
continuous, possibly forming a penannular ring gully that has since been ploughed through.
However, on the basis of its profile, the preferred interpretation is that this feature is an
interrupted wall construction trench, for Structure 4, the diameter of which can be estimated
as 7.06m.

A sub-circular pit, [1111], was located towards the centre of Structure 4. It measured 1.09m x
0.90m x 0.18m deep and its sides varied from vertical to gradually sloping. The base was
slightly concave with localised irregularities. The pit's primary fill, [1110], comprised a
distinctive ashy silt with frequent charcoal inclusions. A silty clay secondary fill, [1109],
contained distinctive patches of ash, while the latest fill, [1108], was a silty clay deposit
notable for frequent burnt sandstone and charcoal fragments and occasional ash lenses. The
location of this feature and the distinctive nature of its fills are indicative of a hearth, but no
evidence of scorching of the surrounding clay was recorded to support this idea. It is possible,
therefore, that this feature was a rubbish pit to dispose of debris from a nearby hearth, of

which no trace survived.
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5.3.5

5.3.5.1

5.3.5.2

5.3.5.3

5.3.54

Ditch and fenced enclosure (Enclosure 1) (Figure 5)

Ditch [196], fills [195], [197]; ditch re-cut [1445], fill [194]

Ditch [583], fills [1385-1386]; ditch re-cut [1458], fill [1384], fill [585]; ditch re-cut [606], fills [584], [607]
Fence line [1167]; postholes [1168-1170], fill [1067]

Fence line [1172]; postholes [1173-1175], [1176], [1236], fill [1171]

Fence line [1223], fill [1246]; postholes [1241-1245], fill [1222], posthole [1205], fills [1204], [1060]
Posthole [1361], stakehole [1368], fill [1360]

Posthole [1363], fill [1362]

Posthole [1261], fills [1257-1260]; posthole [1263], fill [1262]; posthole [1 265] fill [1264]); posthole [1267],
fill [1266]

To the west of Structures 1 to 4 was a curvilinear ditch, [583], c. 15m in length, with a
rounded butt-end to the south. It had a V-shaped profile and was 1.10m wide x 0.45m deep.
A silty clay deposit, [1386], represented a primary silting episode and this was overlain by a
similar deposit, [1385], of similar origin. The ditch widened to the north, up to 1.70m, where
an excavated portion revealed a profile with 45° sides, a flat base and a depth of 0.5m.

Ditch [583] had been re-cut in the south as a U-shaped ditch, [1458], which was narrower and
shallower than the original version, measuring 0.70m wide x 0.25m deep (Figure 14, Section
2). Its silty clay fill, [1384], contained moderate inclusions of stone, indicating deliberate
backfilling, prior to the construction of Structure 5, (Phase 4, below). In the north, ditch [583]
had been recut as a more substantial U-shaped ditch, [606], 1.2m x 0.45m deep (Figure 14,
Section 1). The lower portion of this section was filled with a 0.10m thick deposit, [607],
representing primary silting, overlain by a sandy clay deposit, [584], notable for moderate
stone and charcoal inclusions indicating deliberate backfilling.

To the east of ditch [583], and running roughly parallel to it, was another ditch, [196], which
had 45° sides on its western edge, stepped sides to the east and a flat base. It was traced for
a length of 16m and was 1.10m wide x 0.40m deep. As with the ditch to the west, it had
silted-up (fills [197] and [195]) and had then been re-cut, on this occasion as a narrower and
shallower U-shaped ditch, [1445]. The re-cut's fill, [194], was a sandy clay deposit with stone
and charcoal inclusions, suggestive of a deliberate backfill.

At its southern end, ditch [196] turned to the south-west where it continued as a fence line,
forming the southernmost portion of the enclosure whose western and eastern sides are
defined by ditches [583] and [196]. The fence line comprised a construction trench, [1223], c.
10m in length x 0.60m wide x 0.35m deep. A 3.20m length of the feature was excavated in
the west and this exposed near vertical sides and a flat base. It was lined with a sandy clay
deposit, [1246], containing occasional stones that are interpreted as packing for timber
uprights. Five postholes, [1241-1245], were located in the base of the construction trench,
varying in size from 0.30m in diameter to 0.60m x 0.35m. The post-packing material, [1246],
was overlain by a clayey sand fill, [1222], which also filled the postholes, indicating that the
timbers had eventually been removed from their housings. The quantity of stone within this
deposit suggests that the construction trench and postholes had been deliberately backfilled

following abandonment of the enclosure.
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5.3.5.5

5.3.5.6

5.3.5.7

5.3.5.8

5.3.5.9

5.3.5.10

Construction trench [1223] was truncated in the west by a large posthole, [1205], which
measured 1.1m x 0.90m x 0.45m deep. The posthole was sub-oval in shape with vertical
sides at the top, steeply sloping down to a concave base. Post-packing material, [1204],
survived in situ and comprised firm sandy clay with frequent packing stones up to 150mm.
The post-pipe measured 0.50m x 0.40m x 0.40m deep, indicating the size of the timber that
the feature had housed. The post-pipe’s fill, [1060], comprised a sandy silt deposit which
yielded a relatively large quantity of pottery from its upper part. The pottery assemblage
comprised 21 sherds, 19 of which were from the same vessel. This would suggest that
following the removal of the timber upright, the cavity had been deliberately backfilled with

this material.

Another section of wall construction trench, [1172], was locéted immediately to the west of
posthole [1205] and it is likely that this was a continuation of the line of trench [1223]. This
trench was a linear feature, 1.65m in length, with a straight southern side and irregular
northern side, presumably reflecting the position of posts. It had gradually sloping sides, a
concave base and was 0.45m wide x 0.17m deep. To the west it had been truncated by a
later gully (see Structure 5, below). Trench [1172] contained five posts, [1173-1176] and
[1236], which varied in size from 0.15m in diameter to 0.45m x 0.35m. The posts appear to
have been removed and the trench and postholes backfilled with a clayey deposit, [1171],
prior to the construction of a replacement fence on the same alignment. This was represented
by a linear trench, [1167], which had three substantial postholes, [1168-1170], cut into its
base. These measured up to 0.80m x 0.50m. Secondary trench [1167] and associated
postholes are interpreted as a repair to the earlier fence line [1172]. Two posts, [1361] and
[1363], located to the south of trench [1172] may have been associated with the fence line.

A cluster of postholes were recorded to the north-west of construction trench [1172]. The
earliest, [1267], measured 1.0m x 0.90m x 0.13m. This had been replaced by two smaller
posts, [1263] and [1265], which in turn had been replaced by another substantial post, [1261],
which measured 1.10m x 0.82m x 0.30m deep.

The stratigraphic elements described above have been interpreted as forming an enclosure
(Enclosure 1) delineated by ditches to the west and east and a fence line formed by
substantial posts to the south-east. The north side of the enclosure was apparently removed
by successive episodes of later ditch cutting, probably respecting its original northem side.

The entranceway into Enclosure 1 almost certainly lay to the south-west, where the gap
between construction trench [1172] and the terminal of ditch [583] was ¢. 9m. However, the
entrance may have been smaller if the group of posts described above formed part of the
enclosure entrance. It is possible that these posts marked the entrance, but this cannot be
proven due to later truncation in the area between the posts and the fence. If these posts
were a gate marker then the entrance would have been 6m wide or less.

Enclosure 1, therefore, measured 21m NW-SE x 16m NE-SW and had an entrance to the
south-west between 6m and 9m wide. The evidence for re-cuts and repairs to the enclosure
demonstrates that it remained in use over a long period of time. The substantial nature of its
construction suggests that it was unlikely to have been used simply as a storage area; a more
likely interpretation is that it was an animal pen.
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5.3.6

5.3.6.1

5.3.6.2

5.3.6.3

5.4

5.4.1

54.1.1

Phase 3 Discussion

The earliest phase of settlement was represented by the remains of four roundhouse
structures, interpreted as part of a small, unenclosed Iron Age farmstead settlement, with a
nossible associated stock enclosure, or animal pen, to the west. Two of the structures (1 and
4) had been truncated by ditches associated with the later Phase 4 settlement, whilst the
location of Structure 3 suggests that it predated the Phase 4 occupation.

Although it was not possible to establish physical connections between the four structures
and the enclosure, the evidence of truncation of some, if not all, elements by Phase 4
features, combined with the spatial arrangement of the elements, strongly suggests

association.

The evidence for repair and rebuilding of the enclosure fence, along with the evidence for re-
cutting of the enclosure ditches, indicates longevity of use of the enclosure. The stony nature
of the material filling the construction trench and associated postholes suggests that these
features had been deliberately backfilled, presumably when the enclosure was demolished to
make way for Structure 5 in Phase 4. The inclusion of 19 fragments of the same ceramic
vessel in posthole [1205], may indicate an ‘end-of-use' ritual. In summary, these findings
suggest that the Phase 4 activity, as represented by Enclosure 2 and Structures 5, 6 and 7
below, was undertaken as a deliberate planned reorganisation of the settlement.

Phase 4: Enclosed Iron Age Settlement (Figure 6)

Enclosure 2 (Figure 7 & Plates 4 and 5)

Ditch [591], fills [589], [590]

Ditch [1086], fills [1084]), [1085]; ditch re-cut [1437], fills [1082], [1083]

Ditch [1086], fills [1139], [1140]; ditch re-cut [1441], fills [1137], [1138]

Ditch [1086], fill [1334]; ditch re-cut [1442], fill [1284]

Ditch [1086], fills [1396], [1397], [1398]; ditch re-cut [1444], fills [1393], [1394]

Ditch [1086], fills [1407], [1409], [1410], [1411]; ditch re-cut [1415], fills [1404], [1405], [1406], [1408]
Ditch [637], fill [1100], [1101]; ditch re-cut [1102], fills [636], [1100]

Ditch [1178], fills [1185-1188], [1104], [1416-1426]

Internal division: Linear feature [209], fill [208]; ditch [340], fill [214]; ditch re-cut [1457], fill [338]; ditch
[342], fill [341]

Approximately 5m to the west of Enclosure 1 was a ditch, [1086], which ran N-S for 48m then
turned at a 90" angle and ran to the east for a distance of 21m, terminating at a square butt-
end. In the north this ditch had been truncated by later field boundaries associated with
Phase 5 occupation. Ditch [1086] was up to 1.70m wide x 0.62m deep and had sides sloping
at45 stepping down to a narrow vertically-sided slot in its base (Figure 15, Section 3). There
was evidence in all excavated sections that the feature had silted up and been re-cut on at

least one occasion (Figure 15, Sections 3 and 4)
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54.1.2

54.1.3

5414

54.1.5

54.1.6

54.2

<

To the east of ditch [1086] was ditch [637], which ran N-S for 49m and was 1.30m wide x
0.73m deep. This was originally a near vertically-sided feature with a concave base, although
subsequent to it silting-up, it had been recut with a vertically-sided slot in the base, essentially
similar in profile to ditch [1086] to the west.

To the north, a ditch element, [591], which was visible only in section, has been interpreted as
the remains of the original northern boundary ditch of Enclosure 2. This ditch had silted-up
and been re-cut as ditch [174] to form the southern boundary of Enclosure 6, located to the

north, discussed below.

The southern end of ditch [637] had been truncated by the right-angled corner of another
ditch, [1178]. To the west, this feature terminated in a square butt end, and from there ran to
the east for 10m to the aforementioned corner. It then continued N-S for 48m where it formed
the eastern side of a large stock enclosure. This ditch was 1.50m wide x 0.50m deep and had
concave sides stepping down to a steep-sided slot and flat base (Figure 15, Section 5).

The above ditches have been interpreted as representing elements of a rectilinear enclosure
(Enclosure 2), measuring 52m N-S x 40m E-W. The square butt ends of ditches [1086] and
[1178] formed a 3m wide entrance in the south-east of Enclosure 2. Both butt ends had near
vertical sides stepping down to a vertically-sided slot with a flat base. Ditch [1086] contained
stone post-packing, including a fragment of quernstone (SF33), set into the end of the slot,
suggesting the presence of a substantial timber upright (Plate 5). The butt ends were identical
in profile, indicating that ditch [1178] may have also had a timber upright marking the

entrance into the enclosure.

A linear NW-SE orientated feature, [209], which had been re-cut on two occasions, as ditches
[340] and [342], was recorded in the north-eastern quarter of Enclosure 2. The latest re-cut,
ditch [340], was a steep-sided feature with a flat base which measured 9.40m x 1.60m x
0.45m deep. It had a rounded end to the west and abutted the main enclosure ditch, [637], to
the east. It is proposed that feature [209] and, later, ditches [340] and [342], in association
with the surviving eastern element of Enclosure 1, formed an internal sub-division in the
north-eastern corner of Enclosure 2. This interpretation assumes that Enclosure 1, the
longevity of which has been demonstrated, remained in use during at least part of Phase 4.

