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L0 Summary

3

low, Fordham,
sarliest, Phase 1, dated to the
arly-Middle Saxon period whe esenting five small
@mi@smes were cut within the we E mteriors of the enclosures
were characterised by pits and E p sence &Ef uﬂmnwié@@ma buildings. Two of the
enclosures continued in use to Phase 2, which was dated to the Middie-Late Saxon
period, and an additional one was cut %ﬁhm the eastern half of the site. No Phase 2
structures were recorded. Phas& 3 activity, dated {o the Late Saxon period, was
concentrated within the eastern half of the site and was represented by the continued
use of three enclosures a zd the addition of a ﬁwhw four — one of which contained a
sunken-floored building. This phase saw the division of land become more extensive
and formalised as it nea reé the site of a later Norman church. Phase 4 was post-
medieval in date, A small, by on of pottery was complemented by
a group of @hmg‘m@gimﬁf die 1 by a well-preserved animal
bone assemblage and inform

SN R
£ }3 aco Aw“swa& SxXoa

ﬁi,;mb idgeshire, identi

2.8 lntroduction (Figure 1}

2

2.1 Background to the project
’E héﬂ g:%?{e !'cenﬁ'r@d on NC;\ 1 i, 6

A planning application for the development of the site for housing led to a
staged archaeological response. An mﬁ:i:ﬂ site eva zuﬁﬁ{m ﬂacrmwﬁ N rw
Cfm%ﬁdg@%’hb’a C@w‘év C Cou Arc]

O(A&Eﬁ% Lu‘ﬂ}i’?@d m




e preserve the Saxon and Medieva ures by re
& contribute towards an understanding of the early development of the village

of Fordham.
& define the gﬁmr’pﬁm@gy of the settlement remain
development and chronology.

nd to determine their

# determine the settlement economy, princ ﬁmﬁy by examination of the faunal
remains (selective dry sieving), and ‘w examination {,u the ¢ /h@rw&
remains {selective wet siev iﬁg}, iy ]
settlement with the adjoinin
e examine the poltery chrono bg}a
» contribute to the under g@aﬁmﬁ? o
éammxdgsm*ré with paﬁvczﬁ
recently investigated with

2.3 Method
The excavation was ¢z

t therr 'mpsmw
horizons was removed as 1 3;;1 face,
uppermost horizon of archaeolo
machmm& was hand-cleaned and a base pl x)
FastMAP FM700 Data Logger, utilising PenMAP software. Sampling by hand
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:“11“ e of the n n@‘iﬁ“ﬂi

Phase 1: Early-Middle Saxon (500-700/750)
Pi}zsg : M iddle-Late Saxon {700/750-850)
Phase 3: Late Saxon {c.850/900-c.1100)

3
WA
Phase 4; ﬁ?@sfiml%gﬁdgevai

3.2 E?E’ms»ﬁ
A total of five encl
Phase 1. They w
— the relatively g
(F141.01, Fi57, F
ditches wm -h defi
Encl osur a '
within

%}u,;,/ and F“%H were | 1 b 3 it

(F283) was a relatively sl E W ‘*@‘m conta %m;‘g few artefacts, whé@?n W&‘;« wnt
ﬁ:h@ more stibs iam;a , an %, Mamudiiwr cher 37 (s 4,

below). The third AHE&@‘@ Hoored building

This structure contain ﬁ ninimum of 35 oo

Unlike the structures to the west whic
(F267) cut close by, this one had no ¢

FSUYES WEre ©




3.4 Phase 3 (Late ‘ﬁz@mﬁé
Phase 3 activity was predom
enclosures cor xz&zmezﬁ 11 use aiar%éﬁ
and Enclosure 6 F .
(Enclosure 10} and a furthe
(Enclosures 4, 7, 5% aﬂé 91
of Phases | and 7
boundaries were al

288,
aligned ditch
form a north southern the new &

OIIES | Sp%f‘%_l@i coniemporary struct




Roman artefacts
were identifie

An unbroken sequence of occupation £ xon Period through to the
Late-Saxon period was recorded at Hillside v, Fordham. The excavated
evidence suggests that settlement within For dlar was well-established in the Farly-
Middle Saxon period, with specialis fi 'w;*fad The settlement may have
been relocated in the Middle-Late Saxo ldings dating to this period
were found at Hillside *‘“E@a,mwm Wl th ¢ iﬂ structures in the Late S
eriod within the eastern half of the site -ﬂf.sﬁ:wam appears 1o
ontinue dzmng he Nc period wh ither along Church

