
Archaeological

Volume 1

Evaluation Report 

A
rc

h
a

e
o

lo
g

ic
a

l E
v
a

lu
a

tio
n

 R
e

p
o

rt

OA East Report No:  1062 

OASIS No:  62972 

NGR:  TL 1980 5950  

Client:  Bidwells, on behalf of Connolly Homes Plc.,

David Wilson Estates and the Chancellors, Masters

and Scholars of the University of Oxford

Wintringham
Park,
St Neots

August 2009



��� ������������������������������	
����

�����������	
�����
�������������
�
������������

����
�����
��
��	���	����
�����
��
������������������

����
����
�
������� 




 ��!���
��"�


#�$%








����
��	��
��&�����
%��'"�"

� (�����)�* ��+�&�	�
�!�,��+������
�	��	�������

� +��	�


� ���-�,�
(�,��&�

� .//�,�
������0


("
1�����

��
���
��0	�+��
����	���������	��������������	��
�����

��������� 
!������������� 
��"�����#��		� 
$�%�����	�$&��'�(

2�	��	���	
�����
.��3�


��	�0
(�,��&���� ��,�+
�������
��������	�

$�)�����	�������**��	 
���%�++� �#���	�!��� 
$�%�����	�$&'���,
1�4
��"�
�5�
#��'

!)���������������� 
,����	���#��		� �
!)���������,�����-

6�	+�	�
�����
.��3�

����
7����� ��,�+
�������
��������	�

$�%�����	����	�$���	����� 
$	������������� 
�����.��� 
$�%�����	�$&��'/�

0���	���������� 
������,���	 �
0���	���,��'��1

������������
��!����
.��3� 6��
5	�+���
2�������
!��-�,���

1�	
����	��	�

�����	����������**��	� 
,	�	�����)���2)�	)%�3�����4���	�� 
,��	�����	 
,	�	�����)���,�����5

6��
	������*�����	���2��)%	��� 
��������!	�����	 
&���7����� 
���&���7��������	�)	 
$�%�����	�$&���&1

6��
��&�+�!��
/�	���
��!����
&��

���
����
!+�		�	�
!��,���
��	�

���

6��
5	�+���
2�������
!��-�,���

(	�0
������89����
:��	��,8

4
# $�,$� �
���%���+8 �$����	�$�)�� 
#���	�!��� �$����	�!��� 
$�%�����	�$&'���,
1�4
��"�
5�2##� 

�����	������$�%%������� 
��������!	�����	 
�'�#����	���" 
�������0�-���&�

4
# �����
��!!0�
$!�� 
#���	���� �$����	�!��� �
$�%�����	�$&'���,
1�4
��"�
5�2##� 

���������	
����������������������������������������������



Wintringham Park, St Neots

Archaeological Evaluation 

By Tom Phillips BA AIfA and Mark Hinman BA (Hons) MIfA

With contributions by Chris Faine MA, Msc, AIfA BABAO, Rachel Fosberry HNC AIfA,

Pete Masters BA (Hons) HND PIfA, Alice Lyons BA MIfA, Roger Palmer MA MIfA, Sarah

Percival MA MIfA, Stephen Wadeson HND.

Editor: Mark Hinman BA MIfA

Illustrator: Crane Begg BSc, Louise Bush MA PIfA and Lucy Offord BA

Report Date: November 2009

   Volume 1

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 1 of 119 Report Number 1062





Table of Contents

Summary.........................................................................................................................................6

1  Introduction................................................................................................................................7

1.1   Location and scope of work.........................................................................................7

1.2   Geology, topography and site description...................................................................7

1.3   Soil Cover....................................................................................................................8

1.4   Archaeological and historical background..................................................................8

1.5   Acknowledgements....................................................................................................10

2  Aims and Methodology...........................................................................................................12

2.1   Aims...........................................................................................................................12

2.2   Methodology..............................................................................................................12

3  Results......................................................................................................................................14

3.1   Introduction ...............................................................................................................14

3.2   Southern Zone...........................................................................................................17

3.3   Central Zone..............................................................................................................25

3.4   Northern Zone............................................................................................................44

4  Discussion and Conclusions.................................................................................................50

4.1   Neolithic and Bronze Age..........................................................................................50

4.2   Later Iron Age............................................................................................................50

4.3   The Late Pre Roman Iron Age (50BC-AD42)............................................................52

4.4   Early Roman Activity (C1-C2AD)..............................................................................54

4.5   Later Romano-British Activity (C2-C5AD).................................................................55

4.6   Saxon.........................................................................................................................55

4.7   Medieval/ post-medieval............................................................................................56

4.8   Significance of results...............................................................................................56

4.9   Conclusions...............................................................................................................57

Appendix A.  Finds Reports........................................................................................................59

A.1  Prehistoric Pottery......................................................................................................59

A.2  Roman Pottery...........................................................................................................72

A.3  Faunal Remains.........................................................................................................84

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 3 of 119 Report Number 1062



A.4      Slag........................................................................................................................90

Appendix B.  Environmental Reports........................................................................................94

B.1      Environmental samples..........................................................................................94

B.2      Shell......................................................................................................................100

Appendix C.  Aerial Photographic Assessment.....................................................................102

C.1      Introduction..........................................................................................................102

C.2      Archaeological and Natural Features from Aerial Photographs..........................102

C.3      Photo Interpretation and Mapping.......................................................................102

C.4      Commentary.........................................................................................................104

C.1      Aerial Photographs Examined.............................................................................105

C.2      Endnote and Acknowledgement..........................................................................106

Appendix D.  Geophysical Survey Report..............................................................................107

D.1      Introduction..........................................................................................................107

D.2      Methodology.........................................................................................................107

D.3      Interpretation and analysis of Results (see Figure 9 in main report figures).....108

D.4      Conclusions..........................................................................................................112

D.5      Acknowledgements..............................................................................................113

Appendix E.  Bibliography .......................................................................................................114

Appendix F.  OASIS Report Form ............................................................................................118

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 4 of 119 Report Number 1062



List of Tables

Table 1 Detail of Sites 1-4

Table 2 Summary of Foci I - XV

Table 3 Archaeological periods and date ranges

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 5 of 119 Report Number 1062



Summary

In  August  2008 OA East  were  commissioned by  Bidwells  on  behalf  of  Connolly

Homes Plc, David Wilson Estates and the Chancellors, Masters and Scholars of the

University  of  Oxford  to  undertake  non  intrusive  and  intrusive  archaeological

evaluation  at  Wintringham  Park,  St  Neots  (centred  at  TL  1980  5950).  The  site

covered  an  area  of  approximately  162  hectares  of  gently  undulating  farmland

crossed by the Hen Brook and a second brook to the north which drain into the

River Great Ouse, 1km to the west. The work undertaken consisted of a review of

past  archaeological  work within  the area,  Air  Photo Survey,  Geophysical  Survey,

field walking and trial trenching and was undertaken between September 2008 and

July 2009.

The results of the archaeological project so far indicate that we are dealing with a

range of remains dating from around 3500BC (the Neolithic period), the later Iron

Age (c500 BC-AD42) to the end of the Roman Period in the 5th century AD.  No

remains of the Bronze Age (c2000-750BC) or earlier Iron Age (c750-500BC) were

noted. Traces of later medieval ridge and furrow systems are present across much

of  the  site  and  have,  along  with  modern  ploughing,  resulted  in  the  variable

truncation and damage of the earlier deposits across the entire development area. 

Due to the scale of the evaluation the results of the archaeological work are initially

considered in three parts. The division of the site was influenced by the lay of the

land and the three parcels separated by Hen Brook and the Drain will be referred to

forthwith as the Southern, Central and Northern Zones.

Four discrete Sites (1-4)  extending over  roughly 40ha were identified as well  as

evidence  for  peripheral  and  dispersed  agricultural  activity.  The  four  Sites  were

spread across the three Zones; Sites 1 and 2 were in the Southern Zone, Site 3 in

the  Central  Zone  and  Site  4  in  the  Northern  Zone.  Within  each  discrete  Site  a

number of period specific and multi period 'hot spots' or Foci were identified. In total

there were 15 individually numbered Foci (I – XV) preserving regionally significant

archaeological remains characteristic of the lower Ouse Valley environs.

Evidence of Neolithic activity was very limited.  Permanent settlement originated in

the middle Iron Age (c350-100BC) with a series of well  defined, mostly enclosed

settlement Foci, spread across the three Zones. The agricultural landscape was re

ordered during the Late pre-Roman Iron Age (50BC-AD42, LPRIA).  This change

was  almost  monumental  in  scale  and  appears  to  have  referenced  pre  existing

farmsteads  within  its  layout.   This  change  is  part  of  a  pattern  repeated  in  the

broader  landscape  and  may  have  been  driven  by  the  need  or  requirement  to

maximise a predominantly arable agricultural  output.  This need to maximise land

under  agriculture  is  reflected in  a  pattern of  developing nucleation  of  settlement

patterns that continued into the Romano-British period.

One of the most striking outcomes of the project is the wealth of evidence relating to

the evolution of the landscape and the extent to which the local area owes much of

its current appearance to events that took place over two thousand years ago.  
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1  INTRODUCTION

1.1   Location and scope of work

1.1.1 OA East  was  commissioned  by  Bidwells  on  behalf  of  Connolly  Homes  Plc,  David
Wilson Estates and the Chancellors, Masters and Scholars of the University of Oxford
to  undertake  an  archaeological  evaluation  on  land  at  Wintringham  Park,  St  Neots
(Figure 1). 

1.1.2 The  evaluation  was centred  on  TL  1980  5950,  and  covered  approximately  162
hectares. The site is bordered on its north side by the B1428 Cambridge Road. To the
east of the site lies the A428. The southern border is the B1046 Potton Road and the
railway line adjoins the site's western boundary. 

1.1.3 This archaeological evaluation was undertaken in accordance with a Brief issued by
Andy  Thomas of  Cambridgeshire  County  Council  (CCC),  supplemented  by  a
Specification prepared by Mark Hinman and Tom Phillips of OA East.

1.1.4 The  work  was  designed  to  assist  in  defining  the  character  and  extent  of  any
archaeological  remains within the proposed redevelopment area, in accordance with
the guidelines set out in Planning and Policy Guidance 16 - Archaeology and Planning

(Department of the Environment 1990).  The results will enable decisions to be made
by CCC, on behalf of the Local Planning Authority, with regard to the treatment of any
archaeological remains found. 

1.1.5 The site archive is currently held by OA East and will be deposited with Cambridgeshire
county stores in due course.

1.2   Geology, topography and site description

1.2.1 According to the British Geological Survey (1975) the site lies on Jurassic clay. This
has been overlain by glacial till in the form of boulder clay. In the south of the site the
boulder clay has been eroded by glacial action to expose mudstone. There is also a
band of alluvium close to the Hen Brook. 

1.2.2 For  the  purposes  of  evaluation  the  site  has  been  sub  divided  into  three  zones;
Southern,  Central  and  Northern.  These  were  again  sub-divided  using  existing  field
boundaries into separate fields, with each field assigned a letter. The Southern Zone
comprised  Field  A,  the  Central  Zone  fields  B-D  and  the  Northern  Zone  fields  E-K
(Figure 2).

1.2.3 The Southern Zone (Field A) covers an area of 34.5 hectares and is roughly triangular
in shape. It is bounded to the east by the A428, to the west by the East Coast Mainline
railway, to the south by the B1046 Potton Road and to the north by the Hen Brook. The
height of the land at the far south of Field A is 31m OD. This is one of the highest points
on the whole site. From this vantage point all the high ridges on the site can be seen
and in the distance the Cambridge road is visible with the new development at Love's
Farm beyond. Moving north in field A the land drops away gradually although in the
centre  of  the  field  there  is  an east  to  west  terrace interrupting  the  slope.  The field
continues to slope down gradually to the north reaching the Hen Brook at 17m OD. The
Hen Brook is a tributary of the River Great Ouse and flows east to west through this
shallow valley.

1.2.4 The Central Zone (fields B-D) covers an area of 44 hectares and is sub-rectangular in
shape.  It is bounded to the east by the A428, to the west by the East Coast Mainline
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railway, to the south by the Hen Brook and to the north by an un-named stream. From
the base of the valley which the Hen Brook runs through the land rises to the north. It
reaches an east to west ridge of high land in the centre of fields C and D at a maximum
height of 26m OD. It then slopes away again to the north to the base of another shallow
east to west valley which accommodates the un-named stream, another tributary of the
River Great Ouse, at a height of 21.5m OD.

1.2.5 The Northern Zone (fields E-K) covers an area of 64.6 hectares and is sub-square in
shape. It is bounded to the east by the A428, to the west by the East Coast Mainline
railway and a traveller's site, to the south by the un-named stream and to the north by
the B1428 Cambridge Road. In this zone the land rises to a low hill at a height of 29.5m
OD in the south of field F. This hill offers a 360 degree panorama with particularly good
views to the central ridge in fields C and D and to the land at Love's Farm to the north
of the B1428. To the east of the hill is a shallow valley on a north to south alignment
which also forms the eastern boundary of field F. To the east of this the land rises again
to 29.5m OD at the site's eastern boundary. To the north-west of the hill in field F the
land drops away to a height of 23m OD in the corner of the site, while to the north-east
of the hill the land slopes down slightly before rising again to approximately 33m OD at
the junction of the A 428 and the B1428.

1.3   Soil Cover

1.3.1 The depth of top soil and sub soil cover varied across the site. In the Southern Zone top
soil measured on average 0.25m thick with a maximum of 0.37m in Trench 188. Sub
soil measured on average 0.21m thick with a minimum of 0.1m in Trench 141 and a
maximum of 0.73m in Trench 133.

1.3.2 In the Central Zone top soil measured on average 0.24m thick with a minimum of 0.2m
in Trench 122 and a maximum of 0.44m in Trench 76. Sub soil measured on average
0.21m thick with a minimum of 0.1m in Trench 101 and a maximum of 0.93m in Trench
123.

1.3.3 In the Northern Zone top soil  measured on average 0.3m thick with a  maximum of
0.41m in Trench 63. Sub soil  measured on average 0.25m thick with a minimum of
0.05m in Trench 29 and a maximum of 0.7m in trenches 13, 49 and 61. 

1.3.4 Buried soil was present in several trenches, most notably close to the brooks and low-
lying  areas  where  alluvium  and  colluvium  has  accumulated.  For  example,  in  the
Southern Zone, the northern end of Trench 189 had 0.55m of alluvium close to the Hen
Brook, in the Central Zone the northern end of Trench 123 close to the other brook,
contained 0.93 of alluvium. On the other side of the brook in the Northern Zone Trench
15 had a layer of alluvium 0.7m thick at its south-western end and at the north-western
end of Trench 65 0.7m of alluvium was recorded in the shallow north to south valley.

1.4   Archaeological and historical background

1.4.1 The  archaeological  and  historical  background  for  the  site  has  been  partially
documented in a desk-top study (Oetgen 2006) and the results are updated and revised
below. The Cambridgeshire Historic Environment Record (CHER) has been consulted
as part of the background study. CHER entries are displayed in Figure 1.