Structure 5 (Figure 7 & Plate 3)

Ring gully [333], fill [332]; ring gully [348], fill [349]; ring gully [351], fill [350]; ring gully [1081], fill [1075];
ring gully [1157], fill [1156]

Wall construction trench [1330], fills [1328 [1329]; wall construction trench [1201], fill [1200]; posthole
[1311], fill [1310]

Entrance posts (N): posthole [1379], fills [1378], [1427]; posthole [1381], fills [1380], [1428]; posthole
[1383), fills [1382], [1429]

Entrance posts (S): posthole [1203], fill [1201]; posthole [1213], fill [1212]; posthole [1221], fill [1220];
posthole [1240], fill [1239]

Interior postholes: posthole [1372], fill [1371]; postholes [1400] and [1403], fill [1399]; posthole [1402], fill
[1401]

Votive pits: pit [822], fill [821]; pit [1211], fill [1210]
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5.4.2.1

54.2.2

5.4.2.3

54.24

54.2.5

54.2.6

5.4.2.7

In the north-western quarter of Enclosure 2 were two sections of curvilinear wall construction
trench. The first, trench [1330], was 0.57m wide x 0.18m deep and had near-vertical sides
and a flat base. It was lined with clay, [1329], interpreted as the remains of post-packing
material, overlain by a silty clay deposit, [1328]. The second, trench [1201], had the same
profile and was 0.42m wide x 0.20m deep. There were no traces of clay packing in this
feature and the composition of its fill, [1200], suggests that after the structural remains had
been removed the trench simply silted-up. On the western side of the structure there was a
4m gap between these features, at approximately the mid point of which a large oval
posthole, [1311], was located. This had near vertical sides, a flat base and measured 0.70m x

0.63m x 0.11m deep.

Construction trenches [1330] and [1201], along with posthole [1311], have been interpreted
as representing the walls of a roundhouse, Structure 5, the internal diameter of which can be

estimated as 7.82m. a

Parallel with, and external to, the walls of the roundhouse were elements of a penannular ring
gully, [1081]. There was evidence that this had been recut on at least three occasions; three
separate gullies, [333] (this yielded 19 sherds of pottery from the same vessel), [348] and
[351], were recorded at the northern butt end and traces of a gully, [1157], on a slightly
different alignment survived to the south. Gully [1081] was 0.70m wide x 0.27m deep and had
sloping sides and a flat base. Its full diameter was 10.46m.

Within the eastern half of Structure 5 were two groups of postholes, located 2m apart. The
four posts, [1203], [1213], [1221] and [1240], on the south side of the entrance varied in
diameter from 0.33m to 0.59m whilst the three posts, [1379], [1381] and [1383], on the north
side ranged from 0.20m to 0.44m in diameter. All of these postholes contained intact stone
post-packing. These postholes reflect an east facing entrance into the roundhouse; and
would have held timber uprights for the doorway.

Three other postholes, [1372], [1400] and [1402], were located within the interior of the
roundhouse, towards the centre. They are assumed to represent internal structural elements

of some description.

Two small pits were located within the interior of the roundhouse. The first, pit [822], was
situated in the north-eastern quarter of the structure, close to the roundhouse wall. It was
sub-oval with gently sloping sides and a concave base and measured 0.52m x 0.42m x
0.13m deep. Its loose silty sand fill, [821], contained a large quantity of charcoal and tiny
fragments of burnt and calcined bone and excavation also exposed a large cow tooth overlain
by a fragment of briquetage and a large fragment of bone.

The second, pit [1211], was located opposite pit [822] in the north-western quarter of the
roundhouse. This feature had been subject to severe plough damage and only survived to a
depth of 50mm. It was sub-circular in plan with a concave base and measured 0.38m in
diameter. Its silty clay fill, [1210], also contained large quantities of charcoal and fragments of
burnt bone, including tooth fragments. Slag was also noted in the residue of the bulk soil

sample taken from this pit.
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Structure 6 (Figure 7)

Gully [1059], fill {1058]

Wall construction trench [1306] and posthole [1331], fills [1318], [1319], [1327]; wall construction trench
[1321] and posthole [1322], fill [1320]

Internal features: posthole [1340], fill [1339); posthole [1342], fill [1341]; posthole [1346], fill [1345];
posthole [1348], fill [1347]; posthole [1350], fill {1349]; posthole [1352], fill [1351]; pit [1225], fills [1224]
and [1226]; linear slot [1344], fill [1343]

To the south of Structure 5 was a curvilinear gully, [1059], the eastern end of which had been
truncated (see Structure 7, below). It was 0.80m wide x 0.15m deep and had concave sides
and an uneven base. Intemal to this feature was a curvilinear feature, {1306], 0.34m wide x
0.24m deep with sides which varied from steep to gradual. This is interpreted as representing
a wall construction trench, forming a building some 7.13m in diameter, with gully [1059]
probably forming an external ring gully.

A post setting, [1331], containing stone post-packing was recorded at the northern end of
feature [1306], which itself had an irregular base with post impressions visible. Together,
these elements have been interpreted as the walls and drainage gully of a roundhouse,
Structure 6.

A sandy deposit, [1318], exposed along the length of feature [1306], is interpreted as post-
packing placed around upright timbers. At the feature’s eastern end, deposit [1318] was
overlain by a sandy silt fill, [1327], with frequent inclusions of charcoal flecks and lumps and
burnt stone. It is possible that this may be evidence that part of the roundhouse structure
burnt down. Elsewhere deposit [1318] was overlain by a silty clay fill, [1319], suggesting the
construction trench had silted-up after the timbers had rotted.

A further section of wall construction trench, [1321], was located to the east of feature [1306].
This was also 0.34m wide and its depth varied from 50mm to 0.12m in the west, suggesting
that the feature had been ploughed through. It is probable, therefore, that the two features
originally conjoined. A posthole, [1322], containing stone post-packing was recorded towards
the centre of this feature.

Several postholes were recorded in the interior of Structure 6, and it is likely that these may
represent part of the building’s superstructure or internal features. A shallow linear slot,
[1344], was also recorded inside the structure. This measured 1.95m x 0.30m and varied in
depth from 50mm to 30mm. Interpretation is difficult as the feature had been badly plough
damaged, but it may have held timbers associated with an internal feature of the roundhouse.

A small sub-oval pit, [1225], was located towards the northern edge of Structure 6. It had
concave sides and a flat base and measured 1.83m x 0.57m x 0.11m deep. Its primary fill,
[1226], comprised silty sand with occasional stone and its upper fill, [1224], comprised silty
sand and charcoal.
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Structure 7 (Figure 7)

Ring gully [1088], fill [1087]; gully [1207], fill [1206]; gully [1209], fill [1208]

Wall construction trench [1315], fill [1314]

Postholes: Posthole [1215), fill [1214]; posthole [1217), fill [1216]; posthole [1219], fill [1218]; posthole
[1231], fill [1230]; posthole [1235], fill [1234]; posthole [1317], fill [1316]; posthole [1 324), fill {1323];
posthole [1326], fill [1325]

. The ring gully associated with Structure 6 had been truncated to the south by a more

substantial but essentially similar feature, [1088], with concave sides and a flat to concave
base. This gully was 0.16m deep and 0.92m wide, possibly reflecting the width of an original
gully and a re-cut. To the east, two distinct gully elements, [1207] and [1209], were identified.
Together, these features represent the ring gully of a further roundhouse, Structure 7.

A 1.4m long section of probable wall construction trench, [1315], was recorded in the eastern
part of the structure. This had steep sides and a flat base and measured 0.30m x 80mm
deep. It was not possible to ascertain the diameter of the structure represented by this
feature, based on the excavated remains, although the diameter of the surrounding ring gully
would suggest that it was at least 7m.

Several postholes were located in the interior of Structure 7. The clayey fill, [1218], of
posthole [1219] contained frequent charcoal. Postholes [1215], [1217], [1324] and [1326] may
have formed a square structure, ¢.1m?, in the centre of the roundhouse. It is possible that this
may have been a hearth surround.

Discussion of Structures 5-7 and Enclosure 2

Three buildings, Structures 5-7, were surrounded by a rectangular enclosure, Enclosure 2,
defined by ditches with an entrance to the south-east, measuring 52m N-S by 40m E-W and
just over 2,000 square metres in area. It is clear that all three structures could not have co-
existed, although it is possible that the northern and southern buildings, 5 and 7, could have
been in use contemporaneously. Structure 6 was located very close to the southern edge of
Structure 5 and it seems unlikely, though possible, that they were contemporary.

Enclosure 1 (Phase 3) had been deliberately backfilled in the south and west prior to the
construction of Structure 5. However, the enclosure may have remained partially in use in the

east, forming part of an internal sub-division within Enclosure 2.

Two pits located within Structure 5 may have had ritual associations, possibly related to the
end of occupation of the building. The pits contained charcoal, bone, briquetage, burnt bone
and slag and it is unlikely that domestic rubbish would have been disposed of inside the

structure during its occupation.

The pottery assemblage recovered from the butt end of ring gully [333] on the north-east side
of Structure 5 included 19 sherds from the same vessel, including rim and base sherds. It is
possible that this material may have had ritual associations, since elsewhere on the site ring
gullies generally contained very few artefactual remains. Both the quantity of material and its
location in the gully’s terminal, therefore, strongly suggest deliberate deposition. Ritual
deposition of chosen objects in the terminals of linear features is a well-recognised practice

throughout the prehistoric period.
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Stock Enclosure (Enclosure 3) (Figure 8)

Ditch [830], fills [829], [841]; ditch [1090], fills [1095], [1097]

Ditch [832], fills [831], [851]; ditch [1159)], fills [1158], [1179-1180], [1193]

Ditch [883], fills [879-882], [1044-1045]; ditch [1182], fill [1181]

Ditch [966], fills [964-965]; ditch [990], fill [989]; posthole [988], fill [987]; posthole [1004], fill [1003]
Ditch [970], fills [969], [986]; ditch [1043], fill [1033]

Ditch [980], fills [977-979), [1034-1037]

Ditch [997], fills [1038-1039]

Ditch [1010], fills [1009], [1019-1020]

Ditch [1024], fills [1023], [1025-1026] : . :

Ditch [1178], fills [1185-1188], [1104], [1416-1426]; ditch [981], fill [918]; ditch [1030], fills [1027-1029)
Fence lines: trench [1008], fill [1007]; trench [1015], fill [1014]; trench [1017], fill [1016]; posthole [1002],

fill [1001]
Outer postholes: posthole [1354], fill [1353]; posthole [1356], fill [1355]; posthole [1359], fills [1357],

[1358]

To the south of Enclosure 2 were various substantial ditch elements. A pair of parallel E-W
orientated ditches, [970] and [990], were identified towards the southern limit of excavation,
but it is uncertain whether one replaced the other or if they co-existed. Ditch [970] was traced
for 51m and then continued to the west, beyond a 1.60m gap, as ditch [1043], although it is
probable that the area between had been ploughed through and that these originally formed
a continuous ditch, c¢. 64m in length. Ditch [970] measured 0.90m x 0.25m deep and had 45°
sides and a flat base. Ditch [990], 2m to the south, had steep sides and a flat base and
measured 0.60m wide x 0.13m deep. This feature was recorded to the east as ditch [966],
giving a total length of 66m. Together these features have been interpreted as forming the

southern side of a large enclosure, Enclosure 3.

The line of ditch [966] continued beyond the eastern side of the putative enclosure, where it
was recorded as ditch [994]. This had steep sides and a flat base and was 0.63m wide x
0.21m deep. It continued to the east to meet the limit of excavation. It was separated from
ditch [966] by a gap of 1m, probably a result of plough damage. This ditch presumably
bounded a field located to the south-east of Enclosure 3 and may have been associated with
a N-S orientated ditch [940], as described below.

The western side of Enclosure 3 was delineated by a 36m length of N-S aligned ditch, [883].
The feature had sides sloping at 45°, a fiat base and measured 0.86m x 0.32m deep. It had

been truncated to the north by ditches associated with Phase 5 occupation and continued a

short distance beyond this as ditch [1182]. This appeared to have been replaced by a more

curvilinear section of ditch, [1159), recorded at its northern extent as ditch [832].

A cunvilinear ditch, [1010], had been strategically located between the butt ends of ditches
[883] and [990], forming two entrances, both 6m wide, at the south-western corner of
Enclosure 3. Ditch [1010] ran NNW-SSE for 6m then turned to run W-E for 5m, creating a
rounded corner to the enclosure. The ditch was 0.62m wide x 0.13m deep and had 45° sides
and a concave base. An 8.5m length of linear ditch, [997], was located across and set back
2.40m from the entrance in the enclosure’s western side. This ditch measured 0.28m x 0.24m
deep and had 45° sides and a flat base.

The western side of ditch [1010] had been truncated by a 6m length of NE-SW orientated
ditch, [1024], which may have been a feature associated with the entranceway. This had 45°
sides and a flat base and measured 0.87m x 0.15m deep.
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To the north of ditch [832] in the north-western corner of Enclosure 3, was an E-W orientated
ditch, [830], which was also recorded as ditch [1090]. This feature appeared to form the
northern side of Enclosure 3 for a distance of ¢c. 26m, but continued for c. 30m to the western
edge of excavation, where it formed the southern boundary of another enclosure, Enclosure
11, discussed below. To the east the feature had been truncated by ditches associated with

the Phase 5 settlement.

Three substantial postholes were recorded exterior to the south-west corner of Enclosure 2.
Post [1354] was sub-circular, measuring 1.10m in diameter x 0.30m deep, and its black
clayey silt fill, [1353], was broadly indicative of a post having rotted in situ. Post [1356] was
circular, 1.10m in diameter x 0.22m deep, with a linear extension to the north-east indicative
of the post having been wrenched from the hole. The mixed nature of its fill, [1355], supports
the theory that the post had been removed and the feature had subsequently silted-up. Post
[1359] was sub-rectangular, measuring 1.40m x 0.83m x 0.26m deep, and was also filled by

" material indicative of the posthole silting up following the removal of the timber. These

substantial timber posts are interpreted as marking one side of an access between
Enclosures 3 and 11, the latter discussed below. It was not possible to examine the other

side of this access due to poor ground conditions.