"%‘;tzﬁﬁ leaving Hiliside Meadow unoccupied.

ts beir

Excavation suggests - Saxon settleme E were
defined. @é@wwm; ; ] floored buildings and

continuation of a number f the enclosure s and ¢ 165 b yond ihe a@ri erm &i}d
southern iimits o ' '
these divections.

ju
s
ot
&h

Post-medieval
scale cultivation

use o

4.0 Assessment

4.1 Stratigraphic data
As described above, the £
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A0 WG GOt TIPOEIY
in a very stable co
fragmentary, has |
il T

tration. The com!
any research (including 1

158 4
LERAF

the subject of further rese

Pennyland, Milton K@m@

have been recovered (Ridd
=~

from F257 (see Section 4.
small finds agsmﬁéﬂagé,

Fired Clay Loomweight;
Seven complete loomweights, one
impressions {(SF 38), and a mi:{'
28 other E@@m‘%eigh?@ were
reconstruction

quaﬁﬁﬁcgﬁn

al. 1959, 24.25

any reconstruct

series of fin
he remains of at least

3

E%; in F202. Some

stoneg
Two stone items were
entral perforation a’_ .
possibly caused by b
'?'707 02). In a{:ﬂmum a;p
wdentified - 50 .
2. E128 % ¢

is pr Obagi%’

He whor! witl
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obscu

will be 1

I addition, some small frag
features: F125.2, F146.02, F/
this material.

A TTRI o ey

Lead
Lead fi nd
?mgmm

gﬁ*a‘iﬁzmﬁ@n :
items, no furthe

Other Nired Clay
Large quantities of u?ﬁu s
and F142 (3kg). The
colour in contrast t
below) which was reddis *ﬂ—mm
ﬁm it was building m:

sl

2 ang i

ogu
N
]
et
=
93]

Small quantities of
from m@: mé%@ws
F140.0

F26D .{33,

G



Statement of Potential
This large and chronolos

opportunity to study hr: material cul
%unken ﬁ oored @mé&mg where the re

f,' pr svides an
centred Hpon a
1

ic loomweights were
equipment.

The unusually large collec rith a
circular or rounded D - Nh‘ch

was decorated with o
several reasons, not least ;
of the loomweight assemblages from U

{(West “}‘U_}

:)d}a
cights stacke

is ;rﬁpm fant on g

spat tial analysis
of the loom(s / }
floored buldi

and Coppergat
1985) and ‘@’em‘wmm {
comparanda, includ mg cem

hanger and bong stone ob

(AL

One of the most interesting aspects of tf
including the spindle who i combs ar
floored bwidmg Are assoc i}
funciionally gm tral
parﬁmim y i ter
past studies 1o view of ht
@0:@2&.‘@3. m terms of arc

A
184



stress or 1il he
showed ev

The location (in a ditch of Phase 2
for individuals in this age cat 20ty

Discussion with Dr Sally Crawford (Univ 1
examination of other published sites of thig monstrated tha
direct parallels for the burials at Fordharn, m € dwmwzwd cases
groups of burials in which skelet 1 i ‘
for example at :%1 tton Hoo (Carves 2
in these cases the human bone was from 2
which are aj racterised by tr ST
mzhz‘m buria m}mm may

g, &
fads’ (Bém 1994

Althoy
huma
pr@g@m*

4.2.5 Animal Boue
A total of eight %@x
z’wsembhg hﬁm

Qsamzed E@?T%‘Sﬁﬁ fng ‘%%W/ of the 1

flots, bm not from the o




Preservation
The preservation of %’i

e bone surface was, on average, good and the den ;5; of the
2

bones was high. There were no mim@ah e differences eg of

betwee nﬁ
activity. The level gﬁ imwm@maﬁm was high and E‘@“ﬂﬁ ted butcher
refuse. Gnawing marks were noted, whic ‘11 S
found in the same piace where they were

(smé kitchen
Fthe bones were not

B
€r

three phas
M

s

9

Potential and Recommendations
Despite @ i small, this assemblage 15 ¢ ne, as it includes
material from the whole b jaﬂ‘i/i:f‘ | also provide a useful

campamg n with other ¢ @‘*‘ﬁ@f"%
{Crabtree 1989, We : 1
opportunity, g%ﬁp@;‘ :

those fr ﬁm West Stow

i
economic activities, including crafts and

likely to provide usef ul in

anon on

industrial activities.