1.4.2 Extensive remains of prehistoric activity have been recorded in the vicinity including
ritual and settlement activity ranging in date from the Mesolithic to the Iron Age. In the
majority  of  cases  however,  this  evidence  has  been  recovered  from  sites  on  the
alluviated flood plain of the Ouse Valley and until very recently sites on the heavier clay
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uplands  of  western  Cambridgeshire,  which  have  a  greater  relevance to  the  current
project, have been notably absent.  

1.4.3 Excavations  in  advance  of  the  construction  of  the  St  Neots  bypass  in  1983-4
approximately 1km to the south-west of the site, close to the river, revealed remains of
Mesolithic and Neolithic flint working sites as well as a ritual site in the form of a Bronze
Age ring ditch and associated features (Herne 1984; CHER 10198, 10198a). Directly to
the north of this Wessex Archaeology excavated a 12 hectare area in Eynesbury and
uncovered a prehistoric ritual complex (Ellis 2004; CHER 00381, 11671, MCB17676;
Figure 5). Neolithic remains included two cursus enclosures, a hengiform ring-ditch, a
long  barrow,  a  double  enclosure  believed  to  represent  another  ritual  or  funerary
monument and discrete pits containing placed deposits. Later funerary activity included
an Early  Bronze Age urned cremation burial,  a  small  number  of  unurned cremation
burials and a large enclosure made up of c. 440 pits of Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age
date (CHER MCB17704), which may also have been of ritual significance. 

1.4.4 In the later  prehistoric  and Roman periods recent  archaeological  work including the
Wintringham Park evaluation have demonstrated that the local landscape appears to be
fairly  densely  settled,  contra  to  published sytheses (Malim,  2000;  Taylor  2007)  that
indicate that the Cambridgeshire Claylands are largely uninhabited. In particular, the
heavy clay soils, which most of the site lies on, have been shown to support numerous
farmsteads and rural  settlements.  This has been demonstrated previously  at  Love's
Farm (CHER ECB2482, 2483), directly to the north of the development area where a
high  density  of  Iron  Age  and  Romano-British  settlement  remains  were  discovered
(Hinman forthcoming). 

1.4.5 Roman sites are abundant between the site and the river on the terrace gravels. The
site of the earlier prehistoric complex at Eynesbury was also occupied in the Roman
period, at which time it  was part of  an agricultural landscape, as evidenced by field
boundaries,  enclosures  and  droveways  (Ellis  2004;  CHER  MCB17705).  A  Roman
settlement consisting of pits, ditches and possible hut sites was uncovered 0.5km to the
west of field B during building work in the 1960's (CHER 00403). A further 0.5km to the
west of this test pitting revealed Roman pits, ditches and wall footings (Alexander 1993;
CHER 10898). Limited evidence of a villa was found close to the river in 1967. A large
room with a hypocaust was uncovered (CHER 00396a) along with 3rd and 4th century
pottery.  Close  by  Roman pottery,  tiles  and tesserae  were  collected  (CHER 00684).
0.5km to the north-west of the site at  Longsands College a recent evaluation found
evidence of early Roman agricultural enclosures (Connor 2006; CHER MCB17381).

1.4.6 Several records of Roman activity in the Cambridgeshire HER are located within the
site  itself.  Evidence  of  a  Roman  metalled  trackway  and  fragments  of  pottery  were
discovered during a small excavation (Tebbutt 1978: 7; CHER 02388). This was thought
to be located directly to the west of the A428 mid-way along the eastern boundary of
Field D. A further metalled trackway, along with a coin of Claudius and a shallow pit
were found during the digging of field ditches on the field boundary between fields C
and D (CHER 00618).  The corner of  a rectangular earthwork is recorded as having
been seen somewhere close to the boundary between fields B and C (CHER 00617).
The record,  from 1967, states it measures 215ft by 390ft and the northern arm had
been ploughed away, while the western arm is under the railway embankment. Surface
finds collected on this spot included 2nd - 4th century pottery and a pewter disc. 

1.4.7 The early and middle Saxon period saw a gradual shift of settlement from the higher
claylands to  lower  areas closer to  the river.  At  Love's  Farm to the north  there was
limited  evidence  of  early  Saxons  settling  on  the  site  (Hinman  forthcoming)  and  at
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Eynesbury to the south-west seven sunken-featured buildings and associated features
were recorded (Ellis 2004; CHER MCB17706). Within the town itself evidence of middle
Saxon occupation comes from the site of the later priory. Under the south end of the
kitchen range a ditch was discovered orientated east to west.  A few sherds of black
micaceous pottery along with a 7th century sceatta (Saxon coin) were retrieved from an
undisturbed  section  of  the  ditch  (Tebbutt 1966;  CHER  00548b).  This  location  is
strategically important, lying just to the north of the modern bridge which is the best
crossing point of the River Great Ouse in St Neots. 

1.4.8 The late Saxon settlement pre cursor of St Neots is believed to lie in the area to the
east  of  Church  Street,  bounded  by  the  Hen  Brook  to  the  south  (Addyman  1973),
approximately 1km to the west of Wintringham Park. Two excavations have taken place
in this area. The first was identified between 1929 and 1932 at Hall Place (Lethbridge &
Tebbutt 1933; CHER MCB17662). Several sunken-features buildings and a wide array
of  domestic  debris  dating to  the late Saxon period was recorded.  The second took
place approximately 100m to the south in 1961-2. Excavations revealed at least one
large late Saxon timber building of some complexity and there were traces of perhaps
five  or  six  more,  together  with  ditches,  post  holes  and  pits.  To  the  west,  a  Saxon
cemetery  containing  many  inhumations  was  found  along  the  north  side  of  Market
Square close to the later St Neots Priory (Tebbutt 1956; CHER 00551). Forty whole or
partial skeletons were excavated to the north of Market Square. This was part of the
medieval priory burial ground (Alexander 2005; CHER 11509). 

1.4.9 On the west bank of the Ouse, to the south-west at Eaton Socon, a Late Saxon timber
building was found adjacent  to  the 12th century castle  (Addyman 1965).  The name
Eaton is  Saxon,  meaning  tun or  farm by the river,  suggesting an early date for  the
settlement. The fact that a castle was built there in c1140 AD hints at the importance of
the location; presumably the castle was built to control a river crossing. At the time of
Domesday the area that  now comprises the town of  St  Neots was within  two large
Saxon parochiae – Eaton Socon west of the river and Eynesbury to the east. 

1.4.10 The  priory  (CHER  00548)  was  first  established  in  the  10th century  and  the  town
received  its  charter  in  1113AD.  Manor  houses  established at  Eynesbury  and Eaton
Socon are mentioned in Domesday Book.

1.5   Acknowledgements

1.5.1 OA East would like to thank Bidwells on behalf of  Connolly Homes Plc, David Wilson
Estates and the Chancellors, Masters and Scholars of  the University of Oxford who
commissioned and funded the work. The CHER was consulted with the assistance of
Sarah Poppy. The aerial  photographic survey was undertaken by Rog Palmer of Air
Photo  Services.  Peter  Masters  of  Cranfield  University  conducted  the  geophysical
Survey.  The project  was managed by Mark Hinman, fieldwork was directed by Tom
Phillips.  There  were  several  supervisors  on  the  evaluation;  principally  Jon  House,
supported by Nick Pankhurst, Louise Bush, Lucy Offord and Gareth Rees. Survey was
carried out by Louise Bush, Lucy Offord and Gareth Rees. The excavation team during
evaluation  consisted  of  Peter  Boardman,  Hannah  Bosworth,  Dave  Brown,  Louis
Budworth, Zoë Ui Choileáin, Caoimhín Ó Coileáin, Graeme Clarke, Spencer Cooper,
Chris Faine, Steve Graham, Sarah Henley, Tom Lyons, Chris Montague, Steve Morgan,
Meirion Pryor, Helen Stocks, Chris Thatcher, Stephen Wadeson and Rachelle Wood.
Machining was carried out by Nick Richardson of  L.O.C. Plant  hire.  Steve Critchley
visited the site many times to carry out metal detecting. Thanks also to Chris and Roger

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 10 of 119 Report Number 1062
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of the Trench backfilling.

1.5.2 Illustrations were done by Crane Begg, Louise Bush and Lucy Offord. Sarah Percival
analysed the Prehistoric pottery and Stephen Wadeson reported on the Roman pottery
with support from Alice Lyons. Steve Critchley identified the metal work with significant
input from Nina Crummy.  Rachel Fosberry analysed the environmental samples, shell
and slag. Soil samples were processed by Ross Lilley.

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 11 of 119 Report Number 1062



2  AIMS AND METHODOLOGY

2.1   Aims

2.1.1 Whilst the authors previous experience in the immediate area led to some expectation
of  an  archaeological  presence  within  the  development  area  the  nature,  extent  and
location  of  any  such  remains  were  almost  completely  unknown  prior  to  the
commencement  of  this  survey  in  2008.  The  evaluation  sought  to  establish  the
character, date, state of preservation and extent of any archaeological remains within
the proposed development area.

2.1.2 The results of the Wintringham Park works sought to assess the context within which
the archaeological evidence rests. An explicit consideration of the results in relation to
the major excavation undertaken by the authors at Love's Farm (Hinman et al, in prep)
adjacent and to the north of the development area and other work in the local  area
including Eynesbury to the south was a requirement of the evaluation brief (Thomas
2008). Reference to the Love's Farm site in particular was required given the proximity
of the site and the significance of the results of that project which, contra to established
expectations  indicated  that  exploitation  of  the  local  claylands  was  present  in  the
prehistoric and Roman periods. 

2.2   Methodology

2.2.1 The Brief  required  a  staged approach to  evaluation  that  included non-intrusive  and
intrusive methods of archaeological investigation. The non-intrusive methods would aid
in targeting specific features or areas of interest

2.2.2 An  aerial  photographic  assessment  was  undertaken  by  Rog  Palmer  of  Air  Photo
Services  to  identify  and  accurately  map archaeological,  recent  and  natural  features
visible as cropmarks (Figure 8). This was carried out at a scale of 1:2500.

2.2.3 A Geophysical survey was conducted by  Pete Masters of Cranfield University, in two
stages. Firstly, a 20m x 20m magnetic susceptibility survey was carried out across the
entire  site,  excluding  field  E,  where  a  high  quantity  of  rubbish  and  scrap  metal
prevented geophysics being carried out. Colour scale plots were produced in order to
map  the  areas  of  likely  significance  (ie  hot-spots)  that  indicate  the  presence  of
archaeological remains. Following the magnetic susceptibility survey a sample detailed
gradiometer  survey  was  conducted  over  the  zones  of  where  'hot-spots'  had  been
highlighted and a series of controls within areas of lower potential. Dependant upon the
magnetic anomalies detected the areas were extended where archaeology was present
to record the full extent of the remains for the purposes of trial trenching (Figure 9).

2.2.4 Fieldwalking was carried out using the 'Essex method',  supported by metal detector
survey.  The  site  was  initially  divided  into  units  of  one  hectare,  each  numbered
individually and defined with reference to the Ordnance Survey grid. It was then further
sub-divided into 20m transects aligned north to south and numbered 1-5 from west to
east within each hectare. A Leica GPS1200 system was used to locate the corners of
each  hectare.  All  categories  of  artefactual  material  were  hand  collected  from  the
surface of the ploughsoil and bagged at 20m intervals from a pre-established baseline
and labelled accordingly (Figure 7).

2.2.5 Site survey was carried out by Gareth Rees, Lucy Offord and Louise Bush using  a
Leica GPS1200 system  to lay out  the trenches according to  a pre-arranged Trench
plan.  Depths  for  top  soil  and  sub  soil  were  surveyed  at  25m intervals,  or  more
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frequently if  required, along each Trench. At each point the ground level height was
also recorded.

2.2.6 Trial trenches were excavated by machine to the depth of geological horizons, or to the
upper interface of archaeological features or deposits, whichever was encountered first.
Where possible the results of geophysical survey were used to inform the positioning of
trenches within areas of coherent signal. Trenching was kept to the minimum required
to establish the nature,  date and preservation of  those remains identified by remote
sensing in order to minimise disturbance of those remains.  Elsewhere a targeted 3%
sample was excavated across the site with the provision for additional trenching where
necessary. The trenches were 1.8m wide and varied in length between 10m and 300m. 

2.2.7 Machine excavation was carried out under constant archaeological supervision with a
tracked 360-type excavator using a 1.8m toothless ditching bucket. 

2.2.8 Spoil,  exposed  surfaces,  features  and  targeted  areas  were  scanned  with  a  metal
detector.   All  metal-detected  and  hand-collected  finds  were  retained  for  inspection,
other than those which were obviously modern.

2.2.9 All  archaeological  features  and  deposits  were  recorded  using  OA East's  pro-forma

sheets.  Trench locations, plans and sections were recorded at appropriate scales and
colour and monochrome photographs were taken of all relevant features and deposits. 

2.2.10 Soil  samples were taken from a representative cross section of  features types and
locations.  Environmental sampling was subsequently focused on deposits with obvious
potential  for  environmental  remains,  or  conditions  recognisably  favourable  to
environmental remains based on previous and significant experience of the local soil
conditions. 

2.2.11 The large scale of  the development  area presented logistical  problems such as the
distance between trenches and access to  the working areas.  These problems were
overcome by keeping the excavation team as close together as possible. This meant
tools,  equipment  and records  moved as  the team moved and were easy to  locate,
project  officers  and  supervisors  were  at  hand  to  resolve  issues  and  time  spent
traversing such a large site was minimised.

2.2.12 Rapid deployment  of  excavation teams into newly cut  trenches was a key factor  in
minimising problems associated with flooding, particularly in low lying trenches. Ground
water  was  only  a  problem  in  the  low  lying  areas.   The  presence  of  extensive
archaeological  remains  on  areas  of  higher  ground  doubtlessly  contributes  to  good
drainage in these areas.
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3  RESULTS

3.1   Introduction 

3.1.1 The  results  of  Air  Photo  survey  and  field  walking,  whilst  providing  valuable  early
indicators that archaeological remains were present within the development area also
demonstrated the increasingly well documented limitations of these techniques which
are of particular relevance to sites on clay geologies (Evans, C., the ‘Problem of Dots’
in Kirby and Oosthuizen, 2000, Mills and Palmer 2007). 

3.1.2 Geophysical  survey,  particularly  the  extensive  use  of  Gradiometery  has,  on  this
occasion, proven particularly effective in identifying both the location and extent  of the
key archaeological remains within the development area.  This survey has  significantly
aided the team in targeting evaluation trenching and planning the effective deployment
of  resources within  such a  large area  of  investigation.  Furthermore  this  survey  has
significantly enhanced our understanding of the results of trial trenching enabling the
findings  detailed  below  to  be  presented  with  a  high  degree  of  confidence.
Acknowledgement  is  due  to  Andy  Thomas  of  CCC Development  Control  Office  for
defining the extent and nature of this particularly effective survey.