The eastern side of Enclosure 3 was delineated to the north by ditch [1178], recorded further
south beyond an unexcavated area as ditches [981] and [1030]. This feature butt-ended to
the south, creating an apparently deliberate 5m wide entrance to the enclosure, the southern
side of which was formed by a series of fence lines and other ditches. One of these, ditch
[980], ran 6m N-S from the south side of the entrance to the south-eastern corner of the
enclosure. It was 0.86m wide x 0.44m deep and had sides sloping at 45°, which stepped
down to a shallow vertically-sided slot with a flat base. This ditch continued beyond the corner
of the enclosure, where it was recorded as ditch [940], for a distance of 38m N-S, continuing
to the southern limit of excavation.

A succession of curvilinear fence lines formed a curving south side to the south-eastern
entrance to Enclosure 3. The earliest of these, feature [1017], measured 0.80m x 0.25m
deep. It had been replaced by feature [1015], which shifted the fence line slightly to the north.
In turn this had been replaced by feature [1008], which moved the fence line to the south of
its original line. These shifts in the line of the fence presumably occurred as it was more
practical to completely rebuild the timber fence on undisturbed ground rather than along the
line of a rotted fence.

Droveway (Figure 8)

Ditch [942], fills [941], [1071-1074]

Ditch [899), fill [900]

Ditch [923), fill [922]

Fence lines: trench [985], fills [984], [998-999]; trench [913], fills [909-912]; trench [959)], fill [958]

A roughly E-W orientated fence line, [913], was recorded to the east of the south-eastern
entrance to Enclosure 3. It was represented by a linear feature 1.0m wide x 0.38m deep with
gently sloping sides, which stepped down to a 0.30m wide vertically-sided slot with a concave

base.
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Running parallel to feature [913], 6m to the north, was another fence line, represented by
linear feature [985]). This measured 0.23m x 0.14m deep and was traced for 3.20m,
whereupon it met the eastern limit of excavation. Beyond a 1.50m gap was a ditch, [942],
which measured 1.40m x 0.28m deep and continued on the same alignment for c. 20.0m.
This had steep sides, a flat base and a rounded butt end to the east.

The features described above have been interpreted as elements of a 6m wide droveway
leading up to the south-eastern entrance to Enclosure 3. In total this droveway was recorded
for a distance of 28m roughly E-W but it continued beyond the eastern limit of excavation.

The western end of ditch [942] had been truncated by a short section of ditch, [899], which
cut across the droveway on a NW-SE alignment close to the entrance. It is not known
whether this feature would have partially or completely blocked the droveway as it had been
truncated and presumably replaced by another section of ditch, [923], to the south.

A further fence line, represented by linear trench [959], had been truncated by ditch [923].
This ran for ¢. 7.20m on a NW-SE orientation from the eastern end of the south side of the
entrance. It was 0.45m wide x 0.10m deep and had gently sloping sides and a flat base. This
feature may have been contemporary with ditch [899], although this is not certain.

Stockyard (Enclosure 4) (Figure 8)

Ditch [1270], fills [1269), [1272], ditch re-cut [1450), fills [1268], [1271]
Ditch [1309], fills [1307-1308]
Feature [1282], fills [1280-1281]

Within the north-eastern quarter of Enclosure 3 was a linear ditch, [1270]. L-shaped in plan,
its western side was traced for 21m N-S, but beyond this to the north it became impossible to
identify due to poor ground conditions. Its southern side measured 24m E-W, with a rounded
butt end to the east. The feature was 0.70m wide x 0.41m deep and had near vertical sides
and a flat base. There was evidence to suggest that after having had silted-up, the feature
had been re-cut, as ditch [1450].

Ditch [1270] apparently formed the western and southern sides of an enclosure, Enclosure 4,
set within Enclosure 3 and interpreted as a stockyard. It is possible that the eastern side of
this enclosure was defined by ditch [1178] (which also formed the eastern side of Enclosure
3), although the ¢. 10m gap between the eastern end of the southern side of Enclosure 4 and
ditch [1178] might suggest otherwise. The northern side was not visible due to localised poor
ground conditions in this part of the site. A short length of linear ditch, [1309], in the north-
west, is unlikely to have formed part of the northern side of the enclosure boundary ditch as it
had a butt end and was on a different alignment to ditch [1270]. However, it may have been
related in some way to Enclosure 4, perhaps representing part of an internal partition.

A curvilinear feature, [1282], was recorded close to the southern boundary of Enclosure 4. It
had rounded ends, concave sides and base and measured 2.60m in length x 1.60m x 0.35m
deep. Its primary fill, [1281], comprised silty clay with frequent inclusions of charcoal and an
upper fill, [1280], comprised silty clay and crushed and fragmented charcoal with frequent
inclusions of dark red brown crushed and fragmented burnt stone. The quantity of fire debris
contained within this feature suggests that it may have been a rubbish pit used specifically for

the disposal of hearth debris.
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Discussion of Enclosure 3, droveway and stockyard (Enclosure 4)

The features discussed above appear to form elements of a large enclosure (Enclosure 3)
with a smaller stockyard (Enclosure 4) occupying most of its north-eastern quarter, located to
the south of Structures 5, 6 and 7, and Enclosure 2. The alignment of Enclosure 3, along with
the fact that ditch [1178] formed an eastern side to both Enclosures 2 and 3, indicates that
they were closely associated. Enclosure 3 measured more than 90m N-S x 74m E-W,
enclosing an area of over 6,660 square metres, with the smaller stockyard, Enclosure 4,
delimiting an area up to 40m N-S by 35m E-W, at least 637 square metres.

Two entrances were observed at the south-western corner of Enclosure 3, marked by breaks
in the defining boundary ditches. To the east, a third entranceway was observed, with a
droveway leading into it from the east. A ditch transecting this droveway close to the entrance
indicates an attempt to block access at some time. The northemn boundary of the enclosure
was obscured in its central portion by localised poor ground conditions. However, the three
substantial postholes, [1354], [1356], [1359], recorded at the south-western corner of
Enclosure 2, could conceivably represent the eastern side of a northem entrance-way. This

would have allowed ingress between Enclosures 3 and 11.

It is postulated, therefore, that the above elements represent features associated with the
general management of stock, associated with settiement evidence represented by
Structures 5,6 and 7.

Evidence of boundaries continuing beyond limits of excavation in the west, south-east and
east, as well as the droveway entering the enclosure from the east, indicate a field system to
the west, south and east, which was even more extensive than that recorded within the limits

of the excavation.

Enclosure 5 and associated ditches (Figures 9 and 11)

Ditch [731], fill [730]; ditch re-cut [735], fill [734]; ditch re-cut [711], fill [710]; ditch re-cut [697], fill [696];
ditch re-cut [681], fills [675], [680]; ditch [733], fill [732]

Ditch [709), fill [708]

Possible fence lines: ditch [718] (=[1120]), fills [716-717}; ditch [720], fills [718), [728-729]; ditch [1120], fil
[1121]; ditch re-cut [1122], fills [1123-1124]; ditch [1192], fill [1191]; ditch [1229], fill [1228]; ditch re-cut
[1227], fills [1152], [1190]

Hollow [1162], fills [1160-1161], [1163]

Ditch [182] (=[724]=[1154}), fills [201-204], ditch re-cut [200], fills [136-137], ditch re-cut [199], fills [145-
146], [198]

Ditch [724), fills [721-723), [725-727], [736-738]

Ditch [1154], fills [1149-1151], [1153], [1278]

Ditch [481] (=[642]), fills [475], [480], [5576], [1373-1377]; ditch re-cut [562], fills [560-561], ditch re-cut
[511], fills [521], [557-559]

Ditch [642], fills [668], [672-674], [742-747]; ditch re-cut [1451], fills [669-671], [739-741]; ditch re-cut
[1452], fills [641], [677]

Ditch [1131], fills [1129-1130], [1136], [1276], [1279]; ditch [1194], fills [1198-1199]; ditch re-cut [1247],
fills [1195-1197]

A series of ditches and re-cuts, all aligned roughly E-W, was recorded in the far north-eastern
corner of the excavation area. The earliest of these features, ditch [731], ran into the eastern
limit of excavation. It was the western butt end of a ditch, with only its base surviving later
episodes of re-cutting. The surviving portion, which had 45° sides, a flat base and measured
0.45m wide x 0.20m deep, may even have been simply a slot in the base of a larger ditch. It
had been re-cut as a U-shaped ditch, [735], which was 1.45m wide x 0.40m deep.
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This appeared to have a butt end to the east, as it began to taper into a rounded end at the
point at which it had been truncated by another re-cut, ditch [711]. The latter feature was
traced for a distance of 10.40m, having been truncated to the west and with a rounded butt
end to the east. It had steep sides and a flat base and measured 1.50m wide x 0.60m deep.

Ditch [711] had also been re-cut along most of its length, as ditch [697], which ended at the
same location to the east. This, however, was a narrower feature, measuring 0.90m wide x
0.65m deep, with very steep sides and a narrow, flat base. In turn, ditch [697] had been re-cut
along most of its length by the latest ditch in this sequence, ditch [681]. This measured 0.85m
wide x 0.25m deep and was traced for a distance of 8m; it had rounded butt ends to the east
and west (Figure 16, Sections 6, 7 and 8). A relatively large quantity of pottery was found at
the base of the eastern butt end and this material appeared to have been placed in the
feature prior to it being backfilled.

The pottery assemblage from the butt end of ditch [681] comprised 118 sherds from the same
vessel - a very large jar with a rim diameter of 410mm. The fills of all the other ditch re-cuts at
this location comprised deposits which indicated that the features had silted-up naturally. The
fill, [680], of ditch [681], however, was a dark greyish brown sandy silt with frequent inclusions
of charcoal, indicative of the feature having been deliberately backfilled following deposition
of the pottery in the eastern butt end. It is possible that this took place prior to the realignment
of the ditches by ditch [642], as described below.

The northern end of a linear feature, [709], was located to the south of the eastern end of the
group of ditches described above. It was U-shaped in profile, 0.70m wide x 0.14m deep, and
had been truncated to the south by ditch [642] so only survived for a distance of 0.90m.
Interpretation cannot be definite due to the extent of truncation, but this feature appears to be
the butt end of a N-S orientated ditch, the dimensions and location of which broadly suggest
that it may have been associated with the E-W boundary described above.

Some 7m to the south of ditch [709], beyond the area occupied by ditch [642], was a ditch,
[1120], U-shaped in profile and measuring 0.62m wide x 0.19m deep. It ran on a NNW-SSE
orientation for a distance of 3.40m and had a rounded terminal to the south. To the north it
had been truncated by a re-cut and the original ditch did not survive. Its profile and
dimensions suggest that it could have been a continuation of ditch [709] and, if this were the
case, the feature would have curved round to the west as it progressed north.

Having silted-up, ditch [1120] had been replaced on the same alignment as ditch [1122],
which had near vertical sides, a concave base and measured 0.44m wide x 0.42m deep. To
the north this feature was recorded as ditch [718], where the primary fill, [717], comprised
clay, burnt wood and burnt clay. The profile of the feature and the composition of the basal fill
in the north indicate that this was a fence line, which had burnt in situ at least in its northern
portion. The composition of the fills further south indicate that the fence had probably been
dismantled with the feature then silting-up naturally.
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Ditch [1229] was located 1.80m to the south of ditch [1 120}, continuing initially on the same
NNE-SSW alignment before curving to the west at which point it was truncated by ditch [724].
Ditch [1229] had a pointed butt end to the north, a U-shaped profile and was up to 1m wide x
0.18m deep. The 1.80m wide gap between ditches [1120] and [1229] was mostly occupied by
a sub-circular but rather irregular feature, [1162], measuring 1.40m x 1.10m x 0.15m deep.
This was probably not a posthole and may simply represent a hollow created in the
underlying sub-stratum by continuous traffic (stock and/or people) through the entranceway.

Following its silting-up, ditch [1229] was replaced by a ditch, [1 192], located 0.80m to the east
but following the same alignment. This had a rounded butt end and was truncated to the west
by ditch [724]. It had a U-shaped profile, measured 0.52m wide x 0.25m deep, and is
interpreted as a fence line. It had silted-up and was replaced on the same alignment by
another fence line, [1227]. This had near vertical sides, a concave base and measured 0.38m
wide x 0.24m deep. The fills of the feature suggested that after the fence had been
dismantled, the open feature had silted-up.

A sinuous ditch, [1131], butt-ended adjacent to probable fence line [1227]. At this point the
feature had near vertical sides, a flat base and measured 0.74m wide x 0.36m deep. It was
traced for 15m running on a NW-SE orientation, before it turned to the south for 3m, at which
point it met the limit of excavation. It continued 7m to the south, beyond an unexcavated area,
where it was recorded as ditch [1194], a sinuous but roughly N-S aligned feature, which
continued for 14m to the south to meet the limit of excavation. Sections excavated across this
feature showed it to be 1m wide x 0.60m deep and that it had silted-up and been re-cut on at
least one occasion.

