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ghortive Well.
chivorn. ovder
contests. contbest nos.

15 . 1. Topsoil

1. s Trowel—-cleaning below topsoil to define the sdge

of the black-filled pit. Most, if not all of this
layer = 4. Inlaid, enamel led, crescent-shaped

brocesk fownd.

1. 2B Trowelling over the west end of the areaj Pmocdern?
pipe-trench defined, running west-rnorth-west
of the TRIEY: very fineg, dark brown sand arcl

garth.

1. . Dense, black filling in top 18 inches of large
rEitt, This filling later defined as silting (
after the initial filling of the Twell? but I did
wonder at the time if it could be stokehole
material. FPerfechly homogensous.

Filling of modern pipe-trench at west end. Fins,
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dark brown, sand. Clay-pipe stem and fragment of

'manganese’ glazed ware found.

= & Below 4, starting o. 18" below top of pite There
was a thin clayvey layer bebwsen layers 4 arcl & but
Mo obher marked difference. Earlier than layer <}

But . still black. Fresumed to be real filling of

Fage 1



well-pit. Potbtery is bebber preserved and in

larger pieces. 2 fragments of Amphora; thrown

AWERY

CHECE TF ANY OBVIOUS DIFFERENCE BETWEEN FOT IN
LAYER AND LAYER <4.i.@. i1 4. is more wsathered; pisces smaller;

move mived. (See bhelow?

T Wodge of soft, pink clay vight at the Peast side
of the Filling of the pit at the same level as
laver &/8.

g. Beneath layer &, above 13; clay and grey sand.
Elack at the top but becoming gradually greyer and
sandier; move mixed with clay in lowesr part.

e Above 13 and below layver 8. Black layver dipping
wast to sast bensath & partial laver of clays;
laver 13 dipped in sxactly the same way. Very

Wk,
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10, Ll aye sandy, arev-hrown soil dipping along edge
¥ ? ¥y U G Cl ¢
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of PREEF oon west side, at the edge and right at

the bottom. Stuffed with pot. This is the sarliest

laver. Piece of tile.

i1. Mixed filling, probably from a fall in the

section. Frabably from well down in the filling.

2. A post-trench, immediately adjacent to the

well=-pit. VYery light-colouwred, sandy filling at
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topy darker below: perhaps post-RFoman.

CHECE FOTTERY TN 12 CAREFULLY i.e. can T look at it!
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. Hraey, sarthy layver beneath 9 above 15 and wedging

m

o
™
o
»

upto 10, Browner than 10, Very 1ittl
v 4. Grey, very clayey and sticky. FProbably squals

laver 15.

Fa 1%, Very, very sticky, dark grey filling with lumps of
clay in it. This is the filling at the bobbtom of

the TPit? sxcept where 1t is wunderlaid by laver 10
! 3 i

at the very western side of the pit.

The 'pit?! was approximately 9 feet by 10 feet in diameter and .
approximately 776" deep (a further 171" to ground leveld. Dong-shaped.

It was dug into sand and nothing remained in the bottom. It was
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assumed to have been an aborbive abtempt ab digging a well. It was wet
ard sticky but nobt wet enough to employ & pump; part of the section
collapsed overnight. Approzimately 374 of the ‘well-filling? was

removed bhefore it was abandonned.

Layer 10 is clearly the esarliest layer and layers 10, 14 and 7
probably form the first tip-line, down the sast side of the pit and
close to the edge. The other tip-lines appeared to be from the
opposite side. The tip layers and filling suggested that the pit did
not stay open long and there was no obvious silting between lavers but
Layer 13 was earthy and contained little pot; it might just be a
silting layer — so, is there any difference in this layer compared to

7, 14, 10 and 15 on the one hand and layers 8 and 3. Layesr 132 might be
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discernibly different from both groups if it was a silting layer. Its

2 matter of seeing if anything strikes you as di fferent; becausse of

ES

rhe webness, it was not possible to be over sorupulous about how 4T

was dug and it was emnptied by a wor kmany the guantity of finds made 1t
necesary to use wheelbarvows as finds! traye and some layers had to be
pipped out into heaps because there was no space bto accommodate Lhe

pottery indoors.

Laver 11 is the collapsed section and is certainly mixed. When we wers

s

dicaing we thought thers was no difference in the pob onos Wwe were

helow the silting layer iprmbably‘mnly 4 but 4 merges into &3 it
looked the same though there were thin patches of clay which mark the
rather arbitrary divisiony layer 4 certainly had more fragmanted
pottery so the difference may be guite clear in the pottery; it is
worth noticing.? : '
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Tying—in _measurements for ocorngers af area — 094 4475 094 &9 11"

420 5" gm e g
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