3.1.3 The results of the archaeological project so far indicate that we are dealing with a range
of remains dating from around 3500BC (the Neolithic period), the later Iron Age (c500
BC-AD42) to the end of the Roman Period in the  5th century AD.  No remains of the
Bronze Age (c2000-750BC) or  earlier  Iron Age (c750-500BC) were noted.  Traces of
later medieval ridge and furrow systems are present across much of the site and have,
along with modern ploughing have resulted in the variable truncation and damage of
the earlier deposits across the entire development area. A breakdown of the different
periods referred to in the results is listed in Table 1. 

Period Definition Sub Period Definition Date Range

Neolithic 3500-2000BC
Bronze Age 2000-750BC
Iron Age 750BC-AD42
Earlier 
Iron Age

Earlier 
Iron Age

750-350BC

Later 
Iron Age (500BC-AD42)

Middle 
Iron Age

350-100BC

Late 
Iron Age

100BC-AD42

Late pre 
Roman 
Iron Age (LPRIA)

50BC-AD42

Transitional AD1-75
Roman AD43-410

early Roman C1-2
Late Roman C3-4

Saxon 410-1066
Medieval 1066-1550
Post Medieval 1550-1800
Modern 1800 - present

Table 1: Archaeological periods and date ranges
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3.1.4 The site was sub-divided into 3 zones; a Southern, Central and Northern Zone. These
were again sub-divided using existing field boundaries into separate fields, with each
field assigned a letter (Figure 2).  The Southern Zone comprised field A, the Central
Zone fields B-D and the Northern Zone fields E-K. The total length of trenching for the
entire site was 19543m, comprising 194 trenches (Figure 3),  with a variable sample
density of between 2.0% and 2.8% for the different Zones. The overall average sample
density was 2.3%.

3.1.5 Four  discrete  Sites  (1-4)  preserving  significant  archaeological  remains  have  been
identified (Figure 10) as well as areas of peripheral and dispersed agricultural activity.
The four Sites were spread across the three Zones and are summarised in Table 2. 

Site Zone Approximate Size (ha)

1 Southern 7

2 Southern 2

3 Central 28

4 Northern 3.5

           Table 2: Detail of Sites 1-4

3.1.6 Within each discrete Site a number of period specific and multi period Foci have been
identified  and  broadly  characterised  by  trial  trenching.  These  sites  encompass15
individually numbered Foci spanning the later Iron Age and Romano-British periods, the
findings for each of which are presented separately within the relevant Site text. Should
the development plans proceed then mitigation proposals will be required for each Site.

3.1.7 The results are presented in the following order: 

Zone  Site  Period  Focus

The  reason  for  this  structure  is  to  emphasise  the  location  of  each  of  the  four
archaeological Sites, then to break each one down by period and finally by the various
'hot  spots'  or  Foci  present  within  each  site.   Each  focus  has  been  named  to  aid
differentiation within the results. Table 3 summarises the Foci.

Site Focus Name Periods covered

1 I Enclosure complex with rectilinear building later Iron Age

1 II Enclosure  incorporating  roundhouse  1  and  tri-
partite sub-enclosure

later Iron Age

1 III Small C shaped enclosures later Iron Age

1 IV Major  Rectilinear  Enclosure  and  associated
settlement features

Late Pre Roman Iron Age
– Late Roman

2 V Trackway and associated settlement features later Iron Age

3 VI Unenclosed  roundhouses  2-5  and  associated
road way

later Iron Age

3 VII Tri vallate oval enclosure later Iron Age

3 VIII Double square enclosure later Iron Age

3 IX Road side enclosure and roundhouse 6 later Iron Age

3 X Rectangular enclosure and roundhouse 7 later Iron Age

3 XI House enclosure and related boundaries later Iron Age
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Site Focus Name Periods covered

3 XII Triple sub-square enclosure later Iron Age

3 XIII Crouched burial later Iron Age

3 XIV Extensive hilltop farmstead LPRIA – Romano-British

4 XV Hilltop enclosures later Iron Age

Table 3: Summary of Foci I - XV

3.1.8 The only definite Neolithic feature on the entire site was pit 1647 in the Northern Zone,
Site 4, Trench 32. There was a possible Neolithic pit, 1497, suggested from the pottery,
in the Central Zone, Site 3, Trench 115 and a Neolithic hand axe (SF 116) found in a
Roman ditch, 3034 in Trench 126. Geophysical survey had highlighted the presence of
a likely Neolithic long Barrow (on the basis of scale and morphology) within the Central
Zone. Trenching indicated that this feature was dateable to the later Iron Age which
serves to illustrate the limitations of non intrusive survey. The purpose of this enclosure
is still  to be determined but  it  was probably associated with roundhouses and other
related features which formed a dispersed settlement pattern across much of Site 3.

3.1.9 The  most  extensive  remains  encountered  date  to  the  Iron  Age.  Preliminary  results
indicate a settlement pattern established in the middle Iron Age (MIA, c350-100BC),
concentrated on the high ground within each of the three zones of the development
area,  and  include  one  unenclosed  settlement  consisting  of  roundhouses  clustered
around a road way (Focus VI), 10 enclosed Foci (Figure 11, Foci I-III, V, VII-XII and
XV), and a crouched burial (Focus XIII).

3.1.10 The landscape was clearly reorganised in a planned and coordinated manner in the
late pre-Roman Iron Age (hereafter  LPRIA)  in  a way which seems to reference the
previously existing MIA settlement enclosures. A regular layout of rectilinear enclosures,
trackways and fields were revealed within the Central and Southern Zones (Figure 12,
Foci IV and XIV). One surprise result of fieldwork was the sheer size of many of the late
Iron Age farmstead boundaries which were extremely substantial, almost monumental,
with some ditches extending to over 5m in width and 2m in depth. 

3.1.11 The  dominance  of  such  a  monumental  restatement  of  an  essentially  agricultural
landscape in the LPRIA was evident across the area and these boundaries continued to
be referenced during the Roman period. Settlement size appeared to contract at this
time with modifications to the road network occurring during the second century AD and
a preference for domestic habitation adjacent and to the north of each retained part of
the Iron Age road network.

3.1.12 One of the most striking outcomes of the project is clear evidence of continuity in the
landscape over more than two thousand years. In Site 3 many of the alignments of
boundary and enclosure ditches which existed within the mid and late Iron Age also
appear on the First Edition Ordnance Survey of 1888. The boundary ditches of three
post-medieval fields not only follow the course of some of the earlier ditches but also
meet directly at the centre of Focus XII, a middle Iron Age enclosure, and run through
the centre of Focus XIV. The distinctive 's' shaped hedgerow which currently divides the
Central Zone has been shown to have been in place (in part at least) in the middle Iron
Age  and  owes  its  appearance  to  activity  in  the  LPRIA  and  Roman  periods.
Furthermore, it is possible to suggest that significant elements of the local landscape
can trace their ancestry back to historic events, namely the romanising influence of the
late  Iron  Age  Catuvellaunian  /  Trinovantian  tribal  groupings  with  some  further
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modifications during the Roman period.  Given the recurrence of  similar  patterns  on
neighbouring sites these modifications may well prove to have been attributable to the
effects of the reforms of the Emperor Hadrian in the Second Century AD.

3.2   Southern Zone

Summary

3.2.1 The Southern Zone comprised field A, 33.7ha.  It contained sixty trenches (trenches
130-190), totalling 4470m. This provided a 2.3% sample. Sites 1 and 2 were located in
the  Southern  Zone. Site  1  extends  over  approximately  7ha  and  Site  2  covered
approximately 2ha.

3.2.2 The aerial photographic survey recorded cropmarks in the south-west in the form of two
D shaped enclosures and larger adjoining enclosures (Figure 8) . Geophysics proved
there  was  a  higher  density  of  features  than  air  photos  suggested  with  further
enclosures and boundaries spread out  over several  hectares in the south of  field A
(Figure 9) which make up the limits of Site 1. Gradiometry also highlighted a small area
of activity further to the north in a sheltered level location halfway down the slope (Site
2).  Surprisingly,  field  walking  only  picked  up  a  background  scatter  of  Roman  and
medieval pottery, mostly to the north of the geophysics results (Figure 7). A number of
flints were collected but these were, on the whole, unworked.

3.2.3 The results of trial trenching were consistent with those of the geophysics, highlighting
settlement related activity on the higher ground in the south of field A (Site 1), a smaller
separate settlement further north in a sheltered location (Site 2) and a very low density
of features in the remainder of the field. The earliest evidence dated to the later Iron
Age, represented by four discrete Foci, I-III in Site 1 and Focus V in Site 2. Focus I
comprised an enclosure complex in the south-east of Site 1, one of which contained a
rectilinear building. Focus II  was located to the north-west  and consisted of  a large
enclosure which incorporated Roundhouse 1 and a smaller tri-partite enclosure in its
south-east corner. Focus III was located between Foci I and II and consisted of two C
shaped ditches which formed a small enclosure. Focus V was located further north in
Site 2, in a sheltered location on a small plateau. It consisted of a trackway and discrete
pits, along with other features only identified in the geophysics. In addition there were
several other features and boundaries dating to the later Iron Age

3.2.4 In the Late Pre Roman Iron Age the evidence became much more dispersed. Focus IV
covered much of  Site  1 and consisted of  large fields or  boundaries containing only
limited evidence for occupation. Focus IV persisted in to the early Roman period. There
was  a  particular  concentration  of  early  Roman  domestic  activity  in  the  south-west
corner of Site 1. From the early Roman period onwards there was a gradual decrease
in the amount of activity suggesting the focus of any settlement had shifted elsewhere.
Later Roman evidence was limited to just a few features.
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Site 1

Later Iron Age

Focus I: Enclosure complex with rectilinear building: Field A - Trenches 160 and

163 (figure 15)

3.2.5 Geophysical survey and trial trenching confirmed the presence of a small settlement in
the far  south-east  of  Site  1.  It  consisted of  three conjoined sub-square  enclosures,
divided  in  to  a  western,  central  and  eastern  enclosure,  with  internal  features  and
artefacts indicative of habitation. The most noteworthy internal feature was a rectilinear
building in the eastern enclosure. The dating evidence indicates that the remains were
later Iron Age. Beam slot constructed dwellings are not the norm during the Iron Age
when  the  roundhouse  predominates.  The  significance  of  such  an  early  'romanised'
building is unclear at present but undoubtedly important. 

3.2.6 Focus I sits at  the highest point in field A at approximately 30.5m OD with the land
dropping away gradually to the north-west and north-east. It also afforded one of the
best lines of  site with clear  views of  the higher ground in the Central  and Northern
Zones and Love's Farm beyond.

Western sub-enclosure

3.2.7 The  western  enclosure  enclosed  an  area  of  approximately  25m2.  The  geophysical
survey showed it to have four sides with a possible entrance to the south-west. Two
sections  were  excavated  through  the  enclosure  ditch,  2325 and  3053,  measuring
between 2.18 and 4m wide and between 0.79 and 1.6m deep with a U shaped profile.
The upper fills of  2325 contained later Iron Age pottery (14 sherds, 110g) and other
evidence of habitation including a dump of burnt stones, a cessy deposit (2327) and a
charcoal rich fill (2331). Ditch 3053 contained a moderate assemblage of LPRIA pottery
(32 sherds, 476g). The only internal features were posthole  2951, narrow curvilinear
ditch  2335 and  ditch  2337,  which  extended  beyond  the  baulk.  All  could  relate  to
occupation within the enclosure.

Central sub-enclosure

3.2.8 The central enclosure was extrapolated from the results of the geophysical survey. It
enclosed an area of  less than 25m2.  The only feature encountered during trenching
which related to this enclosure was ditch 2941, although this was dated by the pottery
to the LPRIA (2 sherds, 7g).

Eastern sub-enclosure

3.2.9 The eastern  enclosure  enclosed  an  area  of  approximately  30m2.  The  northern  and
western arms of the enclosure were revealed by the geophysical survey. Evidence of
the eastern arm comes from ditch 1945 in Trench 160 which measured 1.5m wide and
0.52m deep with a U shaped profile. There were several internal features. The most
significant was a rectilnear building described separately below (3.2.10).  Ditch  1940

measured 1.34m wide and 0.62m deep and contained a small assemblage of later Iron
Age pottery (4 sherds, 103g) including 2 sherds of combed storage jar. There were also
three small pits in the south-east end of Trench 163 (2943, 2945 and 2947). It is difficult
to determine whether the group of pits belonged in the central or eastern enclosure as
the  geophysical  interpretation  was  unclear  at  this  point.  All  three  were  truncated,
measuring no deeper than 0.18m. Pits  2943 and  2945 both contained cobbles which
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had been heat affected although there was no evidence of in situ burning. The cobbles
are likely to have been used in cooking although how exactly is unknown. Many similar
examples were found at  Love's Farm and at  several  other locations at  Wintringham
Park.  Importantly they are often located close to domestic structures. This may also
explain the dump of burnt stones in ditch 2325. 

Rectilinear Building

3.2.10 Within the eastern enclosure of Focus I, in the south-western end of Trench 160, was
evidence for a rectilinear building. It consisted of two beamslots, one of which,  3055,
was parallel with the Trench baulk. The other beamslot, 3057, was at right angles and
extended beyond the Trench edge. The beamslots measured between 0.26 and 0.42m
wide and between 0.17 and 0.21m deep with a flat based U profile. At the junction of
the two beamslots was posthole 3059 measuring 0.49m wide and 0.5m deep with steep
sides and a U shaped profile.  Another shallower posthole,  3063,  was located at the
western end of beamslot 3055 with a further two, 3065 and 3067, located further west
on the same alignment as the beamslot. None of the features contained any artefacts.
The  only  environmental  evidence  was  charcoal  from  beamslot  3055 The  size  and
function of the building was difficult to determine as it was only partially uncovered. It
could have been a domestic structure or simply an out building. What is significant is
that this was the only building of its kind on the entire site. In fact roundhouses are the
most common form of structure encountered on Iron Age sites, eight of which were
found in the Southern and Central Zones. Is a square structure perhaps indicative of a
different status or cultural background for the inhabitants.? 

Focus II: Enclosure incorporating roundhouse 1 and tri-partite sub-enclosure:

Field A – Trenches 168-170 (Figure 16)

3.2.11 Geophysical survey and trial trenching identified a settlement on the higher ground in
the west of Site 1. More specifically it was located on a slight slope at approximately
28m OD, as the land began to fall away to the north. There was a clear line of site to
the higher ground in the Central Zone and to the contemporary hilltop enclosures in the
Northern Zone, as well as to Love's Farm beyond.

3.2.12 The  settlement  lay  within  a  large  sub-oval  enclosure  which  enclosed  an  area  of
approximately  0.65ha.  Internal  features included ditches which  probably  sub-divided
the enclosure, pits and a possible gully. 