Ditch [642] ran from the eastern limit of excavation in a NE-SW direction for 10m. It then
turned to run SE-NW for 12m before curving to run E-W. At the point where it curved, the
ditch truncated the E-W orientated ditch complex, described above, essentially continuing on
the same alignment. The main E-W aligned stretch of this feature, recorded as ditch [481],
was traced for a distance of 55m, at which point it was truncated by ditch [174], of Enclosure
6 (see below), which continued on the same E-W alignment. Sections excavated across ditch
[642] revealed a complex sequence of silting-up and re-cutting of the feature (Figure 17,
Section 9). The original ditch cut was 2.40m wide x 0.85m deep, while the final re-cut was
shallower and narrower, typically 1.60m x 0.30m. A complete lower stone from a beehive
quern (SF7) was recovered from its latest fill, [641]. The E-W stretch of the boundary, ditch
[481], was a substantial feature measuring 2.75m wide x 0.86m deep. This too had
undergone a complex sequence of silting-up and re-cutting. In this case the final re-cut, ditch
[511], was nearly the same width as the original ditch, although about half the depth (Figure
18, Section 10).

The sequence of features, described above, in the north-eastern corner of the site suggests
that narrow ditches proved ineffective as boundaries at this location, despite being continually
re-cut, due to their rapid silting-up, so that they were eventually replaced by a far more
substantial ditch. The boundary realignment close to the eastern limit of excavation, as
represented by the distinct ‘kink’ in ditch [642], may have occurred because the ground
became unworkable due to the continual re-definition of the boundary, so that it eventually
proved more practical to simply move the ditch to the south.
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A substantial semi-circular ditch, [182], abutted E-W aligned ditch [481] towards its central
point. To the east, this ditch terminated at a rounded butt end just 0.50m away from the south
edge of ditch [642], the ‘kinked’ continuation of ditch [481]. Sections excavated across ditch
[182] in the west revealed that it was up to 3.40m wide x 0.80m deep and had silted-up and
been re-cut on at least two occasions (Figure 18, Section 11). The butt end of this feature,
ditch [724], narrowed to a width of 1m and terminated with a rounded end.

Towards ditch terminal [724], the feature broadly followed the alignment of the group of
ditches and fence lines (ditch [1120] etc.) described above, but was located c. 1.30m to their
west. Lenses of burnt material were recorded within the lower fills of butt ended ditch [724]
and this material appears to have been incorporated into the feature as it was gradually
silting-up. Two of these deposits, [723] and [727], comprised a layer of burnt turf whilst
another, [726], was a deposit of spent coal.

Semi-circular ditch [182] followed the alignment of the earlier group of ditches and fence
lines, described above, and appeared to be a reinstatement of these boundaries. Along with
E-W aligned boundary ditch, [481], it enclosed an area of 266 square metres (Enclosure 5). It
seems probable that the overall area enclosed by the earlier group of boundary features

would have been largely similar. .

Enclosure 10 (Figure 9)

Ditch [1099], fills [1126], [1132]; ditch re-cut [1449], fills [1098], [1125]; ditch [1112], fill [1113]; ditch
[1114], fills [1147-1148]; ditch re-cut [1440), fill [1115]; ditch [1128], fill 1127]; ditch [1286], fills [1288],
[1291]; ditch [1296], fills [1293-1295], [1305]

A group of parallel NNE-SSW orientated ditches was recorded adjacent to the eastern limit of
excavation. The westernmost of this group, ditch [1112], was traced for a distance of 18.6m,
continuing into the limits of excavation. This ditch was 1.59m wide x 0.13m deep and had
gently sloping sides and a flat base. Ditch [1099] was located immediately to the east of ditch
[1112] and had 45° sides, a concave base and was 1.15m wide x 0.49m deep. It was traced
for 10.90m, continuing to the south beyond the limit of excavation and with a rounded butt
end to the north. Sections excavated across the feature demonstrated that it had silted-up
and then been re;cut, as ditch [1439], to the same width and around half the depth.

A further 4.3m length of ditch, [1114], with a butt end to the south, continued the line of ditch
[1099] less than 0.20m to the north. This had near vertical sides, a flat base and measured
0.48m wide x 0.32m deep. This feature had also silted-up and been re-cut, as ditch [1440], to
around half the original depth. The southern end of ditch [1099] had been truncated to the
south by a third ditch, [1128], which had steep sides, a flat base and measured 0.55m wide x
0.24m deep. It was recorded for a distance of 14.20m, continuing into the limits of excavation.

Two parallel NNE-SSW aligned ditches, [1286] and [1296], were recorded 35m to the north of
the three ditches described above, beyond an unexcavated area. These features ran
immediately adjacent to each other for a distance of 23m but it was not possible to ascertain
a stratigraphic relationship between the two. Ditch [1286] had concave sides and base,
measured 1.15m wide x 0.40m deep, and met limits of excavation to the north and south.
Ditch [1296], located immediately to the west of ditch [1286], had essentially the same profile

and measured 0.70m wide x 0.36m deep.
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It is most likely that ditches [1286] and [1296] continued to the south as two of ditches [1112],
[1114] and [1128], as demonstrated by a projection of their alignments through the
unexcavated area between them. Together these features are interpreted as elements of the
eastern side of an enclosure, Enclosure 10, the western side of which is formed by ditches
[637] and [1178] of Enclosures 2 and 3. The southern side may have been delineated by
diich [942] of the droveway associated with Enclosure 3 or, alternatively, by diich [994] to the

south of the droveway.

Discussion of Enclosures 5 and 10

The features described above have been interpreted as representing a rectangular enclosure
approximately 120m long x 60m wide, with a semicircular enclosure, Enclosure 5,
approximately 12m x 25m, in its north-eastern corner. Converging and parallel double ditches
may be interpreted as being indicative of stock control, to allow herds to be funnelled into a
narrow double ditched ‘race’ leading to various fields to the south and east and also into the
droveway associated with Enclosure 3. The northern side of the droveway may have been
the southern boundary of Enclosure 10.

The earliest phase of Enclosure 5, as defined by narrow ditches and fence lines, had a 1.80m
wide entrance to the east, with evidence of possible ‘puddling’ being recorded at this
entrance. However, a substantial ditched feature ultimately replaced the boundary of the
enclosure. An entranceway to the east can be fairly confidently assumed for this feature,
although its precise position and dimensions are rather indeterminate. The gap between ditch
terminal [724] and ditch [642] in its final form, would have been, at only ¢. 0.5m, far too
impractical for the herding of stock. While there is no trace of a re-cut in the butt end of ditch
[724], there were re-cuts along the length of ditch [182], suggesting that the butt end may
itself have been a re-cut responsible for extending the ditch to the north. An earlier butt end to
the south, although unproven, would have created a wider entrance. Ditch [642] was a
narrower ditch in its original form, which would also have given any original entrance a
greater width. It is possible, however, that either the actual entranceway was simply not found
within the constraints of the excavation, or that entrance to and egress from the enclosure
was only ever achieved by some other means, for example by bridging, perhaps using planks

at various locations as necessary.

Structure 8 (Figure 10)

Wall construction trench [754], trench re-cut [757], fills [752- 753], [758- 759]
Wall construction trench [756], fill [755]

Two curvilinear features, interpreted as wall construction trenches, were located adjacent to
the northern limit of excavation. The first, feature [754], had near vertical sides, a flat base
and measured 0.40m wide x 0.25m deep. Sections excavated across it demonstrated that the
construction trench had been lined with clay deposits, [753] and [758], probably used as post-
packing for the timbers. The timbers themselves had probably rotted in situ. The clay lining
appeared undisturbed and was overlain by dark grey to black silty deposits, [752] and [759].
The base of the clay lining was uneven, presumably reflecting the positions of the timber
uprights originally housed within the construction trench.
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A second section of wall construction trench, [756], was situated 0.25m to the west of feature
[754]. This had been severely plough damaged and only survived to a depth of 0.14m. It was
up to 0.31m wide and had vertical sides, a flat base with some irregular dips, which probably
represent the original locations of timber uprights. Occasional patches of clay throughout the
silty clay fill, [755], of this feature suggest that a clay lining had been disturbed by ploughing.

The wall construction trenches described above apparently represent the foundations of a
roundhouse, Structure 8, only half of which was visible within the limit of the excavation. The
structure measured 9.20m in diameter. Although there was no trace of a ring gully
surrounding the wall construction trench, this may have been due to the considerable

horizontal truncation in this area rather than the absence of such a gully.

Structure 9 (Figure 10)
Gully [487], fill [486]

Approximately 20m south of Structure 8 was a curvilinear gully, [487], with steep sides, a
concave base and measuring 0.47m x 0.10m deep. Its silty sand fill, [486], had frequent
gravel inclusions. Gully [487] was truncated to the south by a similar gully [485] (Structure 10)
and to the north was truncated by a penannular gully, [489] (Structure 11). Gully [487] is
interpreted as the remains of a penannular feature associated with a further roundhouse,
Structure 9, the diameter of which can be estimated at 9.28m. The severity of horizontal
truncation through plough damage means that precise interpretation of this feature is
problematic and it was not possible to distinguish whether it represented the remains of an
encircling drainage ring gully or the actual wall construction trench of a roundhouse.

Structure 10 (Figure 10)
Gully [485], fill [484]

Truncating gully [487] of Structure 9, to the south, was a curvilinear gully, [485], 0.50m wide
but surviving only to a depth of 80mm. It had steep sides, a concave base and its coarse
sandy fill, [484], had frequent clay lenses and occasional stone.

This feature has been interpreted as the ring gully or wall construction trench of a
roundhouse, Structure 10, of diameter c. 7.85m. This may have replaced Structure 9, and
was subsequently truncated to the south by gully [587] (Structure 14).

Structure 11 (Figure 10)

Ring gully [537], fill [536]; ring gully [489], fill [488]
Internal posts: posthole [541], fill [540]; posthole [553], fill [552]; posthole [555], fill [554]; posthole [566],
fill [565]; posthole [574], fill [573]

Truncating gully [487], Structure 9, to the north was a curvilinear gully, [489], which measured
0.30m x 0.10m deep. It had steep sides, a concave base and its silty sand fill, [488],
contained occasional clay lenses. To the north, was a less well preserved gully, [537], which
only survived to a depth of 40mm but appeared to be a continuation of the same feature. It
had sloping sides, an irregular base its clayey sand fill, [536], contained occasional charcoal
and clay lenses. These two elements appear to represent a ring gully, with a diameter of c.

10m, surrounding Structure 11.
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Two features located near to the south-east entrance into the structure are interpreted as
postholes due to their profile and dimensions and may have formed part of a doorway into the
structure. The first, posthole [566], was sub-circular with near vertical sides and a flat base
and measured 0.34m x 0.24m x 0.19m deep. The second, posthole [574], had a similar
profile and was 0.20m diameter x 0.14m deep. It was filled with deposit [573], comprising
burnt sandy clay and charcoal, suggesting that the post may have burnt in situ.

Three small pits were located towards the centre of Structure 11. Pit [553] was sub-circular,
measuring 0.52m x 0.44m x 60mm deep, and had gently sloping sides and a flat base. Its fill,
[552], comprised burnt clayey sand with frequent charcoal inclusions. Pit [555] was a similar
shape and profile as pit [553] and was filled with a similar deposit, [554]. This pit measured
0.40m x 0.35m x 20mm deep. Pit [541] was sub-oval with gradually sloping sides and a
concave base. It was 50mm deep and measured 0.50m x 0.60m, truncated to the west. its fill,

[540], comprised gritty silty fine sand.

The absence of burning of the natural clay around these pits indicates that they were not the
bases of hearths. It is possible that these may have been associated with the end of
occupation of the structure, as with the pits located inside Structures 5 and 6 to the south-
east. Although interpretation of these features is less certain, due to severe horizontal
truncation, their dimensions, along with the presence of burnt material within them, suggest

parallels with the pits inside Structures 5 and 6.

Structure 12 (Figure 10)

Ring gully [477), fill [476]

Posthole [403], fill [402)

Pit [547], fill [546]

Truncating Structure 11 to the north was a penannular gully, [477], which measured 0.50m
wide x 0.20m deep and had concave sides and an irregular base. This appeared to be a
largely complete ring gully surrounding a roundhouse, Structure 12. It measured 8.66m in

diameter with a 4m wide entrance situated in the east.

Two features appeared to be internal to Structure 12; three others may be internal to this
structure or to Structure 13 (see below) and accordingly have been phased with the later,
Structure 13. Pit [547] was sub-circular with concave sides and a flat base and measured
0.78m in diameter x 0.10m deep. Its sandy silt fill, [546], had occasional charcoal inclusions.

Posthole [403] was situated close to the eastern entrance and may have formed part of a
structural element associated with a doorway. It was sub-circular with vertical sides and a flat
base and measured 0.27m x 0.23m x 0.19m deep.

Structure 13 (Figure 10)

Ring gully [470], fill [469]
Internal posts: posthole [466), fill [465]; posthole [572], fill [571]
Internal pit: pit [564], fill [563]

Structure 12 was truncated to the west by a penannular gully, [470], which had concave sides
and base and was 0.38m wide x 0.25m deep. This gully had a diameter of 7.73m and
appeared to be a largely intact ring gully associated with a further structure, Structure 13, with

a 6.40m wide gap in the east.
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Two postholes were located inside the gap of ring gully [470]. Post [572] was circular with
vertical sides, a flat base and measured 0.30m diameter x 0.33m deep. Its sandy clay fill,
[571], had frequent inclusions of charcoal and burnt stone and occasional charcoal lenses,
suggesting that the post may have burnt in situ. Post [466] was sub-rectangular with steep
sides and a concave base and measured 0.30m x 0.25m x 60mm deep. As discussed above,
the positions of postholes [466] and [572] suggest possible association with Structure 12.
However, if these features were associated with Structure 13, then they may have been part
of an entranceway, which makes their association with this structure the preferred

interpretation. Such an entrance would have been ¢. 4m wide.