The assemblage
informa g v can be provided. Fi
undertake the an E‘ sis 0% ‘é% data. It 1: rec @Eﬂ!‘i?ﬁ&%@ that t
examined 10 assess fo what | winal bone assemd
recovery bias.

sut i
3

4.2.6 Charred Plant Remains mith
In total, twenty-five %ampi@f‘ from p hes, gullies, post-holes and structures were
selected by the archaeologists i ent in order 1o d 1 charred plant

remaing:

& were present.
¢ could provide inform
@‘iheﬁ“
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Table 2. Archacobotanical assessment results for Hillside Meadow, Fordham, Cambridgeshire

Context | Confext Sampie Provisional Date Sample Flot Further Comments
Type Numtber (hased on pettery} Volume Vaolume analysis
meeded
FI2203 1028 i Early-Middle Saxon 0L 30 mi il Modemn root, molluscs, bone, and charcoal db‘m&‘ﬂmfﬁ Fliot
conta barsley, wheat, ¢f. ryve grain. No weed see
3 Assessed as POOR 10 GOOD.
Z Z0L 178 mi no | Modern root, molluscs, bone and charcoal ob
contained barley and of. ;
Assessed as POOR to GOOD.
F236 1036 TR 3 Late Saxon 201 150 m! no Modem root, molluscs, charcoal and bone observed. F
] contained barley g and free-threshing wheat g

‘ Victa/Ladhyrus/Pisum pulse. Assessed as POC
Late Saxon 201 15 ml B Modern root, bone, charcoal and mollus
o only cont: small amourts of charr
POOR.

Late Saxon 20 L 30 ml no T\/Iooiem root, molluses, bone and charcoal ob
1t numbers of charred
icia/Lathryus/Fisum &ng. muSnf As\&,s

{?

Fizanl | s 7 ol et duted 100 56 ml no Modern root, molluscs, bone and ma
‘, contained barley, w E eat {maost
i o ‘ Assessed as POOR.
1058 5 8 L ot yet dated 1oL 15 mi | Do Molluscs and charcoal observed. Flot
! : charred plant remains: barley grai
j rye grain, puises {Vicia/Lathryus/
: Assessed as POOR w0 GOOD
LA R T nol et dated | I0L 256G ml Ves Moders root, bone, char "G‘c?lﬂ
| ‘ noted. Assessed as M H.
Flda oz T , 18 }.ate Savor 0L no Mode
t ‘ cereal grain f rye and free-
i ‘ | Sifene ap Assessed as x‘OBK m @@UU
i Late Saxon 205 50 mid il hamoa' and bone oheerved
&ir n,d s ] hest gra
| puise {Vici a/ﬂﬂhyr‘m' Lypac:} A\Ncsfs i ag POOR to G
naf yel dated 101 106 ml Ves Moders root, charcoal, bone and molluscs of
! ontained abundant charred remains of ¢
i and Lmﬂ»&hr@mmg wheat), unidentified puls
type), and weed seeds (Lithospernum arvense
Assessed as GOOD to RICH.
F203 11ie i re | 16 5 iddle Saxon 40L 150 mi 0o Modern root, molluscs, Emne amE observed E“W
; contained small amo
‘ | grain, Assessed as POORW bO{ D




[ahle 2.

Archaeobotanica

I assessment results for Hillside Meadow, Fordham, Cambridgeshire continued. ..

contained charred barley grain, rve grain and hazel nut s
Assessed as POOR.