3.2.13 In the south-east corner was a smaller tri-partite enclosure which could be described as
an internal feature but also stands alone as a separate entity which will be described
separately. Interestingly, it was similar in shape to Focus XV, the later Iron Age hilltop
enclosures in the Northern Zone, although was only about a third of its size enclosing
approximately 0.4ha.

3.2.14 The type of the features in the settlement and the artefacts within them were indicative
of occupation. Many contained later Iron Age pottery and other occupation debris such
as animal bone and daub. There was also a small amount of middle Iron Age pottery
indicating the settlement originated in some form in the middle Iron Age. Unlike many
other Foci on the site this settlement did not contain any dating evidence from later
phases, suggesting it was completely abandoned at a specific time in the late Iron Age.
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Main sub circular enclosure boundary

3.2.15 The  main  enclosure  boundary  ditch  of  the  settlement  enclosed  an  area  of
approximately 0.4ha. Its layout was slightly irregular with a noticeable kink in the north-
east corner. This kink could relate to an entrance, as evidenced by excavated section
3082. At this point the ditch was 2.8m wide but only 0.42m deep with a deliberately laid
surface  of  compact  pebbles  (3080)  close  to  the  surface.  This  suggests  a  raised
entrance way in to the enclosure. The only other excavated section through the main
enclosure ditch was 3682, which measured 1.8m wide and 1.1m deep with a V shaped
profile. It contained a small quantity (2 sherds, 6g) of later Iron Age pottery and two
sheep/goat bones.

3.2.16 There were three internal ditches which presumably sub-divided the enclosure,  1391,
3442 and  3445, aligned east to west. The largest was  3442 which measured 2.16m
wide and  0.94m deep with  a  V  shaped profile.  It  contained a  large  assemblage of
pottery, including middle Iron Age pot in the upper fill  (43 sherds, 639g) and pottery
dated as Iron Age in the lower fill  (9 sherds, 42g), suggesting the ditch was part of
Focus II in its earliest form. Ditch 3442 also contained sheep/goat and cattle bone, and
a small quantity of daub. The daub, used in the construction of domestic structures, is
significant as its points to the presence of such a structure near by. 

Roundhouse 1

3.2.17 Gully terminus 1543 in Trench 169 was possibly part of a roundhouse eaves drip gully
of c16m diameter. The eaves drip gully is a common feature of Iron Age roundhouses
and  was  designed  to  collect  water  running  off  the  roof.  This  appeared  on  the
geophysics as a sub-circular feature within the main enclosure. Gully  1543 measured
0.4m wide and 0.2m deep with a U shaped profile. It contained a small quantity of MIA
pottery (9 sherds, 68g) and sheep/goat and cattle bone.

3.2.18 Located close to Roundhouse 1 in Trench 169 were two small pits, 1545 and 1551. Pit
1545 contained a small quantity of Iron Age pottery (2 sherds, 10g) and animal bone.
Give the relative scarcity of pits in the southern zone the presence of these two close
together,  near a possible roundhouse,  is  important and provides further evidence of
occupation at this location.

Tri-partite enclosure

3.2.19 Integrated within the south-east corner of the main sub-circular enclosure of focus II
was a tri-partite enclosure. It enclosed an area of approximately 40m x 20m. Trench
168 was positioned over the tri-partite enclosure.

3.2.20 Two sections were excavated through the outer  enclosure  ditch,  3668 and  3677.  It
measured between 1.6 and 1.7m wide and between 0.9 and 1m deep with a V shaped
profile. It contained three fills with later Iron Age pottery (79 sherds, 211g) and animal
bone. 

3.2.21 There were two internal ditches identified in the geophysical survey and excavated in
Trench 168;  1537 and  1953.  These two internal  ditches divided the enclosure in to
three. They measured between 1.42 and 1.75m wide and between 0.58 and 0.72m
deep. They contained up to two fills with inclusions of later Iron Age pottery (48 sherds,
352g) and animal bone (sheep/goat, cattle and horse).

3.2.22 The only other internal feature was a small pit  1541. It contained a single fill  with a
small quantity of pottery and sheep/goat bone.
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3.2.23 The function of the tri-partite enclosure was unclear. Significantly it was a similar shape
to Focus XV, the contemporary hilltop enclosures in the northern zone. However, this
tri-partite enclosure was much smaller and may have had a multiple settlement  and
animal husbandry functions. 

Focus III: Small C shaped enclosures: Field A – Trenches 149 and 156(Figure 17)

3.2.24 In  the  north-western  end of  Trench 156 was a C shaped anomaly  identified  in  the
geophysical  survey  and  represented  by  ditch  2745 during  trial  trenching.  A similar
shaped anomaly was located close by in Trench 149 represented by ditches 3653 and
3657. The largest of these three ditches was 3653 measuring 2m wide and 0.6m deep.
Only  a  small  quantity  of  later  Iron  Age  pottery was  retrieved  from the  ditches  (10
sherds,  43g from  3657;  5  sherds,  59g from  2745).  These two C shaped anomalies
appeared to form a discrete late Iron Age enclosure located at roughly equal distances
between Foci I and II. The exact form and function of this enclosure is not clear from
the evaluation results. Ditches 3071,  3655 and 3659 may also have been associated,
all were undated.

Later Iron Age field boundaries in Site 1

3.2.25 Apart from the Foci discussed there were two roughly parallel land divisions or field
boundaries  identified  in  Site  1.  They were aligned approximately  west-north-west  to
east-south-east and lay 130m apart. The southern boundary ran through trenches 159,
represented by ditch  3638,  and Trench 161,  represented by ditch  2738.  Ditch  2738

contained a very small quantity of later Iron Age pottery (2 sherds, 2g). Evidence of a
similar boundary lay 130m to the north. It  was represented by ditch  1539 which ran
through the eastern end of Trench 168. Ditch 1539 contained 324g (72 sherds) of later
Iron Age pottery. 

3.2.26 It is also worth noting a third boundary which lay outside the the area of Site 1 but
which formed part of this system of land division. It was located 200m north of ditch
1539 and  ran  through  trenches  175,  176  and  177.  Three  sections  were  excavated
through it, 2769, 2776 and 3686. Only ditch 2776 contained pottery, dating to the later
Iron Age (3 sherds, 4g). 

Late Pre Roman Iron Age

Focus IV: Major Rectilinear Enclosure and associated field boundaries: Field A –

Trenches 149, 158, 159, 161-165 (Figure 18)

3.2.27 In the LPRIA the pattern of settlement was reorganised. Much of Site 1 was divided into
large fields, demarcated in places by substantial ditches up to 5m wide in places. At the
centre of this layout was a large rectilinear field enclosing an area of approximately
0.5ha.   This  enclosure  had  been  partially  identified  by  geophysical  survey  and
excavated during trial  trenching in trenches 149 and 158.  This feature bears some
resemblance  in  terms  of  layout  to  the  rectilinear  double  ditched  enclosure  which
dominates the centre Focus XIV in Site 3.

3.2.28 Four sections were excavated through the outer ditch;  2342,  2752, 2979 and 2999. It
measured between 1.13 and 5m wide and between 0.63 and 1.54m deep. The ditch
contained up to five fills with artefacts in three sections. The best assemblage came
from 2342, consisting of LPRIA pottery (32 sherds, 359g) and animal bone (sheep/goat
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and  cattle).  Ditch  2979 contained  duckweed  (Lemna)  seeds,  indicative  of  standing
water.

3.2.29 To  the  south  were  other  elements  of  a  contemporary  field  system.  A  boundary
established in the Late Iron Age (ditch  2738 in Trench 161) was extended to at least
Trench 164 to the west where ditch  3423 contained LPRIA pottery (25 sherds, 131g)
and to the east as ditch 3638 in Trench 159 which also contained contemporary pottery
(5 sherds, 6g) and other boundaries were constructed perpendicular to it, such as ditch
2958 in Trench 159 and a small rectangular enclosure adjacent to the trench.

Early Roman

Focus IV: Major Rectilinear Enclosure and associated field boundaries: Field A

(Figure 19)

3.2.30 In the early Roman period the pre established pattern of  large organised fields and
boundaries on the higher ground in Field A continued although there was also evidence
for smaller enclosures and discrete features. An increase in artefacts in the extreme
south of field A suggests activity might have shifted to the south of the current site at
this time.

3.2.31 The  rectilinear  field  constructed  in  the  LPRIA  was  still  in  use  and  saw  some
occasionally  quite  substantial  modification  .  Along  the  south-east  corner  of  the
enclosure ditch there was evidence of a re-cut, represented by ditches 2339 and 2750

in Trench 149. Ditch 2750 was the largest, measuring 2.6m wide and 1.15m deep with
a V shaped profile.  A small  rectangular  20m2 sub-enclosure  was also  added in  the
north-east corner of the field, represented by two linear anomalies in the geophysics
and excavated as ditch 1948 in Trench 158. Ditch 1948 measured 4.3m wide and 1.3m
deep. There was a mixed assemblage of LPRIA and early Roman pottery from its four
fills (15 sherds, 235g). This was a very large ditch, especially considering it was only a
sub-division within a larger enclosure.

3.2.32 Further evidence of early Roman boundaries to the east of the rectilinear enclosure
were only identified during trial trenching. Ditch  3650 was located in Trench 156 and
was aligned east to west. Ditch 1356 was located in Trench 150 and was aligned north
to south. It contained a single large sherd of early Roman pottery (216g). The course of
the two ditches, if extrapolated, meet close to a water hole, 2970 which would place it
potentially in the corner of a field, a practical place to dig a water hole. The water hole
measured 7m wide and 0.76m deep and contained a mixture of transitional and early
Roman pottery (35 sherds, 285g).

3.2.33 A second ditched field, which appeared roughly square in plan was constructed over
the layout  of  the earlier  Focus II  settlement.  It  consisted of  a three-sided enclosure
ditch identified in the geophysical survey and represented during trial trenching by ditch
1380 in Trench 166, ditch 1387/1389 in Trench 169 and 3672 in Trench 168. The ditch
measured between 0.65 and 2m wide and between 0.18 and 0.95m deep with a U
shaped profile. No contemporary dating evidence was retrieved from the ditch but it
clearly belonged in a different phase from the Focus II enclosure and was on a similar
alignment to the rectangular field to the east.

3.2.34 To the south of the square field was a possible trackway formed by the southern side of
the  field  and  a  roughly  parallel  boundary,  excavated  as  ditch  1370 in  Trench  166.
Attached  to  the  south  side  of  this  boundary  was  a  small  sub  square  enclosure
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represented by ditch 3284. The enclosure was small, measuring only 20m2 but the ditch
was a considerable size, measuring 4.7m wide and 1.5m deep. It contained a mixed
assemblage of LPRIA and Transitional pottery (20 sherds, 237g) and animal bone. The
upper fill also contained a fragment of CBM. 

3.2.35 Ditch  3284 part  of  the  small  enclosure  continued  to  the  west  and  equated  with
contemporary  ditch  2348 in  Trench  165.  This  was  an  even  more  substantial  ditch,
measuring 5m wide and 1.8m deep. It contained a mixture of Iron Age, Transitional and
early Roman pottery, although the majority was early Roman (21 sherds, 273g). 

3.2.36 In Trench 164 and the south end of Trench 166 there was evidence of early Roman
activity. Ditches  1365,  1530 and  3432 could be part of a small square enclosure, the
shape of which has been mostly extrapolated. Ditch  1530 was the largest measuring
1.8m wide and 0.58m deep with a V shaped profile. Ditches 1530 and 3432 contained a
large,  mixed  assemblage  of  Transitional  and  early  Roman  pottery  with  the  latter
containing some later Roman pottery as well (233 sherds, 1.7kg from 1530; 59 sherds,
307g from 3432). More specifically, ditch 3432 contained a complete small domestic jar
and a sherd of  stamped Samian,  attributed to Paterclus ii  of  Les Martres-de-Veyre,
dated to c. AD 110-25 (Bird 1986, 193). Ditch 1530 contained part of a 1st century AD
Colchester type brooch (SF 147), three cattle bones and environmental evidence in the
form of a tuber and burnt snails. This artefact assemblage, consisting of domestic and
table wares as well as an item of personal adornment, suggest early Roman occupation
very close by. This area of activity may lie on the edge of a more extensive area of
early Roman occupation, possibly to the south.

Romano-British

Focus IV: Major Rectilinear Enclosure and associated field boundaries: Field A –

Trenches 150, 156-7 (Figure 20)

3.2.37 The gradual decrease in the amount of settlement activity on the higher ground in Site
1 which had begun in the early Roman period continued in to the  late Roman period.
Only a few field boundaries were dated to this period, none of which were identified in
the geophysical survey.

3.2.38 Ditch 3648 in Trench 156 was a re-working of ditch 3650 in the previous period. Ditch
3643 was located in Trench 157 and ran parallel to 3648. Both were of a similar size,
measuring  approximately  1.7m wide  and  0.4m deep  with  a  U  shaped  profile.  Both
contained Late Roman pottery, ditch 3643 in particular contained a large assemblage of
domestic wares (100 sherds, 640g).

3.2.39 Ditch terminus  1352 in Trench 150 truncated ditch  1356 from the previous period. It
appeared to run perpendicular to ditches 3643 and 3648. The ditch terminus had been
used as a dumping ground, presumably when it  went out of use. As well as a large
assemblage of late Roman pottery (75 sherds, 1.2kg) including the spout from a flagon,
there was good evidence of crop processing in the form of two fragments of burnt quern
stone  (SF  156  and  157)  and  environmental  remains  including  spelt,  free-threshing
wheat, dock (rumex) and charcoal.

3.2.40 Directly to the south was pit  3419=3421 which was only half exposed in Trench 150,
measuring 1.1m wide and 0.1m deep. This small pit yielded 2.1kg (69 sherds) of late
Roman  pottery,  including  large  sherds  of  shell  tempered  ware  storage  jars  and  a
trimmed vessel base which showed signs of re-use (SF 146). An environmental sample
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yielded further evidence of crop processing in the form of degraded wheat and glume
bases and charcoal.

3.2.41 This small concentration of features contained a considerable amount of late Roman
domestic  rubbish.  This  material  is  indicative  of  further  occupation  in  the  vicinity
although this focus currently lacks definintion. 

3.2.42 The only other Late Roman feature in the Southern Zone was a north to south aligned
boundary,  2728,  in  Trench 133,  which contained two sherds (36g) of  Oxford Colour
Coated ware.

Site 2

Later Iron Age 

Focus V: Trackway and associated settlement features : Field A – Trenches 137-

138, 141 and 186 (Figure 21)

3.2.43 Geophysical survey and trial trenching identified an area of settlement located close to
a sheltered terrace created by glacial melt waters at the end of the last ice age was
located in the north of Field A. At this point the land had sloped down from 31m OD in
the far south of Field A, where Focus I was located, to approximately 22m OD. The land
continued to slope down towards the Hen Brook to the north. 