Pit [564], which again may have been internal to either Structure 12 or 13, was square in plan
with rounded corners, steep sides and a flat base. It measured 0.17m x 0.17m x 50mm deep
and its fill, [563], comprised charcoal and sand with inclusions of burnt bone. The composition
of the material within this pit suggests that it may have been a votive offering associated with
the end of occupation of the structure.

Structure 14 (Figure 10)

Ring gully [587], fills [586], [604]
Internal features: pit [512], fill [542]; posthole [514], fill [513]; stakeholes [516), fills [515]

To the south, Structures 9 and 10 were truncated by curvilinear gully, [687]. This feature had
gently sloping sides, a tapered base and was 0.41m wide x 0.13m deep. A sandy clay
deposit, [604], representing primary silting, was overlain by a clayey silt fill, [586], with
frequent flecks and fragments of charcoal. This feature is interpreted as a ring gully,
associated with a further structure, Structure 14, 7.04m in diameter. The relatively high
quantity of charcoal observed within the fills of the gully may indicate that the structure burnt
down, although the absence of other burnt material, such as daub, suggests that the material
may simply originate from sweepings of domestic rubbish, such as hearth debris.

Pit [512], located within the south-western quarter of Structure 14, was circular with near-
vertical sides, a concave base and measured 0.60m x 0.55m x 0.13m deep. Its sandy silt fill,
[542], contained frequent inclusions of charcoal and stones. Posthole [514], to the north of the
pit, was circular with gently-sloping sides, a concave base and measured 0.26m x 0.23m x
80mm. A cluster of six stakeholes, [516], was also recorded inside Structure 14 in the vicinity

of these two features.

Structure 15 (Figure 10)

Wall construction trench [473], fills [471-472]
Internal stakeholes [407-423], [439- 459] (odd nos.), fills [406-422], [438-458] (even nos.)
External stakeholes [425-437] (odd nos.), fills [424-436] (even nos.)

Less than 20m to the north-east of Structure 14 was another curvilinear gully, [473], which
measured 0.51m wide x 0.11m deep and had concave sides and base. This feature is
interpreted as the wall construction trench of a structure, Structure 15, the diameter of which
was 7.43m. The feature had been ploughed through to the north and no trace of it survived.
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A cluster of 19 stakeholes recorded in the southern portion of the structure may have been
the remnants of timber stakes from wattle walling, although no clear patterns could be
discerned. Seven stakeholes were also located outside the structure to the south-east and
these too may have been associated with Structure 15, although this is not certain.

Ditch [479] (to the west of Structures 8-15) (Figure 10j

Ditch [479), fills [483], [478]

Fill [863], ditch re-cut [862], fill [861]

Fill [777]; ditch re-cut [1447), fills [773-776]; ditch re-cut [1448], fills [771-772]
Fill [828]; ditch re-cut [827], fill [826]; ditch re-cut [825], fills [823-824]

To the west of Structures 8, 11, 12, 13 and 15 was a N-S orientated linear ditch, [479], which
was traced for a length of c. 26m. To the north it met the limit of excavation and to the south it
had a square butt end with rounded corners. Four sections were excavated across the ditch,
which had maximum dimensions of 0.80m x 0.50m deep, and these demonstrated that it had

silted-up and been re-cut on several occasions.

In its central portion ditch [479] was U-shaped in profile and measured 0.78m wide x 0.50m
deep (Figure 19, Section 12). A silty clay deposit, [777], represented partial silting-up as the
natural sub-stratum became weathered. The feature had then been re-cut as ditch [1447],
with the same profile and to similar dimensions, 0.70m x 0.45m deep. This re-cut then
became filled with a series of deposits, [773-776], the bluish grey silty clay composition of

which was indicative of water-deposited material.

The latest recorded version of the feature, ditch re-cut [1448], was again U-shaped, but this
was much shallower than the original feature, measuring 0.26m deep x 0.65m wide. Its
primary fill, [772], comprised material resulting from weathering of the natural sub-stratum,
whilst the latest fill, [771], was water-deposited bluish grey silty clay.

Further north, ditch [479] had 45° sides, a concave base and measured 0.70m x 0.48m deep.
The primary silting-up fill, [828], was essentially the same material as the primary fill to the
south, again suggesting natural weathering. The ditch was then re-cut, as ditch [827], to a
depth of 0.35m and this version also became filled with water-deposited material, [826]. The
latest re-cut, ditch [825], was 0.28m deep and was filled by the same depositional sequence
as re-cut [1448].

In its northernmost portion, ditch [479] was U-shaped and measured 0.80m wide x 0.35m
deep. The primary silting, [863], again comprised material derived from weathered natural
clay. This feature was re-cut, as ditch [862], to a depth of 0.27m x 0.50m wide, and
subsequently became filled with water-deposited material, [861]. No subsequent re-cut was
recorded here, although it is likely that this may be due to horizontal truncation as the ditch

survived to a lesser depth in this area.

In the far south, adjacent to the butt end, ditch [479] had 45° sides and a narrow concave
base. The primary silting, [483], was located only within the base of the ditch, unlike other
areas where it also lined the feature’s sides. This was overlain by the latest fill, [478], with no
re-cuts visible. It is possible that the ditch was re-cut in this area but to the same or greater

dimensions that the original feature, thereby leaving no evidence.
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The evidence gathered from the excavated sections of this ditch demonstrates that
considerable effort had gone into maintaining this feature, indicating longevity of use.

Enclosure 6, surrounding Structures 8-15 (Figure 10)

Ditch [174], fills [171-173], [207], [599-603]

Ditch [618], fill [617], [632]

Ditch re-cut [616], fill [615]

Ditch re-cut [1022], fill [1021]

Ditch re-cut [614]

Ditch re-cut [1042]

Gully [631], fill [630]; gully [634], fill, [1040); gully [635], fill [1455]; gully [1012], fill [1011]

Ditch [1453], fills [884-886], [914], ditch re-cut [887], fills [888-889], [915-918], ditch re-cut [892], fill [893],
ditch re-cut [890], fills [891], [894-895]

A substantial ditch, [174], was located 36m to the east of Structures 8-15. This ran from the
northem limit of excavation for a distance of 40m in a NNW-SSE direction. It turned in the
south to run roughly E-W, effectively re-cutting the line of the northern side of Enclosure 2, for

a distance of 95m, continuing to the west up to the limit of excavation.

The most northerly sections excavated across ditch [174] in the NNW-SSE aligned portion
revealed a profile with concave sides, stepping down to a wide concave base (Figure 19,
Section 13). The ditch was 2.10m wide x 0.70m deep. The profile changed to the south with
stepped sides and a flat-based slot 0.50m wide. The primary fill, [173], of the ditch in these
areas comprised sticky bluish grey silt, indicating that the ditch had silted-up with water-
deposited material. The overlying fill, [172], comprised a mixture of weathered natural clay
and water-deposited material. The latest fills, [171] and [207], appeared to be topsoil filling a
depression at the top of the ditch. Sections excavated across the ditch at the point at which it
turned to the west demonstrated that it cut through an earlier E-W orientated ditch, forming
part of Enclosure 2. In this area the ditch had the same sequence of fills, recorded as
deposits [599-603].

Sections excavated across the line of ditch [174] in the area immediately to the south of
Structures 8-15 revealed a complex sequence of ditches, re-cuts and associated drainage
gullies (Figure 20, Section 15; Figure 21, Section 16; Figure 22, Section 17).

The original E-W feature, recorded as ditch [618], was 2m wide x 0.50m deep and had
concave sides and a wide, flat base. A sandy silt deposit, [617], represented silting-up and in
the east the feature was then re-defined as ditch [616], which had a butt end at its west end
and continued to the east beyond the excavated area. This ditch was 0.95m wide x 0.70m
deep and had steep sides with a narrow concave base, 0.28m wide. To the west, ditch [618]
had been re-cut as ditch [1022], which was very similar in profile and dimensions to ditch
[616].

Ditches [1022] and [616] were subsequently re-cut by another E-W orientated ditch, [614],
which was a wide U-shaped feature up to 1.80m wide x 0.35m deep. A series of gullies,
[631]=[1012], [634] and [635] were located on the southern side of this ditch. Gully [631] was
closest to the edge of the ditch and was 0.40m wide x 0.25m deep. The primary fill, [630],
comprised a bluish grey sandy silt, indicating natural silting-up of the feature. Gully [634] was
located next to the edge of gully [631] and this was 0.50m wide x 0.30m deep. To the west,
this also had a primary fill, [1040], indicating natural silting-up. In the east of the excavated
area there was a third gully, [635], which was much shallower, 0.30m wide x 0.14m deep.

41



5.4.22.6

5.4.22.7

5.4.22.8

5.4.23

5.4.23.1

5.4.23.2

5.4.23.3

These gullies appear to have been dug in order to facilitate drainage in the area and
presumably to prevent ditch [614] from filling with water. The latest fills of gullies [631] and
[634] were notably different in composition and may be associated with Phase 5 deliberate
backfilling of the features, as described below. The nature of the fill of ditch [614] also
indicates that this feature was deliberately backfilled prior to the construction of the Phase 5

enclosure.

Ditch [614] was not visible in the far west of the excavated area and, therefore, probably had
a butt end in the unexcavated section. The ditch was narrowing in the westernmost section to
be excavated, suggesting it may have had a terminus beyond this point. In this area the
eastern terminus of a ditch, [1042], which continued to the west was recorded. This had near-
vertical sides, a flat base and was 0.97m wide x 0.30m deep. This feature also appeared to
have been backfilled prior to the construction of the Phase 5 enclosure.

A 1.50m length of the E-W orientated ditch [174] was excavated against the westernmost limit
of excavation and this again revealed a series of re-cuts demonstrating an ongoing effort to

maintain this feature.

Discussion of Structures 8-15 and Enclosure 6

The remains of eight structures were identified in the north-western corner of the site. The
close positioning of these suggests that they were associated and formed part of the same
settlement. With the exception of one (Structure 15) they were aligned in a linear, or ‘string’
arrangement. These structures had been severely plough damaged and were in a poor state
of preservation, in most instances only the bases of gullies and wall construction trenches
survived. The relative position of these features indicates that the structures could not have
been contemporary and no more than four could have coexisted. The number of structures,
therefore, suggests longevity of occupation in this part of the site with structures being
replaced in similar positions when re-building became necessary. The northernmost structure
was only half exposed within the limits of the site and it is possible that the ‘string’ continued

to the north.

This group of structures appears to have been enclosed by an extensive and substantial
boundary ditch, only the eastern and southern sides of which were visible within the limits of
excavation. It is suggested that this ditch formed an enclosure, Enclosure 6, which measured
at least 95m E-W by 50m N-S.

Further subdivision of Enclosure 6 was apparently provided by a N-S ditch immediately west
of the northernmost elements in the string of structures. The evidence from the sections
excavated across this ditch demonstrates that considerable effort had gone into maintaining
this boundary, indicating longevity of use. This supports the interpretation that this ditch was
associated with the string of roundhouses, which also must have existed over a considerable
length of time. The function of this ditch may have been to sub-divide an area of occupation
to the east from an area of stockholding to the west.
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5.4.24

5.4.24.1

5.4.24.2

5.4.24.3

5.4.24.4

5.4.24.5

5.4.24.6

Enclosures 7 and 8 (to the east of Structures 8-15) (Figure 10)

Ditch [385], fills [327], [329], [383-384]

Pit [523], fill [522]

Ditch [613], fills [501], [612], [621-623]

Ditch [690], fill [689]

Gully [639], fill [638]; gully [504], fills [503], [654]

Internal boundary ditches: ditch [212], fills [210-211]; ditch [335], fill [334]; ditch [337], fill [336]); ditch
[363], fill [362]; ditch [405], fill [404]; ditch [475], fill [474]

Postholes [216-326] (even nos.), fills [215-325] (odd nos.)

A series of parallel ditches aligned ENE-WSW was located to the west of enclosure ditch
[174]. Ditch [335] extended 31m to the west of ditch [174], with a rounded butt end in the
west. It had concave sides and base and measured 0.87m x 0.25m deep. Ditch [337] ran
parallel to ditch [335], c. 0.80m to the south and this measured 0.75m x 0.45m deep. This
feature had a flat base and its sides at the eastern end stepped from 45° to near-vertical
becoming more concave in the west.

Ditch [337] was traced for c. 20m before being truncated in the west by ditch [405]. it
continued beyond this truncation, where it was recorded as ditch [475], giving a total length of
c. 26m. To the east, ditch [405] ran immediately to the south of ditch [337] but turned direction
slightly in the west to truncate it. Ditch [405] had concave sides, a flat base and measured
0.30m x 0.30m deep. It was traced for a distance of c. 20m. Ditches [337] and [405] appear to
represent reinstatements of the same boundary. While it is possible that a double ditch
existed here (one half formed by ditch [335]), it is probably more likely that these features
represent three phases of the same boundary, with only one existing at any time.

To the south of this boundary was a N-S aligned ditch, [363]. It was traced for a distance of
13m, having been truncated to the south and with a rounded butt end to the north. It had
concave sides and base and measured 0.90m x 0.25m deep.