Context Sam ple Provigienal Date Sampie Flot Kurther Comments 1
Number {based on pottery) Volume Volume analysis :
needed
1114 Po ¢ 17 ol vet dated 20 L 100 mi s’ Modern root, molluscs, bone and charcoal observed. Flot 3
contained frec-threshing wheat grain, rye grain ;
Vicia/Lathyrus/Pisum type pulse, and hazel mﬁ
POOR to GOOD.
tructure | 16 Farly to Middle Savon 161 30 ml no Modern root, molluscs, bone and charcoal observed. o
amounts of barley grain and cf. free-threshing wheat g
Assessed as POOR.
F223 1183 it 19 Late Saxon 20L 150 mi ves Modern roct, charcoal, molluscs, and bone @b@ﬂ "f@ci,
confzined large guantities of charred cereal ga
free-threshing wheat, as well as oat,
noted - charred haze! mut shell, uniden
md Vicia/Lait t'w/P isuem p@ise As
[ } 20 Early to Middle Savon 0L 200 mi VEE
- 21 Farly to Middle Saxon 26 L 00wl Modern root, ©
bundant cha (
barley grain}. Vzcm ’éw‘!»ym fvpe puls
¢ as GOOD o RICH.
. b 2 20L L5 mi 7 Modern root, charcoal, molluscs and bone
% grain present in flot. Assessed as POOR {o GOOL:.
23 nal yet dated 1oL 30 mi o Madem roo t rmﬂ scs, charco observed
© ined ¢ r“c’a barley grain
| Gativm sp. seed. Assessed as POOR.
24 Farly to Middle Saxon 10k 30 mi L Tc Moden root, mo } uses, charcoal and bone ¢ ‘
amc‘uris Jf charred grain (barley, oat and free
Assessed as POOR.
35 not yet dated 20L 200 mi 1o m% moltluscs, charc o
contained charred bart E@“) grain,
Vicia/Lathyrus type pulse, and
GOOD.
oo 26 Middle to Late Saxon 20 L 75 il o Modern root, charcoal, molluscs, and bon A
amounts of charred grain (barley and of. rye}
POOR.
1301 27 not yet dated G L FO0 mi no Modern root, molluscs, charcoal, and bone @bsmm&
small amounts of charred grain (barley. of. cat, and fie
i wheat). Assessed as POOR 10 GOOD
F271 1 it 28 not yet dated 20 5 it} Modern root, motluscs, charcoal and bme ahserved 7
contained small amounis of charred grain (bartey an:
threshing wheat grain}. Assessed as POUR.
120 29 Farly to Middle Savor not known 275 mi . no Modern root, moliuscs, bone and charcoal observed, Flot

16



The B horizon is a very localis
accumulating against a form \
hedgeline or plo Eghwam'ﬂmg a@&.&]@zm&
combination of rainsplas i
mmmediately upslope. T ﬂi“ must be view ed asa Eoca 1sed, sm ME cale md seasonal
phenomenon aﬁ%ac;‘aamﬁ% with plough disturbance, rainfall and bare $0i! "z‘%ﬁa{?@g,
Given that Late-Saxon cut features are defined beneath this colluvial deposit in the
western half of the site f‘zs erosion is probably associated J@iif i medieval and later

or colluvium, probably
E mit of the site, perhape a
H have ﬂfﬁﬂ%""d fmm

o

land-use immediately on the edge of the vil

g illage. Indeed, at the Landwade Road site
just to the southwest of F:@fdé La excavated by the Cambridgeshire County Counci!
Arghaeﬂéogmaé Field U zi@: d@ranic AcoUy mi ition of ;g@s% dron Age hillwash

f}%wrv@d in this ca
aﬁd Kousoulakou 5@?9?}

palacosoil development (French

5.6 Updated ¥

5.1 Infroduction
The excavated eviden
sequence of mwm‘?wri at
transition of the Seﬁéﬁm

MNormean church wa

5 ot
Ty
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ta (Parker-

carry out spatial
within the site.

e determinge the settleme
landscape.

¢  exarine the poifs
from other *:i

éf 15 proposed that the re

rchaeological Qif; ‘p““[‘*‘
fijm? Monograph %@i@a
Fordham, Cambrid
principle, wp ib
are given below,

zai d Archaeoclogy
g sd@ Meadow,
have agreed, in
ndividual contributions

by Catharine M
with contr iml
French, S

tlustrations by Nigel Dodds
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(Stephanie Ratkai}

¢

Cutside s gw*%a?é%i@

Paul Spoerry - information o unpah? s i 2 1
Paul &mkhm? - a@‘v”@ﬁf on Epg h ware 0.5

Catherine Know rology, U

3) Small Finds

Task - - Number of daye

Full cleaning ar i ‘ of

one copper alloy obj

{Salisbury f‘m%f‘vaﬁm “
Cleaning of bone combs anc 2

3 @mwa&gh&

Geological identification of stone ite i
&J‘iﬁi@gum of Saxon material 2
Research on Um}&@*s materis 4
Investigation of spatial arra 1 wres 8 ¢11 i
Write report 4
Selection of items for illastration, check illustrat i

Total
{(Lymne Bevan)




Task
Full recording of %E\m

Deranaragtiom nF »
LT Eixifai«,@z L TC

Total
{Megan Brickley)

5) Anmimal Bone

The fﬁﬂawiﬁg E:SLi'ELT’afif‘ of task len
possible to date and phage th
reszdmlitjy will pr 0% !
analysis, The schedule t

nber of davs

Task

Bone Rec mdmw 5

A

e

Data processi
Write report
Edit

Total
(Umberto Al

&) Charred Wic‘m
itis re¢ mmmmd
1177, and F257
above). In addi *
as well as other b zch&w
schedule provided b low rgg‘

analysis and report wriling.

Task -

Sorti

KRe

sort 4
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