3.2.44 Focus V consisted of a trackway aligned roughly north-west to south-east, scattered
pits and post holes and several features only identified in the geophysical survey. The
feature density and artefact count was low here, the few sherds of pottery retrieved
dated from the Late Iron Age. However, this was clearly a tightly clustered group of
features which formed a focus in its own right.

3.2.45 All  the  features  were  located  on  a  slope  with  the  flat  part  of  the  sheltered  terrace
located just to the south. Presumably the location provided some protection from the
elements.  It  is  possible  the  flat  part  of  the  plateau  was  utilised  but  has  left  no
archaeological trace below ground. This terrace, positioned on the edge of the flood
plain of the Hen Brook would have provided a level, albeit naturally formed routeway
adjacent to the low ground.

Trackway

3.2.46 The trackway consisted of  two roughly parallel  ditches, aligned north-west to south-
east, identified in trenches 137, 138, 141 and 186. The southern most ditch had four
excavated sections,  1935,  2935,  3090 and  3270. It measured between 1.7 and 2.6m
wide and between 0.28 and 0.53m deep with a U shaped profile. It contained up to four
fills. A few sherds of later Iron Age pottery (4 sherds, 15g) were retrieved from three of
the excavated sections and a single cattle bone from one section.

3.2.47 Three sections were excavated through the northern trackway ditch,  2321,  2932 and
3265. The ditch measured between 0.2 and 1.54m wide and between 0.04 and 0.4m
deep with a U shaped profile. It contained a single fill with no dateable artefacts. The
evidence  for  ditch  3265 being  part  of  the  trackway  was  tentative  as  it  was  much
narrower  and  shallower  and  also  much  closer  to  the  southern  ditch.  However,  the
difference in dimensions could be due to truncation and the proximity to the southern
ditch could be a deliberate funnel to control the flow of animals.
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3.2.48 Within the limits of the trackway in the north-east end of Trench 141 was evidence of a
metalled surface (3087). It consisted of a layer of compacted pebbles measuring 2.8m
long, 1.8m wide and 0.1m thick. This possibly represents the remnants of a metalled
surface on the trackway. In plan the metalled surface was not continuous and was not
present anywhere else along the trackway suggesting it has either been truncated away
or was only laid in certain places, probably where it was wettest.

Scattered pits and postholes

3.2.49 Five pits and a post hole were scattered across Focus V. Four pits were located in
Trench 186 (2926, 2928, 2930 and 2939). They varied in size, pit 2926 was the largest
measuring 1.58m wide and 0.39m deep. A few small sherds of late Iron Age pottery
were retrieved from three of the pits. Pit 3263 was located to the north of the trackway
in Trench 135. It has been included here due to its proximity to the other features in
Focus 3. A single posthole, 2323, was located in Trench 137, measuring 0.5m wide and
0.4m deep.

Other features in Focus V

3.2.50 Several  features  were  only  identified  in  the  geophysical  survey.  Given  the  lack  of
features at this location in any subsequent phase they are probably associated with the
late  Iron  Age  activity.  They  include  a  sub-circular  feature  which  looked  like  a
roundhouse or small enclosure and should have been present in Trench 137. However
in trial trenching no evidence was found for it. Similarly, a linear feature which crossed
Trench 140, parallel with the trackway, was not found.

Medieval/ post-medieval activity in the Southern Zone

3.2.51 The aerial  photographic  survey showed that  field  A was sub-divided in to  five main
fields (Figure 8). In the north-west field were traces of ridge and furrow. These were not
identified in geophysical survey but ridge and furrow in the east and south of field A
were (Figure 9). The main post-medieval field boundaries were also detected. 

3.2.52 Trial trenching identified a regular pattern of ridge and furrow in the north-west of field
A, which matched with the aerial photo survey. Also found was a modern building in the
corner of the south-westerly post-medieval field, Trench 173, which matched up with a
rectangular feature on the aerial photos. The building was present on the First Edition
Ordnance Survey of 1888, along with a track directly to the east by the field boundary.
Evidence of a track was found in Trench 168 (3679) although this was located to the
west of the post-medieval boundary, not the east.

3.3   Central Zone

Summary

3.3.1 The  central  zone  comprised  fields  B-D,  43.3ha.   It  contained  fifty-nine  trenches
(trenches  71-129  and  191),  totalling  6915m.  This  provided  a  2.8% sample.  Site  3
covered a significant part of the Central Zone, approximately 28ha.

3.3.2 The aerial photographic survey recorded a headland running east to west across the
ridge in fields C and D, which is visible at ground level (Figure 8). To the north and
south of this in fields B and C, ridge and furrow were identified. 
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3.3.3 There is  a  huge contrast  between the  results  of  Air  Photo  survey  and gradiometry,
which identified a high density of archaeological features spread over a significant part
of fields C and D, forming Site 3 (Figure 9). The centre of this activity was clustered
across the east to west ridge and around the modern field boundary between fields C
and D. A complex settlement of square and rectangular enclosures were spread over
approximately  6.5ha.  The  similarity  of  alignment  between  the  geophysics  and  the
modern  field  boundary,  as  well  as  its  position  running  through  the  centre  of  the
settlement  suggests  the  origins  of  the  modern  boundary  is  contemporary  with  this
settlement. The archaeology continued to the east and west of the densest area. To the
west  there  were  further  boundaries  and enclosures  and to  the  east  a  droveway or
trackway ran towards the A428 with possible roundhouses on either side and a small
sub-oval enclosure sitting on a promontory in the east of field D. 

3.3.4 The fieldwalking corroborated the presence of the complex settlement in the centre of
fields C and D and supported a Roman date(Figure 7).  Over the same area as the
densest  geophysics  results  a  large  amount  of  Roman  pottery  was  collected,  both
coarse and fine wares. Up to 18 sherds were collected in a single 20m2 area. Four
coins dating to the middle to late Roman period were also found,  including a silver
siliqua  Constantius  II  dated  351  –  355 AD.  Moving  away  from the  area  where  the
strongest geophysics results were, there was a sudden drop off in the number of finds
with only a background scatter of Roman and medieval pottery collected.

3.3.5 The  results  of  trial  trenching  were  highly  consistent  with  those  of  the  geophysics,
confirming Site 3 as an area of extensive settlement across the higher ground in the
Central Zone. In fact, trial trenching extended the limits of known settlement in Site 3
further north in to fields C and D. The earliest occupation dated to the later Iron Age
with dispersed settlement located mainly along the higher ground directly to the south
of the east to west ridge. There was evidence that parts of this settlement originated in
the middle Iron Age with an unenclosed settlement consisting of several roundhouses
which appeared to be associated with a road way (Focus VI). Close by was an unusual
tri-vallate enclosure (Focus VII) which was also possibly early in the sequence and a
double square enclosure which had a secure middle Iron Age date (Focus VIII). The
remaining dispersed settlement fit better in to the broader later Iron Age date range and
consisted of a series of discrete and well defined enclosures (Foci IX-XII), two of which
contained roundhouses, as well as an isolated crouched human burial, which, because
it was the only human burial on site and because of its probable proximity to settlement
has been designated Focus XIII. 

3.3.6 In the LPRIA there was an increase in the amount of activity in Site 3. Much of the
higher ground to the west of the field boundary between fields C and D was divided in
to  a  series  of  rectilinear  fields  and enclosures  (Focus XIV).  The boundaries  of  this
farmstead were extremely substantial in places. The modern field boundary appeared
to correlate with the eastern boundary of much of this activity. The most significant of
these enclosures was a double ditched sub-rectangular enclosure, first established in
the LPRIA. It was located on relatively flat land on top of the ridge in the centre of field
C. The roadway, first constructed in the later Iron Age, was extended across the Central
Zone. Its road side ditches were identified in field B. To the south and west of the road
were  further  fields  and to  the  north  of  the  double  ditched  enclosure  was  a  'ladder'
enclosure system stretching towards the far north of fields C and D. On either side of
the  road  and  to  the  west  of  most  of  the  ditched  fields  was  evidence  of  fields  of
cultivation beds, the extent of which were unclear.
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3.3.7 By the early Roman period settlement evidence in Focus XIV had contracted to along
both sides of the field boundary between fields C and D. Some of the enclosures and
main  field  boundaries  from  previous  phases,  such  as  the  double  ditched  sub-
rectangular  enclosure  and  the  'ladder'  enclosure,  were  still  in  use.  Settlement  had
spread further east too and included roundhouse 8 in Trench 125. Outside of the main
settlement there was a potential  metalworking area in the south of Trench 121. The
western part of the roadway had shifted further north and its original course had been
partially blocked off.  This change in course appears to date to the second century AD
and the new course appeared to exploit a gap between the 'fortlet'  and the northern
enclosure  complex  of  Focus  XIV.  Interestingly  the  revised  course  of  this  road  is
recorded as Duck Lane on the First Edition Ordnance Survey (1888 Huntingdonshire
Series) and is still preserved as a current right of way crossing the development area.

3.3.8 In  the  Late  Roman period  settlement  evidence had contracted again  in  Focus  XIV,
mainly to within a rectilinear enclosure in the west of field D, close to the field boundary
and north  of  the  road.  There  were  also  two smaller  enclosures  to  the  south  which
appeared to be in use during this period. Although there were fewer features assigned
to this period the amount of occupation debris was proportionately higher suggesting a
thriving community was living there in the late Roman period. Two separate locations
highlighted areas of crop processing.

3.3.9 Despite  strong  evidence  of  a  late  Roman  presence  there  was  no  evidence  for
habitation on Site 3 during the Saxon period although the correlation between earlier
archaeological features and boundaries present of the first edition OS maps and the
current  hedgerow  boundary  would  seem  to  support  continuity  and  curation  of  the
landscape during this time. 

3.3.10 Outside of Site 3 there were very few archaeological features to speak of in the Central
Zone.

Site 3

Later Iron Age

Focus VI: Unenclosed roundhouses 2-5 and associated road way: Field D –

Trenches 115-116, 118-119 (Figure 22)

3.3.11 Geophysical survey identified the remains of four roundhouses clustered around a track
or  road  way  on  high  ground  in  the  east  of  field  D.  Trial  trenching  confirmed  the
presence  of  three  of  these  (roundhouses  2-4)  and  revealed  a  fourth,  previously
unknown  structure  to  the  west  (roundhouse  5).  Based  on  current  knowledge  from
comparable sites it is suggested that enclosure becomes more prevalent as the Iron
Age progresses.  The relative chronologies of the various later Iron Age foci cannot be
established through evaluation trenching but the results below are presented in a 'best
fit' order from possibly earliest to probable latest hot spot. 

Roundhouse 2

3.3.12 Roundhouse 2 was located in the south-western end of Trench 118. The roundhouse
was  identified  in  the  geophysical  survey  and  confirmed  during  trial  trenching.  It
consisted of a sub-circular eaves drip gully, 15m in diameter with no obvious entrance.
Two sections were excavated through the gully,  3245 and  3249. The gully measured
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between 0.36 and 0.76m wide and between 0.15 and 0.24m deep with a U shaped
profile. It contained a small assemblage of later Iron Age pottery (14 sherds, 9g).

Roundhouse 3

3.3.13 Roundhouse 3 was located in the south-western end of Trench 119. The roundhouse
was  identified  in  the  geophysical  survey  and  confirmed  during  trial  trenching.  It
consisted of a circular eaves drip gully, 14m in diameter with an entrance facing north-
east.  One section was excavated through the gully,  3408.  The gully measured 1.3m
wide and 0.63m deep with a U shaped profile. It contained a small assemblage of later
Iron Age pottery (9 sherds, 67g) and a few small fragments of sheep/goat and cattle
bone. The upper fill (3406) also contained part of a shale bracelet (SF 163).

Roundhouse 4

3.3.14 Roundhouse 4 was located in the north-eastern end of Trench 115. The roundhouse
was identified in the geophysical survey.  It consisted of a circular eaves drip gully, 14m
in diameter  with an entrance facing east.  Two sections were excavated through the
gully, 1773 and 1776. The gully measured between 0.6 and 0.7m wide and between 0.3
and 0.55m deep with a U shaped profile. The two excavated sections contained a large
assemblage of middle and later Iron Age pottery (in total 51 sherds, 601g) and a few
small  fragments  of  animal  bone.  Cereals,  charcoal  and  small  burnt  bones  were
retrieved from the environmental samples.

Roundhouse 5

3.3.15 Roundhouse 5 was located in the south-eastern end of Trench 116. The roundhouse
was only identified during trial trenching and consisted of the southern side of an eaves
drip gully.  8m of  the gully  was present  in  the Trench and from this  an approximate
diameter of 12m was extrapolated for the roundhouse. Three sections were excavated
through the gully, 2685, 2687 and 2689. The gully measured between 0.37 and 0.45m
wide and between 0.18 and 0.22m deep with a U shaped profile. It contained a small
assemblage of  later  Iron Age pottery (8 sherds,  48g)  and a few small  fragments of
animal bone. Cereals and charcoal were retrieved from the environmental samples.

The road way

3.3.16 A 9m wide road way extending east-west along the crest of the south facing slope in
Fields C&D was identified in the geophysical  survey.  Trial  trenching proved that  the
eastern  part  of  it  was  dated  to  the  later  Iron  Age.  It  appeared  to  run  between
roundhouses  2-5  and  incorporated  the  southern  enclosure  ditch  of  Focus  IX  in  its
layout. The only features evident were the road side ditches, present in Trench 119 as
ditches 1920 and 3410. They measured between 1.5 and 3m wide and between 0.44
and 0.75m deep. The fills contained a small assemblage of Middle and later Iron Age
pottery and single cattle and horse bones.

Focus VII: Tri vallate enclosure: Field D – Trench 113 (Figure 23)

3.3.17 Geophysical  survey  and  trial  trenching  confirmed  the  presence  of  a  tri  vallate
enclosure located on the highest point of the east to west ridge close to the eastern site
boundary in field D. The enclosure comprised three sub oval ditches, one inside the
other and all roughly symmetrical. Taking the outer boundary ditch as the full extent of
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the focus, it enclosed an area of approximately 0.4ha. The enclosure was orientated
east to west with a possible entrance to the south-west.

3.3.18 The east to west ridge is the highest point in fields C and D, but it also rises slightly
from west to east to 26.5m OD, which is where Focus VII was located. This afforded a
clear line of site to all the other foci on the site and to Love's Farm to the north. It may
also have been possible, depending on vegetation and tree cover, to see part of the
flood plain of the Ouse away to the south-west, close to the Eynesbury complex.

3.3.19 Looking at the geophysical results alone there was a strong suggestion that this was a
Neolithic long barrow, given its size, shape and location at this prominent point in the
landscape. However, all the dating evidence retrieved during trial trenching proved that
this enclosure dated to the later Iron Age. Its proximity to the unenclosed roundhouses
and road way (Focus VI) and the double square enclosure (Focus VIII), all  of which
originated in the middle Iron Age, suggests a similar date of origin for this Focus. This
was an unusual enclosure without parallel on the site. The multi vallate nature of the
Focus suggests either several phases of construction of an agricultural enclosure or the
deliberate  construction  of  multiple  banks  and  ditches  for  a  specific,  but  as  yet
undetermined purpose.