To the west of ditch [363], a NNE-SSW aligned linear feature, [690], was recorded but not
excavated. Its dimensions, 8m long x 2.40m wide, suggest that it was a ditch. This feature
was probably a continuation of ditch [475], which appeared to be turning to the south at its
westernmost point. An alternative interpretation is that ditch [690] continued to the north, as a
curvilinear ditch, [613], beyond features associated with Phase 5 activity. Ditch [613] was
aligned NW-SE and had 45° sides, a slightly concave base and measured 1.19m wide x
0.52m deep (Figure 23, Section 18).

The surviving section of ditch [613] was 5.40m long, truncated to the north and south by
Phase 5 features. If ditches [475] and [690], were once contiguous, as intimated above, it is
probable that ditches [613] and [405] may also have originally conjoined. Ditch [405]
appeared to be turning to the north at its westernmost point, while ditch [613] appeared to be
turning to the east at its southern end.

A curvilinear ditch, [385], was recorded ¢. 10m to the north of ditch [613]. This feature had
been truncated to the south by later (Phase 5) ditches. It was aligned SSW-NNE for 5m then
turned SW-NE for 11m, at which point it met the limit of excavation. The ditch had stepped
sides and a concave base and was 2.50m wide x 0.86m deep (Figure 19, Section 14).
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5.4.24.7

5.4.24.8

5.4.25

5.4.25.1

5.4.25.2

5.4.26

5.4.26.1

5.4.26.2

This group of ditches is interpreted as having formed boundaries for two enclosures probably
associated with Structures 8-15. The eastern sides of both were delineated by the N-S
orientated portion of enclosure ditch [174]. The northern and western sides of the northern
enclosure, Enclosure 7, appear to have been formed by a large ditch recorded in separate
sections as ditches [385] and [613]. Ditch [690], to the south, may have been part of the
same boundary, although it is more probable that ditch [613] turned to the east, and
continued as ditch [405], to form the southern side of Enclosure 7, the area 6f which was c.
400m>. To the south was Enclosure 8, with an area of nearly 600m?, the western and
northern sides of which were probably formed by ditches [690] and [475)/[337], respectively.
This boundary pre-dated the one formed by ditch [405]. The souther side of Enclosure 8
was formed by the E-W portion of ditch [174] and it was further subdivided by a N-S ditch,
[363]. Entrance to Enclosure 8 was seemingly possible only through Enclosure 7, with the
location of the entrance varying according to which boundary ditch formed its northern side.

A large number of postholes, [216-326] (even nos.), were located in the western half of
Enclosure 7. These comprised 56 postholes of varying dimensions and shapes.

Discussion of Enclosures 7 and 8

Enclosures 7 and 8 were apparently sub-divisions of Enclosure 6. Their proximity to
Structures 8—15 suggests a domestic function.

As yet no individual structures have been identified within the posthole cluster in Enclosure 7.
However, further analysis may reveal the presence of structures such as four-post granaries.
No internal features were discovered within Enclosure 8. These enclosures may have been

utilised as storage areas or perhaps pens for smaller livestock, such as domestic fowl.

Ditch complex (Figure 11)

Probable fence lines: ditch [656], fill [655]; ditch [658], fill [557); ditch [660], fills [659], [694-695], [698-
699]; linear feature [662], fill [661); ditch [663], fills [664], [691]; ditch [666], fill [665]; ditch [677], fill [676];
ditch [679], fill [678]; ditch [707], fill [706]

A group of features was recorded in the north-eastern corner of the site, to the north of
Enclosure 5. These were mostly ditches and have been interpreted as probable fence lines.
One, however, was a shallow E-W orientated linear feature, [662], with rounded terminals at
each end. It extended 32m in length and was 0.60m wide x up to 0.23m deep. Its irregular
and rather unsubstantial nature suggests that it may actually represent a hedge line.

To the north of ditch [481], was a linear N-S aligned ditch, [666], with rounded ends and
concave sides and base. It was 2.20m in length and measured 0.50m x 0.22m deep.
Immediately to the north was a similar feature, [679], also aligned N-S. This measured 1.82m
in length, with a square butt end to the north and a rounded southern end and sides sloping
at 45° with a tapered base. It was 0.44m wide x 0.18m deep. A third ditch, [658], aligned NE-
SW was located 1.10m to the north. This measured 5.86m in length and had rounded ends,
steep and near-vertical sides, and a tapered base. It was 0.64m wide x 0.18m deep. Clusters
of stones, probably post-packing, were exposed within its base. The dimensions and profiles
of these three features suggest that they were elements of an interrupted fence line. The
composition of their fills indicates that the fence was dismantled and the feature silted-up.
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5.4.26.3

5.4.26.4

5.4.26.5

5.4.26.6

5.4.26.7

5.4.27

5.4.271

Fence line [658] had been truncated towards its centre by a linear ditch, [660], which
extended c. 10m NNE-SSW. It had rounded ends, vertical sides and a base that varied from
flat to tapered. The feature measured 0.43m x 0.43m deep. Sections excavated across the
feature in the south demonstrated that the feature had partially silted-up before being
backfilled with a silty deposit, [659], with frequent inclusions of charcoal, burnt bone, stone
and occasional pottery fragments. This backfilled material was present only within the
northern end of the feature. Two stone artefacts were recovered from the northern butt end of
the feature, an almost complete pebble hone (SF8) and a rounded hammer stone (SF9). This
feature is interpreted as a fence line due to the dimensions and profile of the cut. The nature
of the fills would indicate that the fence had been dismantled, and the open feature began to

silt-up before being deliberately backfilled.

A slightly curvilinear feature, [677], aligned NNE-SSW, was located to the east of the group of
features described above. This was traced for 8.50m and had a rounded end in the south and
met the limit of excavation to the north. It had gently sloping sides, a concave base and
measured 0.32m x 70mm deep. Interpretation is problematic as the feature only survived to a
shallow depth, although its dimensions suggest that this was also the remains of a fence line
rather than a roundhouse ring gully. It had been truncated across its centre by a roughly
linear ditch, [656], which extended 15m roughly E-W. This had rounded ends and irregular
sides and base and measured 0.45m x 0.14m deep.

A group of 129 stakeholes, [991], were recorded along the edges and to both sides of ditch
[656] and also continued to the west beyond the feature’s terminus. A group of 6 stakeholes
to the south-east appeared to form an arc.

A curvilinear ditch, [663], was located to the north-west of the interrupted fence line. This had
a rounded end to the south and was orientated S-N for 1.60m then turned to run SE-NW for
4.80m at which point it met the limit of excavation. It had sides sloping at 45° and a flat base
and was 0.44m wide x 0.15m deep. This feature is interpreted as a possible fence line based

on its profile, dimensions and shape in plan.

A posthole, [648], was located c. 1m to the south-east of the butt end of feature [663]. This
had been truncated to the south by a later posthole, [646], which appeared to replace it.
These posts may have been associated with the fence line.

Group of hearths (Figure 11)

Hearth [135], fills [134], [141]; hearth [144], fills [142-143]; hearth [152], fills [150-151]; hearth [159], fills
[157], [164-165]; hearth [167], fill [166]; hearth [160], fill [159]; hearth [170], fills [168-169]

A group of seven features was recorded towards the north-eastern corner of the site. Six of
these were located to the north of the E-W ditch [481] and the other, feature[160], was
located to the south of this feature. The dimensions of these features are given in Table 5a
below. The natural clay surrounding all of these features was scorched indicating that they
were probably hearths. The fills of the features, which comprised burnt clay and sand with

charcoal inclusions, support this interpretation.
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Cut | Length Width | Depth | Shape

135 1.94m 157m "170.15m | sub-circular; concave sides and base

144 1.30m 6.90m | 0.14m | sub-circular; irregular sides and base

152 | 0.93m 0.60m | B0mm | sub-circular; irregular gently sloping sides; flat base

158 1.37m 6°67m 1 6.16m | sub-rectangular; irregular edges and sides; fiat base

160 1.50m 1740m 1T70.10m | sub-circular; irregular edges; gently sloping sides; irregular base
167 1.55m 90m 1770.49m | sub-circular; irregular edges; gently sloping sides; irregular base
170 1.04m 0.45m 7 0.15m | sub-rectangular; irregular edges ‘and sides; flat base

Table 5a: Phase 4 hearth dimensions

54.28 Discussion of Enclosure 9, ditch complex and hearths

5.4.28.1 In the north-eastern comer of the excavation area an enclosure, Enclosure 9, was formed by
the eastern boundary of Enclosure 6 and the substantial E-W ditch [481], which formed the
northern boundary of Enclosure 5 and extended beyond to form a field boundary.

5.4.28.2 Within Enclosure 9 was a group of linear features, interpreted as fence lines, with no
particularly coherent plan. These may have functioned as windbreaks or temporary shelters.

5.4.28.3 A group of 129 stakes occupied an E-W corridor approximately 13m long and 2m wide,
associated with an E-W fence line. Assigning a function to these stakes is problematic. They
may represent temporary fences or wattle hurdles, used in stock control. Alternatively, they
may have been used to provide tenter frames, for the processing of animal hides.

5.4.28.4 The hearths are unlikely to have been used for cooking purposes; such hearths would have
been located inside the roundhouse dwellings. It is probable, therefore, that these features
represent the remains of industrial activity. Three bulk soil samples produced possible
hammer-scale and air fall spatter, indicative of metalworking. One of these samples was
—taken from the buttend-of-giteh{724] in ErelestreS,WhIch also contained a dump of spent
coal. This feature lies less than 20m to the east of the group of hearths and could have been
utilised to dump rubbish from the working area.

5.4.28.5 ltis tentatively suggested that Enclosure 9 may have had a largely industrial function. Its
position immediately east of the settlement area represented by Enclosure 6 and associated
structures (i.e. downwind from entrances to dwellings) may further strengthen this view.

54.29  Enclosure 11 (Figure 6)

Ditch [1077], fill [1076]
Pit [816], fills [814], [815], [857]
Pit [844], fills [842], [843], [845]

5.4.29.1 Ditches [830] and [1090], in addition to forming part of the north side of Enclosure 3, as
described above, also delimited the southern side of another enclosure, Enclosure 11. There
is some evidence that this may have been a double-ditched boundary, indicated by a short
length of a ditch, [1077], recorded c. 1.5m to the north of ditch [1090] and parallel to it.

5.4.29.2 The northern and eastern sides of Enclosure 11 were bounded by the south side of
Enclosure 6 and the west side of Enclosure 2, respectively. Enclosure 11 measured
approximately 70m N-S by at least 70m E-W, continuing to the west beyond the limit of

excavation.
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5.4.29.3

5.4.29.4

5.4.29.5

5.4.30

5.4.30.1

5.5

5.5.1

5.5.1.1

5.5.1.2

The south-east corner of Enclosure 11 allowed ingress into Enclosure 3, as discussed above.
One side of this entrance was marked by substantial timbers but the precise nature and
dimensions of the entrance are unknown due to poor ground conditions in the vicinity.

Two features were excavated in the south-western part of Enclosure 11. Feature [816] was
oval in plan tapering to the east. It was 7.6m long x 3.18m wide and had a maximum depth of
0.5m. Its function was uncertain but it may have been a watering hole for livestock.

To the south-west was pit [844] which was sub-oval in plan and measured 2.50m N-S x
1.70m E-W x 0.70m deep. Again its function was not ascertained, although the composition

of the fills indicates that it was probably not a rubbish pit.

Discussion of Enclosure 11

Enclosure 11 formed part of a network of enclosures associated with the settlement nucleus
within Enclosure 2. There was a suggestion of a double-ditched boundary system, similar to
that recorded along the south side of Enclosure 3. Again this may be interpreted as
associated with the control of stock. The larger of the two features inside Enclosure 11 were
noteworthy as it was the largest discrete feature recorded at the site.

Phase 5: Romano-British Occupation (Figure 12)

Backfilling of Iron Age enclosure ditch
Backfill of Phase 4 ditches [582], [629], [633], [1041]

An orange brown sandy clay, [582], within the upper portion of Phase 4 ditch [614] was
noticeably different from the natural silting and water-deposited material that filled the ditch
elsewhere, suggesting deliberate backfilling. A fragment of glass armlet (SF13) was
recovered from the backfill of the ditch. This has been dated to the late 1% to early 2" century
AD. Two of the gullies running parallel to ditch [614] also seem to have been deliberately
backfilled at this point. The uppermost fill, [629], of gully [631] comprised light brown sandy
silt with occasional stones. The uppermost fill, [633], of gully [634] comprised mixed grey and
brown clayey sand with occasional stones. These deposits were notably different from the
water-deposited silting and weathered clay deposits that filled the features elsewhere.