The outer enclosure ditch

3.3.20 The  outer  ditch  enclosed  an  area  of  approximately  0.4ha  and  formed  an  almost
complete ovate circuit. In the south-west corner there was a gap of 5m which may have
been an entrance in to the enclosure. Ditch section  2919 was excavated through the
outer ditch. It measured 1.52m wide and 0.52m deep with a V shaped profile. Its two
fills  contained  a  small  assemblage  of  later  Iron  Age  pottery  (10  sherds,  49g),
sheep/goat bone and a single horse bone and a small quantity of fired clay.

The middle enclosure ditch

3.3.21 There was a gap of approximately 3m between the outer ditch and the middle ditch.
The  middle  ditch  mirrored  the  outer  ditch  apart  form  on  the  eastern  side,  where,
according to the geophysics there was a much wider gap of 18m.  Ditch section 3608

and re-cut 3609 was excavated through the middle ditch. Ditch 3608 measured 1.25m
wide and 0.5m deep with a U shaped profile. Its two fills were dark and had a humic
component  and contained a small  assemblage of  later  Iron Age pottery (11 sherds,
86g). The re-cut 3609 measured 2.2m wide and 0.6m deep with a small assemblage of
later Iron Age pottery (23 sherds, 164g) and animal bone (sheep/goat, cattle and horse)
retrieved from the upper fill. 

The inner enclosure ditch

3.3.22 There was a gap of approximately 3m between the middle ditch and the inner ditch.
The inner ditch mirrored the other two ditches except ran only about half the curcuit.
The results of trial trenching did not match exactly with the geophysics when it came to
the inner ditch. Ditch 3603 was the closest, and was on the right alignment. It measured
2m wide and 0.6m deep with a V shaped profile.  Its  two fills contained a moderate
assemblage of later Iron Age pottery (19 sherds, 361g), animal bone (cattle, sheep/goat
and a single pig bone) and fired clay.

3.3.23 Ditch  3254 and re-cut  3256 did not appear on the geophysical  survey.  It  may have
been part  of  Focus VII  but it  did appear to cut the middle ditch  3609.  A single tiny
fragment of later Iron Age pottery was retrieved from ditch 3254.
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Focus VIII: Double square enclosure: Field D – Trench 114-115 (Figure 24)

3.3.24 Focus VIII was partially identified in the geophysical survey and partially extrapolated
from the results of trial trenching. It was located in the east of field D, just to the south
of  the highest  part  of  the  east  to  west  ridge,  at  approximately  25.5m. This position
would have afforded a clear line of site to the south, west and east but being just off the
brow of the hill would have restricted the view north.

3.3.25 The focus consisted of two square ditched enclosures, a western and an eastern, the
western being about twice the size of the eastern. The two enclosures were probably
attached to each other along the western arm of the eastern enclosure although as this
was  partially  extrapolated  it  is  impossible  to  be  sure.  There  was  a  good  artefact
assemblage indicative of occupation, including a mixture of middle and late Iron Age
pottery. Significantly, all the pottery from the western enclosure was dated as middle
Iron Age.

3.3.26 These  two  discrete  enclosures  are  a  focus  in  their  own  right  but  were  probably
associated with the dispersed settlement activity near by such as one or more of the
roundhouses and the roadway to the north. The closest roundhouse lay approximately
7m to  the west  in  Trench 116.  Focus VII  lay  60m to  the east  and contained some
contemporary pottery. The two enclosures may have been animal pens or could have
held  structures  themselves.  There  was  a  striking  resemblance  between  this  double
enclosure and HAD VI, excavated at Haddenham 30 km to the north east at the mouth
of the Ouse delta (Evans and Hodder 2006; 281-293). HAD VI consisted of two square
enclosures with internal banks and internal roundhouses. It was contemporary in date,
later Iron Age, and the two enclosures were similar in size to those in Focus VIII (there
was a north and south; the south was approximately 35m2 and the north approximately
22m2).

The western enclosure

3.3.27 The western enclosure boundary ditch enclosed an area of approximately 40m x 35m.
The geophysics only hinted at the possibility of an enclosure here. The enclosure was
extrapolated because of the presence of ditch 1913 in Trench 115 and its location next
to the eastern enclosure. It was slightly sub-square in plan and there was no evidence
for  an entrance.  Two sections were excavated through the western enclosure ditch,
1797 and  1913, measuring between 1.5 and 2.1m wide and between 0.88 and 1.3m
deep with a steep sided U shaped profile. It contained up to seven fills. Both ditches
contained a moderate assemblage of middle Iron Age pottery spread throughout their
fills (31 sherds, 92g from ditch 1797; 36 sherds, 775g from ditch 1913), including some
large  sherds  from domestic  vessels,  some scored,  as  well  as  animal  bone  (cattle,
sheep/goat, horse, pig and a single roe deer bone), fired clay and burnt stones.

3.3.28 There was a single internal feature, pit 1497, which may have been contemporary but
could also have been earlier. It contained two small sherds of pottery, dated as possibly
Neolithic  on  the  basis  that  both  sherds  were  flint  tempered.   As  the  use  of  flint
tempering predominates until the fifth century BC it is possible that this pit is also Iron
Age.

3.3.29 Directly to the west of the enclosure was associated ditch 3401. It was only 0.9m wide
and 0.15m deep  but  contained  a  large  assemblage  of  middle  Iron  Age  pottery  (95
sherds, 548g).
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The eastern enclosure

3.3.30 The  eastern  enclosure  boundary  ditch  enclosed  an  area  of  approximately  25m2.
Geophysical  survey  identified  much of  its  sub-square  shape.  There  was  a  possible
entrance along the northern arm, measuring approximately 4m wide. Two sections were
excavated through the eastern enclosure ditch, 1905 and 2286, measuring between 2.2
and 2.6m wide and 1.1m deep with a U shaped profile. It contained a mixture of middle
and late Iron Age pottery (39 sherds, 204g), as well as sheep/goat, horse and pig bone.
The upper fill of ditch 1905 (1906) also contained a rare brooch (SF 97), thought to date
to the middle of the 3rd century BC.

There  was  a  single  internal  ditch,  1910, orientated  north-north-east  to  south-south-
west, parallel to the western and eastern arms. It contained a small assemblage of late
Iron Age pottery (9 sherds, 36g). This could have been a sub-division of the enclosure
or a small sub-enclosure in the corner of the eastern enclosure.

Focus IX: Road side enclosure and roundhouse 6: Field D – Trench 116 (Figure

25)

3.3.31 Focus IX was located in the western end of Trench 116 on the top of the ridge of high
land in field D, lying at approximately 25.5m OD. From here there would have been a
clear  line  of  site  to  all  other  parts  of  the  site.  Focus IX consisted of  a  three-sided
enclosure ditch and an internal roundhouse. The southern arm of the enclosure ditch
formed part of the northern road way ditch. There were two other associated ditches,
one inside and one outside of the enclosure. 

Main enclosure ditch

3.3.32 The enclosure ditch was identified in  the geophysical  survey as two separate ditch
lines, the southern one of which continued to the west. However, part of this southern
ditch,  when combined with  the northern,  formed a  convincing three-sided enclosure
around the roundhouse. The southern ditch, which ran east to west, may also have
formed one side of the contemporary roadway. The enclosure ditch was excavated in
one location along the western arm, 1499. At this point the ditch was very shallow and
contained a metalled surface of compacted pebbles. It measured 1.5m wide and 0.25m
deep and contained a small assemblage of later Iron Age pottery (22 sherds, 144g).
The metalled  surface  extended across  the Trench,  how far  it  extended beyond the
Trench was not known. It is most likely that this was a crossing point and therefore the
metalling  would  not  have  extended  far.  The  southern  arm  was  identified  but  not
excavated.

Roundhouse 6

3.3.33 The roundhouse consisted of an eaves drip gully and an internal pit or post-pad. The
gully  was  identified  in  the  geophysical  survey  as  a  circular  feature  with  an  internal
diameter  of  13.1m.  It  corresponded  with  gullies  2095 and  2695 which  measured
between 0.73 and 1m wide and between 0.09 and 0.33m deep with a U shaped profile.
The only artefacts from either was a small assemblage of animal bone in gully 2695.

3.3.34 The roundhouse had one internal feature, a pit or post-pad, which lay to the west of the
centre of the roundhouse. It appeared to have been originally dug as pit 2100 and had
gradually silted up. It  was then re-cut  as pit  2097 which contained several  cobbles.

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 31 of 119 Report Number 1062



These  could  have  been  packing  or  the  support  for  an  internal  post.  This  later  pit
contained some charcoal.

Other features in Focus IX

There were two ditches which ran parallel with the western arm of the enclosure ditch,
orientated north to south. Ditch 1505 was within the enclosure, lying 0.7m to the east of
ditch 1499, and ditch 2879 was outside of the enclosure, located 4m to the west of ditch
1499. Both contained a small assemblage of pottery, which in ditch 2879 dated to the
middle Iron Age.

Focus X: Rectangular enclosure and roundhouse 7: Field C – Trench 100 (Figure

26)

3.3.35 The features which made up Focus X were identified in the geophysical survey but it
was the dating evidence obtained during trial  trenching which suggested this was a
discrete focus of activity. It was located close to the eastern field boundary of field C at
approximately 24.5m OD. Its southern edge sat at the point where the south facing
slope  began  to  run  more  steeply  down  towards  the  Hen  Brook.  This  would  have
afforded a very good line of site south towards the foci in the Southern Zone. To the
west Foci XI-XII would have been visible as would Foci VI-IX in field D. Its position off
the higher ground meant that views to the north would have been restricted. The focus
consisted  of  a  main  enclosure  ditch,  rectangular  in  shape,  which  was  partially
extrapolated  where  it  ran  under  the  modern  field  boundary.  It  enclosed  an  area
measuring 50m x 35m. Within the enclosure was a roundhouse and four internal sub-
dividing ditches.

Main enclosure ditch

3.3.36 The outer enclosure ditch comprised several separate elements from the geophysical
survey which formed the southern, western and northern arms of the enclosure. The
eastern arm was extrapolated as it lay under the modern field boundary. Together, the
separate elements formed a rectangular shape.

3.3.37 Two  sections  were  excavated  through  the  outer  enclosure  ditch,  2275 and  2847,
measuring between 2.1 and 2.4m wide and between 0.82 and 1.3m deep with a U
shaped profile. There was a good artefact assemblage from the outer ditch. Ditch 2275

contained a mixed assemblage of middle and later Iron Age pottery in three of its five
fills (20 sherds, 557g) including an unusual sherd similar to La Tène decorated vessels
found at Dragonby dated to the 2nd to 1st centuries BC (May 1996, fig. 19.60, 711).
Significantly the middle Iron Age pottery came from the lower fill and the later Iron Age
pot from the upper fill suggesting an earlier presence in this Focus. It also contained
over  1.5kg  of  animal  bone,  including  sheep/goat,  cattle,  horse  and  dog.  It  also
contained a piece of sawn antler (SF 150) and a fragment of burnt quern stone (SF
152).

Roundhouse 7

3.3.38 The roundhouse consisted of a curvilinear gully which formed a circular shape in the
geophysical survey with a possible entrance facing east. The internal diameter of the
roundhouse, taken from the geophysics, was 14m. Gullies  3015 and  3021 in Trench
100, while not lining up perfectly with the geophysics, were on the right alignment and
were  of  the  correct  form.  The  gullies  measured  between  0.4  and  0.87m wide  and
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between 0.08 and 0.49m deep with a U shaped profile. Gully 3015 contained a single
sherd of later Iron Age pottery (6g).

Internal ditches

3.3.39 There were three internal ditches within the main enclosure of  Focus 5. Ditch  2082

measured 2.18m wide and 0.86m deep with a complex profile. It contained a moderate
assemblage of pottery (44 sherds, 492g) with later Iron Age wares in the lower fill and
Late Pre Roman Iron Age wares in the upper, animal bone (sheep/goat, cattle, pig, dog
and a single roe deer bone) and fired clay. The geophysics suggest this was part of a
smaller sub-enclosure. 

3.3.40 The other two ditches,  3017 and 2281, were aligned east to west and lay close to or
within the footprint of the roundhouse. The most obvious explanation for this is that they
belong to a different phase although  3017 contained later Iron Age pottery (7 sherds,
36g). The other possibility is that the roundhouse sits slightly further to the north than
the geophysics results indicated, which also fits better with the trial trenching results.

Focus XI: House enclosure and related boundaries: Field C – Trenches 91, 93 and

96 (Figure 27)

3.3.41 Focus  XI  was  located  directly  to  the  north  of  Focus  XII  in  field  C  at  24m  OD.  It
consisted  of  features  first  identified  in  geophysics.  These  included  a  small  square
enclosure  bounded  to  the  south  by  a  ditch  whose  layout  made  reference  to  and
respected the presence of Focus XII. A further ditch lay to the east. Dating was mixed
but suggested an origin in the later Iron Age. It is plausible that a roundhouse stood in
the  enclosure  given  its  size.  Contemporary  roundhouses  seemed  to  be  spaced  at
roughly equal distances in Site 3. Looking at the pattern suggests there should be a
roundhouse in this part of Site 3.

Square enclosure

3.3.42 The square enclosure which was the main component of Focus XI enclosed an area of
no more than 25m2. There was no obvious entrance according to the geophysics. Its
southern  arm  was  part  of  the  associated  boundary  ditch.  A  single  section  was
excavated through the enclosure ditch, 1266. It measured 2.4m wide and 1m deep with
a U shaped profile. Its five fills contained a small mixed assemblage of pottery, dating
between the middle Iron Age and early Roman period, suggesting the enclosure was
open for a considerable period of time.

3.3.43 There  was  a  narrow  internal  ditch  2055 which  was  orientated  east  to  west  and
contained 2 small sherds (3g) of Iron Age pottery.

Boundary ditches

3.3.44 The main boundary ditch in Focus XI started in Trench 91 and ran north-west to south-
east for 50m before turning to run south-west to north-east for a further 85m, part of
which was slightly curvilinear. The reason for the change in orientation was due to the
presence of Focus XII  to the south,  which it  seemed to respect.  Two sections were
excavated through the boundary ditch,  1767 and  2265,  measuring between 2.4 and
2.7m wide  and  between  0.34  and  1.1m deep  with  a  U  shaped  profile.  Ditch  1767

contained a small assemblage of later Iron Age pottery (14 sherds, 86g) and ditch 2265

contained LPRIA pottery.
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3.3.45 There was one associated ditch to the east,  1763 in Trench 96. It contained a small
assemblage of Iron Age pottery (6 sherds, 15g). When considered together, the layout
of  the two boundary ditches appeared to  be defining access,  possibly  for  livestock,
around the north of Focus XII. 