The butt end of ditch re-cut [1042] contained at its base an almost complete lower stone from
a beehive quern (SF18), along with several large stones. The ditch had then been backfilled
with mid brownish grey silty clay, [1041]. The presence of the quern stone and the
composition of this deposit indicate deliberate backfilling. As with ditch [614], the absence of
silting in this ditch indicates that it was backfilled soon after it had gone out of use.
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5.5.2

5.5.2.1

55.2.2

55.2.3

55.2.4

5.5.2.5

Enclosure 12 (Figure 13 & Plates 6 and 11)

Fence lines: construction trench [361]; postholes [491-497], fills [364-365]

Construction trench [368], fill [360]; posthole [798], fill [797]

Construction trench [580], fills [579], [931]; postholes [625-628], fills [578], [877], [876]; posthole [858],
fills [868-871]; posthole [927], fills [864-867]

Construction trench [770], fills [769], [779], [875], [783]; posthole [860], fill [859]

Construction trench [806], filis [805], [817-818]

Construction trench [928], fill [232]

Construction trench [1013], fill [1000]

To the north of backfilled ditch [614] was a linear N-S orientated feature, [361], up to 0.60m
wide x 0.35m deep. It had a rounded terminus to the south and extended 18m to the north.
Sections excavated across this feature in the north revealed a profile with vertical sides and a
flat base, and the feature is thus interpreted as the construction trench for a substantial timber
fence delineating part of a rectilinear enclosure, as discussed below. The feature contained a
loose deposit, [365], comprising greyish brown clayey sand with occasional stone and clay
lenses. This material indicates that the timber fence had been dismantled in antiquity with the

feature subsequently silting-up.

Approximately 3m to the south was another linear feature, [580], on the same alignment. This
ran N-S for 10m and then turned in the south to run E-W for 6m. To the north the feature had
a rounded butt end. A 6m length of the feature was excavated in this area, which revealed a
V-shaped profile with eight postholes, [490-497], plank impressions and stone post-packing
present. The sides and base of the feature were lined with an orange sandy clay deposit,
[579), interpreted as post-and-plank packing. An upper fill, [578], comprised sticky greyish
brown, sandy silt with stone post-packing.

The feature described above is interpreted as a continuation of fence line [361], with a 3m
wide entranceway between the two elements. The presence of the stone packing, along with
the impressions of posts and planks evident in the clay lining, indicate that the timbers had
been left to rot in situ.

Another group of post impressions, [625-628], were recorded in the south-east corner of
feature [580), where it was again lined with clay, overlain by fill [578].

The size of construction trench [580] increased in the E-W aligned section. In this area it was
up to 1.20m wide x 0.55m deep. Further evidence for timber posts was recorded west of the
corner. A section across the feature revealed the original construction trench, [580], with the
sides and base lined with a deposit, [931], of firm yellow clay. A substantial posthole, [858],
measuring 0.70m x 0.50m, was recorded at the terminus of trench [580], indicating that a
substantial timber upright had marked the entrance. It appeared to have had the upright
removed before being backfilled with clayey deposits, [868-872]. A smaller upright was then
evidently inserted into the feature, as represented by posthole, [927], which measured 0.70m
wide x 0.40m deep and had near vertical sides to the north, 45° sides to the south and a flat
base. The northern side and base of posthole [927] were lined with a clay deposit, [867]. The
later fills, [864-866], indicated that following removal of the post, the feature had gradually
silted-up.
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5.5.2.6

55.2.7

55.2.8

5529

5.5.2.10

5.5.2.11

The increase in size of the construction trench in this area, along with the evidence for
replacement of substantial timbers, could be explained by the presence of the underlying
Phase 4 ditch. That feature may have resulted in localised waterlogged conditions, thereby
requiring the fence to be more substantial in order to prevent movement and rotting of the
constituent timbers. The fact that large timbers needed to be replaced supports the idea that

the ground was probably waterlogged at this location.

Construction trench [580] terminated in the west with a rounded butt end, notable for the
impression of the base of a large post, [858], as described above. The southern side of the
enclosure continued as a linear construction trench, [928], after a gap of 2m, which formed
another entranceway through the fence. The eastern end of construction trench [928] also
terminated with a large rounded butt end, similar in dimensions to the butt end of trench [580],
indicating that timber posts may have marked both sides of the entrance.

A narrow linear feature, [1013], ran from the western terminus of feature [580] in a NNW-SSE
direction. It was recorded for a distance of 3.26m and was 0.45m wide x 0.51m deep. The
feature had near-vertical sides and a flat base and this profile and the dimensions of the
feature indicate that it represents a fence line. A complete upper quernstone (SF16), along
with a fragment of upper quernstone (SF17), were located at the base of this feature. This
fence line cut across the backfilled ditch complex of Phase 4, demonstrating that it can be
reasonably associated with Phase 5 activity. It may represent a fence leading up to the
entranceway. It is possible that a similar fence was located on the western side of the
entrance, thereby forming a droveway, although further excavation in that area was not

possible.

Fence line [928] had been constructed on a WNW-ESE orientation along the northern side of
the backfilled Phase 4 ditch and it was traced for 11.20m, having rounded termini at either
end. The western terminus was less substantial than that to the east, 0.60m wide compared
to 1.10m. The construction trench measured 0.74m x 0.47m deep and had near-vertical sides
in the south and stepped sides in the north. Its northern side was lined with clay, [1456],
probably the remnants of packing for the timber fence. A post-impression, [930], was

recorded at the western end of the feature.

Some 6m beyond the western terminus of feature [928], the enclosure continued as
construction trench [770]. The eastern terminus of trench [770] was relatively small at 0.40m
wide and this element, along with the western terminus in feature [928], provided a 6m wide
entranceway into the enclosure. Feature [770] measured 32.2m NNW-SSE with a 90° corner,
a 5m ESE-WNW return in the south, and was 0.60m wide x 0.35m deep. Its sides varied from
near-vertical to 45° and the base was generally flat. The sides and base were lined with a
deposit, [779], of firm, orange silty clay, interpreted as the remnants of timber packing. This
was overlain by a fill, [769], comprising mid brown clayey silt.

A section excavated across the ESE-WNW portion of fence line [770] revealed a primary fill,
[875], comprising mid grey clayey silt, overlain by a grey sandy clay deposit, [783]. The
composition of these deposits, and the absence of any clay lining, indicates that any timber
structure may have been removed at disuse. A small posthole, [860], was located in the
south-western corner of the enclosure and appears to be a repair to the timber structure,

since it truncated the lower fill of feature [770].

49



5.5.2.12

5.5.2.13

5.5.3

5.5.3.1

5.5.3.2

To the north, feature [770] truncated construction trench [806]. The latter measured 15m E-W
and 1.60m NNE-SSW, forming the north-western corner of the enclosure. Feature [806] had
steep sides, which tended to be steepest on the northern edge, and a concave base. It was
up to 0.70m wide x 0.60m deep. A section excavated across the feature at its eastern extent
revealed the presence of a clay lining, [818], on the northemn edge, which is interpreted as the
remnants of packing for the timber fence. The base of the cut had silted-up with a deposit,
[817), of clay with lenses of silty sand, indicating that timbers had been removed before silting
occurred. The latest fill, [805], comprised grey clayey silt with occasional sand and charcoal,

again indicating silting up of the feature.

Construction trenches [361] and [806] were truncated by feature [368], which ran north from a
southern terminus for 2.6m then turned to run E-W for 11m up to a western terminus, thereby
forming the north-eastern corner of the enclosure. The feature was V-shaped in profile and
measured up to 0.80m wide x 0.44m deep. Its fill, [360], comprised dark grey brown sandy
clay with moderate inclusions of charcoal and stone and clay and sand lenses. A fragment of
glass armlet (SF11) was recovered from the western terminus. Post [798] was located on the
northern side of the construction trench, close to the western terminus. This measured 0.78m
x 0.45m x 0.16m deep and had a cluster of stones in the centre of the base, which
presumably formed a post-pad. This may have been an additional repair to the timber fence
represented by feature [368], which seems to have replaced a corner of the structure.

Enclosure 12 Discussion

The fence lines and postholes described above appear to represent elements of a substantial
fence surrounding an enclosure, Enclosure 12, of Romano-British date. The enclosure was
trapezoidal in plan with rounded corners. The northern side was 26m wide, the southern side
was 36m wide and it measured 34m N-S, enclosing an area of just over 1000 square metres.
Two entrances were located along the southern side of the enclosure; a 6m wide entrance in
the south-west and a 2m wide entrance in the south-east. A further entrance 3m wide was
located on the eastern side. The enclosure appears to have been constructed and/or
repaired, in individual sections with timber posts and planks. On the eastern side of the
enclosure, in the vicinity of the entrance, the post and plank impressions were extremely well

preserved.

The eastern side of the enclosure truncated Structures 9-14, cutting through the middle of
some of the roundhouses. Prior to the construction of Enclosure 12, sections of the major
Phase 4 ditch were apparently deliberately backfilled. The fact that the ditch had not silted-up
prior to being backfilled suggests that there was only a short period of time between the ditch
going out of use and the backfilling event; if the ditch had been left open for any considerable
length of time it would have silted-up. These actions suggest deliberate imposition of a new

enclosure over an existing settlement.
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5.5.3.3

5.5.3.4

5.5.4

5.5.4.1

5.5.4.2

5.5.4.3

55.4.4

5.5.4.5

The form of the enclosure indicates that it did not delimit an area of habitation and the
provision of three entrances has led to an interpretation of this feature as a stock enclosure.
The range in entrance sizes may suggest different animals were being brought into the
enclosure, perhaps cattle through the largest, 6m wide, entrance in the south west, sheep
through the south-east entrance with people possibly using the more elaborate eastern
entrance. The lack of provision of watering facilities inside the enclosure indicates that it was
not fcr the long torm holding of animals. The elaborate timber construction of the enclosure,
which would have utilised a large quantity of wood, along with the evidence for the short term
holding of a variety of animals, suggests that this enclosure was not simply a stock enclosure.
It is possible, therefore, that the enclosure may have functioned as a market place for stock.

The apparently careful placing of two almost complete quernstones, one in the backfilling of
the Phase 4 ditch and one in the new construction along with a further fragment, suggests
deliberate termination and foundation deposits associated with this new phase of activity.

Features inside Enclosure 12 (Figure 13)

Gully [819], fill [820]

Linear feature [807], fill [808]

Pit [782], fills [780-781]

Posthole [749], fill [748]; posthole [768], fill [767]; posthole [785), fill [784]; posthole [787], fill [786];
posthole [789], fill [788]; posthole [791], fill [790]); posthole [793], fill [792]; posthole [796), fills [794-795];
posthole [802], fill [801]; posthole [804], fill [803]; posthole [812), fill [811]; posthole [839], fills [838], [840]

Structure 16
A curvilinear gully, [819], was situated in the southern half of Enclosure 12. It survived to a

depth of 90mm, had concave sides and base and was 0.30m wide. The diameter of the
structure represented (Structure 16), can be estimated as 5.65m, which indicates thatitis
unlikely to have been for habitation. Five fragments of pottery were recovered from the fill,

[820], of the gully.

Fence line
A linear feature, [807], was traced from the northern edge of Structure 16 running for1imto

the south-west. It had irregular sides, a concave base and was 0.16m wide. Interpretation
cannot be certain as the feature only survived to a depth of 70mm, but it may represent the

base of a ploughed-out fence line.

Two postholes, [802] and [804], were located to the east of feature [807]. Post [802] was sub-
circular with near-vertical sides and a tapered base and measured 0.40m x 0.32m x 0.17m
deep. Post [804] was sub-circular with gently sloping sides and a flat base and measured
0.31m x 0.18m x 80mm deep.

Pit

An oval pit, [782], was situated towards the centre of the enclosure. This had near vertical
sides, a flat base and measured 1.74m x 1m x 0.25m deep. Its primary fill, [781], comprised
light greyish brown sandy clay with occasional stone and lumps of orange clay. This was
overlain by a deposit, [780], of dark greyish brown to black sandy silt,

Several postholes, [785-793] (odd nos.), [796] and [812], of unknown function were located in
the vicinity of this pit.

51



5.5.5 Pit to the north of Enclosure 12 (Figure 13)

Pit [751], stakehole [761], fills [764], [778], stakehole [762], fill [765], stakehole [763], fill [766), fils [760],
[750]

55.5.1  Pit [751] was located 1.5m beyond the north-west corner of Enclosure 12. It was ovoid with
steep sides, an irregular base and measured 0.95m x 0.59m x 0.17m deep. Three
stakeholes, [761-763], had been cut through the base of the feature and these were all
circular with steep sides and tapered bases. They Were up to 0.15miin diameter x 0.11m
deep and their fills, [764-766], comprised black silty ash, suggesting the stakes had burnt in
situ. The overlying deposits, filling pit [751], indicated that subsequent to the burning of the
stakes the pit had silted-up. Although phasing of this feature cannot be definite, the absence
of any other features in the area indicates that it may be associated with the Phase 5 activity.

The function of this feature is not known.

556 Boundary ditches and probable fence lines to the east of Enclosure 12 (Figure 13)

Ditch [343], fills [345-347]; postholes [353-359] (odd nos.), fills [352-358] (even nos.)

Fence line: ditch [344], fill [331]

Fence line: ditch [388], fill [386); stakeholes [390-394] (odd nos.), fills [389-393] (even nos.); stakehole
[399], fill [398]; stakehole [401], fill [400]; posthole [462], fill [387])

Ditch [643], fill [649]

Ditch [499), fills [500], [498]; stakeholes [506-510] (even), fills [505-509] (odd nos.); fence line [545], fill
[544]; postholes [528-534] (even nos.), (543, fills [527-533] (odd nos.), [535]

Posthole [524], fill [581]; posthole [526], fill [525]; posthole [549], fill [548]; posthole [551], fill [550]
Fence line: ditch [372), fill [382]; posthole [370], fill [369]; postholes [374-380] (even nos.), fills [373-379]

(odd nos.)
Postholes [353-359] (odd nos.), fills [352-358] (even nos.)
Fence lines: ditch [701], fill [700}; ditch [703], fill [702]; ditch [705], fill [704]

5.5.6.1 To the east of Enclosure 12 at a distance of approximately 24m in the north and 14m in the
south was a linear ditch, [343), recorded for a distance of 40m NNE-SSW, continuing to the
south as ditch [1055], giving a total length of 100m. This ditch had concave sides in the east,
with the western side steeper, and a concave base. It measured up to 1.70m wide x 0.30m
deep and had a rounded butt end to the north.

55.6.2 The northern end of ditch [343] was excavated within a 4m long section and the fills, [345-
347], indicated that it had silted-up naturally. A group of four postholes, [353-359] (odd nos.),
was recorded along the eastern edge of the ditch in this area. These all had vertical sides and
flat bases and measured up to 0.25m x 0.15m x 80mm deep. Further posts may have been
situated along the feature but this was not proven. The presence of these postholes indicates
that the ditch may have had a timber fence associated with its eastern edge, possibly to
prevent livestock from entering the ditch from the east. The alignment of this ditch paralleled

the western side of Enclosure 12.

55.6.3 Following the silting-up of ditch [343], a linear feature, [344], had been cut through the fills of
the ditch towards its western side. This also had a butt end in the north, 1.20m beyond the
end of the earlier ditch. Feature [344] had steep sides, a concave base and was 0.46m wide x
0.18m deep. lts fill, [331], comprised black and red ash, burnt clay and burnt daub. The
composition of the fill and the profile and dimensions of the feature suggest that this had been
a wattle and timber fence that had burnt down. It was recorded for a distance of 5.20m but

appeared to continue to the south beyond the area excavated.
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55.6.4

5.5.6.5

5.5.6.6

5.5.6.7

5.5.6.8

5.5.6.9

A complex sequence of boundary features was recorded to the west of ditch [343], running
parallel at a distance of between 2m and 3m. These features cut through the substantial
silted-up ditch, [385]=[613] of Enclosure 7, associated with Phase 4 occupation. Two sections
were excavated across these features, in the north and south, and it is presumed that the
fence lines continued into the central area and probably formed a continuous boundary,
although it was not possible to identify them in this area without further investigation.

Close to the northern limit of excavation was a fence line, [701], which was traced for a
distance of 4.1m. In the north it butt-ended and was 0.50m wide, widening in the south to
0.80m. lts fill, [700], comprised silty sand with frequent inclusions of charcoal and moderate
fragments of red burnt clay. The composition of this material indicates that this feature was a
wattle and daub fence line, which had burnt down.

Immediately to the east was another linear feature, [703], which extended 2.06m in length
and was 0.34m wide. This is also interpreted as a fence line. Its fill, [702], was the same
composition as fill [700], as described above. A posthole, [705], recorded to the south
measured 0.42m x 0.28m, but was truncated to the east, and also had a distinctive fill, [704],
with charcoal and burnt daub. These two features appear to have been associated with fence
line [701] and may have been part of the structure or perhaps a repair or reinforcement.

The three features described above were truncated to the east by a linear feature, [388],
interpreted as a ditch. This had a sub-square terminal in the south and continued to the north
beyond the limit of excavation. It had near vertical sides, a flat base and was 0.45m deep x
>9m long. The ditch widened to 0.85m towards its terminal in the south but was only 0.20m

wide in the north.

The primary silting, [463], of ditch [388], had been truncated by a series of postholes and
stakeholes. A shallow feature, [462], was situated in the base of its butt end and this may
have been the base of a post which had burnt in situ as its fill, [387], comprised ash, charcoal
and burnt daub. Four stakeholes, [390-394] (even nos.) and [399], were located along the
western edge of ditch [388], near to the butt end. These were all oval with near-vertical sides
and concave bases and measured up to 0.10m x 60mm x 80mm deep. The fills of the '
stakeholes comprised ash, charcoal and burnt daub, indicating the timbers had burnt in situ.
A small posthole, [401], was situated between the stakes and its fill, [400], also contained
burnt material demonstrating that the post had burnt.

Ditch [388], therefore, seems to have had a timber fence line running along its western side.
The ditch’s primary fill and the fills of the associated stakeholes and postholes were overlain
by a fill, [386], comprising mixed dark grey, yellow and reddish brown silt. This was overlain
by a deposit, [371], of silty sand with frequent inclusions of charcoal and burnt daub. The
presence of this burnt material again indicates that a wattle and timber fence, running along
the western side of the ditch, had burnt down and the debris had filled the ditch.
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5.5.6.10 A further length of ditch, [372], continued to the south of ditch [388] along the same
alignment, after a gap of only 0.40m. This had a sub-square terminal in the north and had
near-vertical sides and a concave base. It was 0.90m wide x 0.36m deep and was recorded
for a length of 1.8m, but continued to the south beyond the excavated area. This ditch also
had a primary silting fill, [382], truncated by stakeholes, [370], [376-3780] (even nos.), and a
posthole, [374], along its western edge. These features again indicate that the diicn had a
fence line associated with its western edge. The primary silting of the ditch and the fills of the
stakeholes and postholes were overlain by distinctive material that again contained charcoal
and burnt daub, demonstrating that the fence had also burnt down in this area.

5.5.6.11 The relatively narrow gap between ditches [388] and [372] is puzzling. The features appear to
have been associated since they have the same dimensions, shape and sequence of silting
and structural elements. However, a gap of only 0.40m would not allow animals to pass
through, although it is possible that it may have been used for human access.

556.12 A second area was excavated through the western boundary complex, 10m to the south of
the area described above. A linear NNE-SSW aligned ditch, [643], was recorded, which had
steep sides, a flat base and terminated to the south with a narrow rounded butt end. It was
traced for 7.70m and it measured 0.80m wide x 0.25m deep. The feature appears to have
silted-up with a deposit, [649], comprising weathered natural clay. This boundary feature was
then evidently replaced by a ditch, [499], which was narrower than the original version and
had a V-shaped profile with a concave base and a rounded butt end in the south. It measured
0.65m wide x 0.33m deep and was recorded for a length of 6.1m, continuing to the north into

the unexcavated area.

5.5.6.13 As with the ditches to the north, ditch [499] contained a shallow primary silting-up deposit,
[500], which was truncated by stakeholes. Three stakeholes, [506-510] (even nos.), were
recorded along the western edge of the ditch, indicating that a fence ran along the edge of
the feature. The greyish brown silty sand fills, [505-509] (odd nos.), of these stakeholes,
indicated that they had not burnt but had probably rotted in situ. Ditch [499] is interpreted as a
continuation of ditch [372] to the north; this is suggested by their similarity in form and
projection of their alignment.

55.6.14 A short length of a linear feature, [545], with a butt end to the south, was recorded to the west
of ditch [499]. It had a rounded end with gradually sloping sides and a concave base. It was
1m wide x 0.20m deep and was recorded for a length of 1.37m, continuing to the north
beyond the excavated area. Five postholes, [528-534] (even nos.) and [543], were recorded
along the eastern edge of the ditch. Its silty fill, [544], indicated that it had silted-up. It is
presumed that this feature continued the line of the parallel boundaries recorded to the north.
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5.5.7

55.71

5.5.7.2

55.7.3

55.7.4

Boundaries to the south of Enclosure 12 (Figure 12)

Ditch [901], fills [902-906}; ditch re-cut [1431], fills [907], [1048-1049]
Ditch [908], fills [919-921], [1046-1047]

Ditch [1055], fills [1053-104], [1283], [1285)

Ditch [1057], fill [1056]

Ditch [1063], fill [1062]; ditch re-cut [1443], fill [1061]

Ditch [1065], fills [1064], [1066]

Ditch [1095], fill [1094]

Ditch [1097], fill [1096]

Ditch [1253], fills [1251-1252]

Ditch [1275], fill [1273]

A pair of parallel ditches was located to the south of Enclosure 12 and these ran from the
south-western corner of the excavation area in a NE-SW direction. The easternmost ditch,
recorded as ditch [908] in the south and ditch [1097] in the north, was 78m long, continuing
beyond the limit of excavation to the south. In the north this ditch turned at a right angle to run
10m W-E. The feature measured up to 1.50m wide x 0.25m deep and had a U-shaped profile
in the north, but 45° sides and a flat base in the south. The composition of the various fills of
the ditch indicated that it silted-up with weathered natural clay.

The western ditch, recorded as ditch [901] to the south and ditch [1095] to the north,
measured 79m NE-SW, continuing to the south beyond the limit of excavation. As with the
earlier ditch, it turned in the north to run W-E for 10m. The feature measured up to 0.84m
wide x 0.34m deep. Its profile in the north was notably different from the parallel feature, with
the sides sloping down to a vertical sided slot with a concave base. This may have been an
attempt to counter the problem of the ditch silting-up. In the south, the feature’s profile varied
from V-shaped to 45° sides with a flat base. Sections excavated across the southern portion
of the ditch revealed a series of banded fills, [902-906] and [1050], representing silting-up.
The ditch had been re-cut, as ditch [1431], with a V-shaped profile to the same width and
around half the depth.

Although in most areas there was no stratigraphic relationship between the two ditches, a
section excavated across them towards the southern limit of excavation demonstrated that
the western ditch [901] had been cut through the silted-up fill of ditch [908]. This may suggest
that they were not contemporary features, although it seems more probable that this was
simply an effect of re-cutting in this particular area. The replacement of a ditch by another on
a parallel alignment would be unlikely.

Further parallel ditches aligned NNE-SSW were recorded to the north of the butt ends of
ditches [1095] and [1097]. The eastern ditch, [1055), was located 4m to the north of the
termini, thereby apparently providing an entranceway. These ditches had obvious butt ends
and had not simply been ploughed through in the area between. Ditch [1 055] was 58m long,
but it cut through and continued beyond an E-W orientated Phase 4 ditch, where it was
recorded as ditch [343]. giving a total length of 100m. The feature measured up to 1.18m in
width x 0.40m deep and had steeply-sloping sides in the west, more gently sloping sides in

the east, and a concave base.
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5.5.7.5

5.5.7.6

558

5.5.8.1

5.5.8.2

5.5.8.3

Ditch [1057] was located 3m to the west of ditch [1055], running on the same alignment. It
appeared to butt end in the north, although careful investigation demonstrated that the ditch
had been ploughed through and continued to the north, after a gap of 0.20m, where it was
recorded as ditch [1063]. The total recorded length of this feature was 41m, although it
probably continued further north parallel to ditch [1 055]. The ditch was up to 0.83m wide x
0.27m deep and had concave sides and aflat base. There was iio stratigraphic relationship
with ditch [1055], and it is considered likely that they were parallel, contemporary features.

A third parallel ditch, [1065], was located immediately adjacent to the western side of ditch
[1057)/[1063]. This feature had been severely plough damaged and was completely truncated
in the north before continuing, further north, as ditch [1275]. This gave an overall length of
26m NNE-SSW, although the feature had been ploughed through to the south so originally
may have had a similar length as the ditches to the east. The ditch had gently sloping sides

and a flat base and was up to 0.80m wide x 0.16m deep.

Discussion of North-South boundary

A series of ditches and fence lines were recorded to the east and south of Enclosure 12.
Although these features have no stratigraphic relationship with the enclosure, they are
interpreted as belonging to the same phase of occupation. The construction of the enclosure
and these ditches and fence lines appears to have been a definite imposition on the previous
settlement as the enclosure ditches were cut through several of the earlier structures and
involved the backfilling of the main E-W orientated ditch. The overall alignment of features

also changed in this phase.

To the east of Enclosure 12 the sequence of linear boundaries was complex. In this area,
timber fence lines were constructed over the line of earlier silted-up ditches, indicating that
these boundaries were maintained over a period of time. There were two parallel rows of
ditches and fence lines and the eastern side seems to have been a ditch with a timber fence
on its eastern edge, later replaced by another fence line. The western side seems to have
been fence lines replaced with a ditch with a fence on its west side. These boundaries appear
to have been repeatedly burnt down and reinstated.

The combined features described above, comprising fences and ditches, formed a major
NNE-SSW boundary running across the full length of the area of investigation, and truncating
boundaries associated with Phase 4 Enclosures 2, 3, 6, 7 and 8. To the east of this boundary,
however, no apparently associated Phase 5 features were discovered and it is possible that
this may have been an open space not subject to any form of sub-division. Similarly to the
west of the boundary, the area in which Enclosure 12 was located may have been open
space or alternatively may have been enclosed. The full extent of landscape management at
this time could not be determined within the area of investigation, despite its huge scale.
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5.6

5.6.1

5.6.2

5.6.3

Phase 6: Modern Agricultural Activity

Numerous post-medieval/modern field drains were encountered within the excavation area. In
the main, these comprised narrow linear drain trenches, containing cylindrical ceramic pipes
laid-to-end, crossing the site on a NE-SW orientation.

One exception was a drain trench, [520], containing ‘horse-shoe’ type ceramic drain tiles. In
the north-eastern corner of the excavation area, this feature had been cut through the backfill
of the principal E-W orientated Phase 4 ditch, [481], along c. 50m of its length (i.e. where the
ditch formed the northern portion of Enclosure 5) before turning at right angles in the centre of
the site to run S-N (Figure 18, Section 10). It is likely that this drain was deliberately sited
along the length of the ditch because it would have been easier to cut the drain trench
through the feature’s backfill rather than through the natural boulder clay.

The natural boulder clay and archaeological features were sealed by a deposit of
ploughsoil/topsoil that was on average c. 300mm thick.
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