Focus XII: Triple sub-square enclosure: Field C – Trench 93 (Figure 28)

3.3.46 Focus XII was first identified during geophysical survey. It was located in the south of
Trench 93 at approximately 23m OD on the lip of the south facing slope in field C which
ran down to the Hen Brook. Its position would have afforded a clear line of site to all the
other foci on the site. The focus consisted of three small separate ditched sub-square
enclosures,  described  here  as  eastern,  western  and  southern.  Significantly,  each
enclosure was of equal size, approximately 30m2. This focus was clearly significant for
longer  than the period of  its  initial  use.  Focus XI,  which was contemporary and lay
directly to the north, respected its layout. In subsequent periods this Focus was clearly
still  a major landmark as its position became the corner of a large rectangular field.
Even more surprisingly, when the First Edition Ordnance Survey map of 1888 is laid
over the top of the geophysical results the centre point of Focus XII sits at the junction
of three fields, evidence of continuity in the landscape over two thousand years.

3.3.47 The eastern enclosure ditch was interpreted in the geophysics as being a closed circuit,
while  the  western  and southern  enclosures  overlapped and had the  appearance of
being attached to  the eastern  enclosure.  Two sections  were  excavated through the
eastern enclosure, ditches 1464 and 2266, measuring between 3.2 and 3.6m wide and
between  1.2  and  1.4m  deep  with  a  U  shaped  or  V  shaped  profile.  Both  ditches
contained pottery as well  as  a cattle radius in ditch  1464 and single horse and pig
bones in ditch 2266. Ditch 1464 contained pottery dated as later Iron Age and Iron Age
(16 sherds, 199g) including a large storage jar sherd with slashed cordon decoration.
Ditch 2266 contained a mixture of later Iron Age and Late Pre Roman Iron Age pottery
(9 sherds, 96g). The eastern enclosure contained an internal C shaped feature, which
looked on the geophysics like a possible structure. However, trial trenching proved the
ditch to be too substantial. Ditch 1469 measured 2.5m wide and 1.05m deep with a U
shaped profile. It contained a small quantity of middle Iron Age pottery (11 sherds, 20g)
as did pit 1473 (6 sherds, 89g) which cut in to the top of ditch 1469. The internal feature
appeared more square and larger in the Trench than it was in the geophysics. What the
purpose of such a substantial ditch within an already small enclosure was, was unclear.

3.3.48 Neither the western or southern enclosure ditch was excavated although the southern
enclosure was identified in the Trench.

Focus XIII: Crouched burial: Field C – Trench 83

3.3.49 A single human crouched burial was discovered in the south end of Trench 83. It was
undated but given the form of burial and the presence of later Iron Age activity near by
it has been assigned to this period.  A similar burial from the adjacent excavations at
Love's Farm was carbon dated to 360-110BC (SUERC-21982,GU-17895). Such burials
are commonly located close to the homes of the departed.
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Further dispersed later Iron Age settlement activity in Site 3

3.3.50 In addition to the the Foci  discussed there were also two smaller enclosures in the
north of field D.

Enclosures

3.3.51 Evidence for two small enclosures of later Iron Age date were recorded in the north of
field D in Trench 122. The first was a rectangular enclosure towards the south of the
Trench, partially identified in the geophysics and excavated as ditches 2316 and 2317.
Ditch  2316 was particularly large given the size of the enclosure, measuring 2m wide
and 1m deep, containing a single sherd (11g) of Iron Age pot.

3.3.52 The second enclosure was located in the far north of Trench 122 in a location where
there was no other settlement activity. It was only identified during trial trenching so its
extent could not be determined. It  appeared to be curvilinear though, suggesting an
enclosure rather than a boundary and the ditch was substantial. Ditch 2291 measured
3.4m wide and 1.8m deep. Its upper fill contained a varied assemblage of later Iron Age
pottery (22 sherds, 255g) and the lower fill  contained environmental evidence in the
form of charred sedges.

Late pre Roman Iron Age

Focus XIV: Extensive hilltop farmstead: Fields B-D (Figures 29 and 34)

3.3.53 Focus XIV was the most extensive Focus in all three zones. In the later Iron Age it has
been demonstrated that there were a series of discrete settlement Foci in Site 3. In the
LPRIA and subsequent periods the settlement pattern changed with much of Site 3, the
higher ground in fields C and D, being divided in to large fields or enclosures. There
was  a  transition  to  more  nucleated,  highly  planned  and  organised  agricultural
landscape with  a  large double  ditched enclosure  at  its  core  which  commanded the
higher ground of  the east to west  ridge of  high land.  An east to west road way lay
directly to the south of  the double ditched enclosure. Surrounding the road and the
double ditched enclosure was an infield system bounded by impressive ditches, almost
monumental in scale. This included large rectangular fields to the south and north of
the road and a 'ladder'  enclosure to the north of  the double ditched enclosure.  The
development of Focus XIV through this and successive periods can be seen in Figure
34.

The 'Fortlet'  A rectilinear double-ditched hilltop enclosure (Figure 30)

3.3.54 At the centre of Focus XIV lay a double ditched enclosure located on a relatively flat
plateau on top of the ridge in the centre of Field C, at approximately 24m OD. The
remains  consisted  of  two  large  ditches,  an  outer  and  an  inner,  which  formed  a
rectilinear  shape,  enclosing  approximately  0.7ha  from  the  outer  ditch.  The  ditches
mirrored each other, the inner lying directly next to the outer. The eastern side of the
focus  was obscured by  the  modern  field  boundary.  Dating evidence suggested  this
enclosure  was  first  constructed  in  the  LPRIA but  continued  in  use  in  successive
phases. There were multiple internal ditches, some of which dated to this phase, some
to later phases and others that were not investigated during trial trenching. 

3.3.55 The location of the enclosure afforded a clear line of site to all the other foci on the site
and beyond. Strategically, the enclosure would have commanded the higher land of the
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east to west ridge across fields C and D. The exact position may have been located to
exploit a particularly flat piece of land which the enclosure ditches appeared to encircle.
The enclosure sat at the centre of Focus XIV, a pattern previously observed at Focus IV
in Site 1, where a large rectilinear enclosure also sat at the centre of the Focus. The
size  of  the  enclosure  ditches,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  its  a  double  ditch  and
presumably bank, suggests this was more than a simple agricultural enclosure. 

3.3.56 The inner ditch was excavated in two locations, ditches  2435 and  3005. It measured
between 3.7 and 3.9m wide and between 1.25 and 1.6m deep with a U shaped profile.
There  was also  evidence of  an  earlier  version  of  the  inner  ditch,  1460,  which  was
truncated  by  ditch  2435 and  was  undated.  Only  ditch  2435 contained  pottery,  with
LPRIA pottery in lower fill 2434 (1 sherd, 13g), Transitional pottery in fill 2433 (4 sherds,
29g)  and early  Roman pot  in  the upper  fill  2432 (12 sherds,  106g).  This  sequence
attests  to  the length of  use of  this  enclosure.  There  was also  a  large animal  bone
assemblage, especially from 2432, the upper fill of  2435, including cattle, sheep/goat,
horse,  dog  and  a  crow  bone.  This  fill  also  contained  a  3rd century  Roman  coin
(Antoninianus of Gallienus) again attesting to the longevity of use (SF 58).

3.3.57 The outer ditch was excavated in two locations, ditches  1845 and  2836.  It  varied in
size, measuring between 3.1 and 5.6m wide and between 0.88 and 1.88m deep with a
wide U shaped profile. As with the inner ditch the pottery sequence provided evidence
of how long the enclosure was open. Ditch  2836 contained LPRIA pottery in lower fill
2833 (3 sherds, 113g) and early Roman pot in the upper fills (8 sherds, 169g). Fill 2830
also contained a Nauheim type copper brooch (SF 37) which dates to the very end of
the Late Iron Age. Animal bone only came from ditch 2836. It was predominantly horse
along with cattle, dog and red deer.

3.3.58 Several  internal  ditches were dated as Late Pre Roman Iron Age including  1852 in
Trench  85, aligned  north  to  south  on  the  geophysics  and  seemed  to  bissect  the
enclosure. Environmental sampling of this ditch revealed spelt or emmer grains and a
berry. Ditch 1251 ran east to west and ditch 2437 north to south, the latter containing
1.3kg (32 sherds) of Late Pre Roman Iron Age pottery. Neither were identified in the
geophysical survey but could have formed a smaller sub-enclosure. Directly to the east
of 2437 in Trench 85 was narrow ditch terminus 2440, which contained part of a late La
Tene style carinated and cordoned jar or bowl.

The road way

3.3.59 The road way, which originated in the later Iron Age, was extended across the Central
Zone, running east to west directly to the south of the double ditched enclosure. It was
evidenced again by road side ditches which were picked up as far west as Trench 89 in
field  B.  The  ditches  were  substantial  in  places,  particularly  in  trenches  92  and  93,
although this may have been because at this point the ditches also represented the
boundaries to large fields. For example, ditch 1869 in Trench 92 measured 4.7m wide
and 1.5m deep with a steep sided V shaped profile. It contained a small assemblage of
later Iron Age and LPRIA pottery (15 sherds, 226g) as well as sheep/goat, dog and pig
bone.

Rectilinear field system to north and south of the road

3.3.60 On either side of the road way there was evidence for organised and regular division of
the land in to equal blocks. On each side of the road was a large rectangular ditched
field, each enclosing approximately 100m x 220m (2.2ha). The eastern sides of these
fields was obscured by the modern field boundary between fields C and D. To the north
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of  the double ditched enclosure was a similarly  sized field,  described below as the
'ladder' enclosure, which measured 90m x 200m. There was clearly a planned layout
being enforced which made use of a particular unit of measurement.

3.3.61 The  large  rectilinear  field  to  the  north  of  the  road  contained  the  double  ditched
enclosure within its  limits.  In the west of  the field were further ditches and features
which  sub-divided  the  internal  space  and  contained  evidence  of  settlement.  These
included  ditches  2256 and  2260 in  Trench  92,  aligned  east  to  west.  Ditch  2256

contained a moderate assemblage of LPRIA pottery (42 sherds, 354g). Ditch  2443 in
Trench 85, aligned north to south, contained a large mixed assemblage of later Iron
Age and LPRIA pottery (112 sherds, 1.3kg) including two sherds which had a single
drilled  hole  (SF  51  and  52).  In  both  cases  the  hole  had  been  made  post  firing
suggesting  the  vessels  were  re-used  for  a  secondary  domestic  function,  possibly
sieving or draining. 

3.3.62 The large rectilinear field to the south of the road referenced Focus XII in its south-west
corner. It contained a series of smaller rectilinear enclosures which were identified in
the geophysical survey and looked less regular in plan as well as Focus XI which as the
dating evidence suggested was still in use during the LPRIA. There were two smaller
rectilinear enclosures in particular which were dated to this period and were excavated
in trenches 95 and 100. The first was directly to the south of the road and the south
side  of  its  outer  ditch  was  excavated  in  Trench  95.  There  were  several  phases  of
construction evident  with  ditches  1885 and  1892 representing the earliest  and ditch
1889 representing the later re-cut. The two earlier ditches probably best represent the
enclosure's initial use in the LPRIA. Between them they contained a small assemblage
of later Iron Age pottery (7 sherds, 63g) and a small animal bone assemblage (cattle
and sheep/goat).

The second small enclosure had the appearance of being attached to the south of the
first. It enclosed an area of approximately 50m x 40m and its outer ditch was excavated
in Trench 95, ditch 1292. It measured 3.5m wide and 1.1m deep with a U shaped profile
and contained a small assemblage of LPRIA pottery (14 sherds, 144g) and two cattle
bones in its four fills.

'Ladder' enclosure

3.3.63 Extending to the north of the double ditched enclosure was a large rectilinear enclosure
sub divided into a series of small enclosures which formed a ladder shape close to the
field boundary in the east of field C. Some elements of the enclosure were identified in
the geophysical  survey,  while  other  parts  were extrapolated from the results  of  trial
trenching. The outer ditch enclosed an area of approximately 1.8ha. Although originally
constructed  during  the  LPRIA  this  enclosure  stayed  open  and  was  modified  in
subsequent periods.

3.3.64 Starting with the western arm of the outer ditch which ran south to north, ditch 2651 in
Trench 78  matched with  the geophysics.  It  was then extrapolated as  ditch  2633 in
Trench 74, ditch 1451 in Trench 73 and an unexcavated ditch in the south-east end of
Trench 75. As the ditch did not run north to Trench 72 it was believed the ditch turned
west to east towards the modern field boundary. To the east of the field boundary the
ditch possibly turned again, matching one of the unexcavated geophysical signals to
run parallel to the western arm. Along the southern arm the ditch was excavated as
1175 in  Trench 84.  The four  excavated  sections  of  the  main  outer  ditch  measured
between 1.6 and 2.96m wide and between 0.42 and 0.86m deep. It contained a mixture
of LPRIA and Transitional pottery but never in large quantities, 1451 contained the most
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(2 sherds, 100g). There was also an assemblage of animal bone, including cattle, horse
and sheep/goat.

3.3.65 There were several  internal  ditches dated to  this  period;  ditches  1449 and  2228 in
Trench  71  and  ditch  2631 in  Trench  74.  Ditch  2228 was  the  most  impressive,
measuring 3m wide and 1m deep with a U shaped profile.  Its  five fills  contained a
mixture of LPRIA and Transitional pottery (45 sherds, 713g) and a small assemblage of
animal bone (cattle and sheep/goat). The ditch also contained a fragment of a large
millstone in primary fill  2227 (SF 25), and in the upper fill  (2224) a Colchester type
brooch  of  1st century  AD  date  (SF  24)  and  a  Late  Iron  Age  coin,  specifically  a
Trinovantian  celtic  unit  depicting  Cunobeline  with  a  Romanised  head  (SF  23).
Environmental remains in the form of duckweed indicate the presence of standing water
in the ditch.

Cultivation strips

3.3.66 To the west of the large rectilinear fields and on both sides of the road way in fields B
and C was evidence for cultivation strips laid out over a large area, extending from
Trench 78 in the north to Trench 87 in the south. These consisted of regularly spaced
linear  ditches  between  3-5m  apart.  Nine  sections  were  excavated  through  the
cultivation strips,  2802 was typical measuring 0.61m wide and 0.11m deep. Only one
small sherd of Iron Age pottery (4g) from 2666 was retrieved. 

3.3.67 The strips appeared in multiple trenches and it was difficult to ascertain the  extent of
the  arable  fields  they  represent  as  they  were  only  identified  during  trial  trenching,
therefore the layout is interpretive based on their presence and alignment in trenches. It
is likely there were several separate fields of cultivation strips to allow access between
them. Two similar  fields  of  cultivation strips  were excavated at  Love's  Farm.  There,
each field measured approximately 80m2 and contained 20 cultivation strips. A similar
pattern may have existed in Focus XIV.

3.3.68 Their northern limit appeared to lie somewhere in the north-eastern end of Trench 78
and they extended south through trenches 79-82. Throughout these trenches they were
aligned north-north-east to south-south-west and were located on a gentle north facing
slope. In the north-eastern end of Trench 78, to the north of where the strips seemed to
end  there  was  several  east  to  west  linear  ditches  which  could  form  the  northern
boundary to the strips. There were further strips in trenches 87 and 89 in field B. These
were aligned north to south suggesting they may have been part of a different field. In
Trench 89 there was also evidence of the relationship with the road. Strip 2672 clearly
terminated  as  it  reached  the  road.  This  suggests  the  cultivation  strips  were
contemporary with, or later than, the laying out of the road. To the east they continued
in trenches 86 and 90, again on a slightly different alignment.

3.3.69 The function of  the cultivation strips  is  not  clear  at  present  but  they are significant
evidence of agricultural activity which is associated with the main settlement of Focus
XIV to the east.

Isolated boundary

3.3.70 In the north-east of field D, towards the edge of Focus XIV, was an isolated boundary
which  ran  north-west  to  south-east  from  close  to  the  eastern  edge  of  the  'ladder'
enclosure for approximately 400m to the eastern boundary of the site. It was identified
in  trenches  118-122  as  ditches  2308,  3042,  2722,  2724 and  3253.  The  boundary
measured between 0.51 and 2.6m wide and between 0.21 and 1m deep.  Only one
section, 2722, contained dating evidence, a single sherd (13g) of LPRIA pottery.

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 38 of 119 Report Number 1062



Early Roman

Focus XIV: Extensive hilltop farmstead: Fields C-D (Figures 31 and 34)

3.3.71 The early Roman period in Focus XIV saw continuity from the previous period as well
as some development (Figure 34). Generally speaking, the main settlement contracted
to both sides of  the modern field boundary with  more activity  in  field  D than in the
previous period. Some elements such as the double ditched enclosure remained open
and in use. Other features such as the main boundaries to the large rectilinear fields
remained visible in the landscape even if not directly in use. The 'ladder' enclosure saw
modification and extended further to the east. The roadway was shifted completely to
the north of the double ditched enclosure. There was evidence in Trench 94 for its old
course being blocked off. To the north of the road and east of the 'ladder' enclosure was
further evidence of settlement activity and in the form of roundhouse 8, which contained
the skeleton of a young horse in its eaves drip gully and good environmental results.
There was also evidence of metalworking in the south of Trench 121, attested by the
presence of slag in several features. The detail of new development during this period
is described below.

Metalled surface in the 'Fortlet'  A rectilinear double-ditched hilltop enclosure

3.3.72 The  inner  and  outer  ditches  of  the  enclosure  remained  open  and  in  use.  Dating
evidence was again  scarce but  as  mentioned in  3.3.53  -  see 3.3.54 the  upper  fills
contained some early Roman pottery. In the eastern half of the enclosure a metalled
surface was discovered in Trench 85, evidence of a road or trackway.  The surface was
only 3m wide from east to west although it could have been partially truncated. There
was evidence of a buried soil (1194), 0.22m deep, which could be agricultural soil from
before the time of  the road. It  was sealed by a clay foundation layer (1193),  0.08m
deep, which was then topped with large cobbles and finally a layer of smaller gravel
(1192),  0.1m  deep,  to  provide  a  more  level  surface.  There  was  a  good  artefact
assemblage associated with the metalled surface. The buried soil  1194 contained a
small assemblage of early Roman pottery (8 sherds, 59g) and a single pig tooth. The
clay foundation layer 1193 contained a single sherd (37g) of Transitional pottery. The
metalled surface itself (1192) contained two fragments of decorated samian pottery (SF
47 and 48), the latter of which depicted the lower two thirds of a warrior figure holding a
sword and shield. This figure type is used in several designs on moulds and vessels
attributed to the potter Drusus ii (125-140 AD). There were also eight nails embedded in
the road (SF 30-36 and 46), the upturned lower half of a Hertfordshire pudding stone
quern incorporated in to the surface (SF 29) and a large assemblage of Romano-British
pottery (105 sherds, 1160g), attesting to the fact that the road probably remained in use
throughout the Roman period.

3.3.73 The metalled surface appeared to be orientated north-east to south-west but it  was
difficult to be sure as the real edges may have been truncated away. The new east to
west road way lay 20m to the north and it may be that this road was perpendicular to it
and was connected to it. Alternatively, if  it  was orientated north-east to south-west it
could have been the access in to the 'Fortlet'. This might explain why it was metalled,
as the entrance in to an important enclosure, but not the road itself. Trench 191 was
deliberately positioned as an extra Trench to try and trace the course of the metalled
surface.  It  was  not  present  in  Trench  191 which  supports  both  theories  of  it  being
associated with the road or being the access in to the 'Fortlet'.
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The 'new' road way and the blocking of the old

3.3.74 The new road still entered Site 3 in roughly the same place in the east of field D but it
now ran to the north of the double ditched enclosure before continuing west through
field  C.  The course of  this  road is  partly  interpretive and as with  the earlier  road it
consisted only of road side ditches identified in several trenches. Ditch 3217 in Trench
124 was possibly the northern road side ditch. It measured 1.28m wide and 0.85m deep
and contained a large mixed assemblage of early Roman and Romano-British pottery
(59 sherds, 864g). The only other location where the road side ditches were definitely
picked up was Trench 82, ditches  2645 and 2649. They measured between 0.61 and
0.89m wide and between 0.31 and 0.38m deep. Both were undated.

3.3.75 The shifting of the road was also evidenced by the fact that the old course was blocked
off. In Trench 94 two features containing significant occupation debris were identified.
The western arm of one of the small  enclosures which originated in the LPRIA was
extended to cut across the old course of the road. It was excavated as ditch 1904 and
its  re-cut  2066.  Ditch  2066 measured 3.6m wide and 1.08m deep with a U shaped
profile. Three of its four fills contained a mixed moderate assemblage of early Roman
and Romano-British pottery (124 sherds, 643g) dating between the middle of the 1st to
late  2nd centuries AD including a fragment of decorated samian (SF 142), as well as
animal bone (cattle, horse and dog) and a fragment of sawn antler (SF 151). Sitting
directly below the upper fill  1900, following the alignment of the ditch but only in the
middle of it was a layer of cobbles. This suggests when the ditch had mostly silted up a
crossing  point  or  causeway  was  created  to  allow  access  in  to  the  enclosure.
Comparative local examples are known from Loves Farm (Hinman forthcoming) and
Cambourne  where  a  1.5m  x  1.2m layer  of  cobbles  were  similarly  deposisted  in  a
shallow linear hollow of Saxon date (Wright et. al. 2009; 29).

3.3.76 To the west of the ditch was pit or ditch terminus 2059, also in the line of the old road.
This  feature,  which  was  partially  obscured  by  the  Trench  edge  contained  a  large
assemblage  of  early  Roman  pottery  (189  sherds,  1.95kg)  including  a  sherd  of
decorated samian (SF 43) and a semi complete sandy grey ware narrow mouthed jar
(SF  133).  It  also  contained  a  sawn  cattle  horn  core  (SF  161)  and  environmental
evidence in the from of cereals.

The 'ladder' enclosure

3.3.77 The 'ladder' enclosure was modified, becoming wider east to west and smaller north to
south. Although it contracted again in the Romano-British period the main part of it, in
the west of field D, persisted and is therefore discussed below in 3.3.??. In addition,
many of the pottery assemblages were mixed although there was more later than early
Romano-British material.

Roundhouse 8 and associated boundaries

3.3.78 Roundhouse  8  was  located  in  Trench  125.  The  roundhouse  was  identified  in  the
geophysical survey and confirmed during trial trenching. It consisted of a circular eaves
drip gully, 13m in diameter with an entrance facing north. Two sections were excavated
through the gully, 1310 and 1319. The gully measured between 0.88 and 1m wide and
between 0.2 and 0.4m deep with a U shaped profile.  Gully  1310 contained a small
assemblage of early Roman pottery (9 sherds, 62g) and a badly truncated skeleton of a
horse.  The horse was lying along the line of  the gully  and appeared to  have been
deliberately buried. Gully 1319 contained Romano-British pottery (20 sherds, 318g) and
good environmental results including spelt, barley, rumex, plantago, brassica and tiny
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(rush?)  seeds.  The  pottery  is  of  2nd century  AD  date  placing  the  roundhouse
somewhere on the cusp of the early and late Roman periods.

3.3.79 A boundary ditch aligned north to south lay directly to the west  of  the roundhouse,
excavated as ditch  1315 in Trench 125 and ditch  2118 in  Trench 127. Both ditches
contained a small  quantity of early Roman pottery. A north to south boundary to the
east of roundhouse 8, excavated as ditch 2111 in Trench 127 and ditch 2906 in Trench
124 was also early Roman in date. Ditch 2111 in particular contained a relatively large
assemblage (78 sherds, 664g). This boundary appeared to form the eastern boundary
of Focus XIV in the early Roman period.

Metalworking area

3.3.80 In the southern end of  Trench 121, to the north of  the contemporary road way and
outside the main settlement area of Focus XIV in the early Roman period, were several
features which contained a large quantity of slag. Ditch  1519, which appeared in the
geophysical survey, contained 1.5kg of slag. Narrow ditch terminus 1524 to the south
contained 35g of  slag.  Ditches  1526 and  1528 to  the  north  contained 447g of  slag
between them. The slag comprised metal working waste, two fragments of hearth lining
where slag is attached to vitrified clay and hammerscale, suggesting metalworking in
the immediate vicinity.  The features also contained small  quantities  of  early  Roman
pottery  and  narrow  ditch  terminus  1524 contained  a  fishscale  and  cereal  grains
indicative of domestic consumption in an environmental sample. The furnace was not
located but the evidence points to the likely presence of a small enclosure or structure
associated  with  metalworking.  Importantly  these  results  have  identified an industrial
area away from the main settlement.

Romano-British

Focus XIV: Extensive hilltop farmstead: Fields C-D (Figures 32 and 34)

3.3.81 In  the  Romano-British  or  Late  Roman  period  Focus  XIV  contracts  to  two  main
locations. The 'ladder' enclosure becomes a smaller rectilinear enclosure in the west of
field  D,  the  shape  of  which  was  partially  informed  by  the  geophysical  survey.  Its
western  boundary  appeared  to  be  delineated  by  the  course  of  the  modern  field
boundary. Trial trenching through the enclosure, mainly of its outer ditches uncovered a
significant  amount of  Romano-British occupation debris  suggesting there was still  a
thriving settlement present. There was no direct dating evidence for the road still being
open but is likely to have still been used as the route across the higher ground in Site 3.
The double ditched enclosure was re-cut in part. To the south, in the east of field C, one
of the earlier smaller enclosures appeared to still  be in use, evidenced again by the
pottery assemblages.  Attached to this  in  the west  of  field  D was another  rectilinear
enclosure in trenches 105 and 107 which revealed good evidence of crop processing.

Rectilinear settlement enclosure

3.3.82 The  main  area  of  settlement  in  Focus  XIV  during  the  Romano-British  period  was
contained within a rectilinear ditched enclosure in the west of field C to the north of the
road and on a slight north facing slope. It enclosed approximately 0.6ha. The excavated
sections  of  the  enclosure  produced  the  largest  and  most  varying  assemblages  of
artefacts from the entire site. Its outer ditch was partially identified during geophysical
survey as it ran south to north through trenches 124, 126, and 127. Its western side
was partially visible north and south of Trench 191 but the rest was obscured by the
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modern field  boundary.  Geophysics identified fairly  dense internal  features,  many of
which  were  not  uncovered  during  trial  trenching.  Three  sections  were  excavated
through the outer ditch,  2115,  2894 and 3034, measuring between 1.1 and 2.4m wide
and between 0.44 and 0.48m deep. 

3.3.83 All  three  sections  contained  large  artefact  assemblages.  Ditch  2115 contained  the
least, 41 sherds (423g) of Romano-British pottery, an iron artefact (SF 121) and three
bones (cattle and sheep/goat).  Ditch  2894 contained 1.3 kg (127 sherds) of  pottery,
ranging  from  2nd -  4th centuries  and  two  nails.  Ditch  3034 contained  a  very  large
assemblage of mid-late 3rd century pottery (229 sherds, 3.5kg), 4.3kg of animal bone
(mainly cattle, also sheep/goat, dog and horse), three nails, a green glass bead (SF
143),  a fragment from a glass vessel (SF 144) and, most unusually, a Neolithic flint
hand axe (SF 116). The outer boundary was also identified in Trench 191, ditch 1478.
Here it  was unexcavated but a small  assemblage of  3rd century pottery (22 sherds,
193g) and a 4th century coin (SF 64) were collected from the surface.

3.3.84 To the east of the outer enclosure ditch in Trench 124 was ditch 2481. It also contained
many  artefacts;  a  large  assemblage  of  early  and  late  Roman  pottery  (106  sherds,
1.4kg), animal bone, three mid 4th century coins (SF 99-101), a bone gaming counter
(SF 102), a fragment from a glass vessel (SF 103), two hobnails and a lead sealing (SF
114. There was also environmental evidence in the form of cereals, chaff, grass seeds
and a  fishscale.  The large quantity  of  rubbish found in  these ditches suggests  this
became a dumping ground in the late Roman period, presumably as the settlement was
going out of use.

3.3.85 The geophysics highlighted a fairly high density of internal features. These were mainly
unexcavated but probably date to the early and late Roman periods. The western end
of  Trench 124 hinted at  the possible density of features within the enclosure. There
were  a  series  of  stratified  ditches,  pits  and  layers,  including  those  ditches  already
mentioned, in an area no more than 20m wide. Within this area there was further large
assemblages  of  pottery  and  good  environmental  results  including  major  crop
processing waste, lots of charcoal, cereals, egg shell, vetch and grass seeds.

The 'Fortlet'  A rectilinear double-ditched hilltop enclosure

3.3.86 There was evidence in one excavated section that the inner ditch of the double ditched
enclosure  was  re-cut  close  to  its  south-west  corner  as  ditch  3011  (Figure  30).  It
measured 2.5m wide and 0.6m deep, containing a single sherd (36g) of Romano-British
pottery. This was a much shallower ditch than the original but it suggests maintenance
was still being carried out on the double ditched enclosure. Re working was only found
in  this  one  location  but  it  is  likely  much  of  the  course  of  the  original  feature  was
maintained.

Smaller rectilinear enclosure in field C

3.3.87 There was a concentration of Romano-British pottery in one of the smaller enclosures
in  field  C.  Ditch  1889,  already  mentioned  in  reference  to  the  LPRIA (see  3.3.59)
contained mainly Romano-British pottery (28 sherds, 222g) dating to between 2nd-4th
centuries AD. Ditch 1475, in the north-east corner of the enclosure, contained a large
artefact assemblage, similar to those in the rectilinear settlement enclosure to the north.
Ditch 1475 measured 5.7m wide and 0.8m deep with a wide U shaped profile. Its upper
fill  1476 contained 2.33kg (64 sherds)  of  Romano-British pottery of  the  4th century,
along with animal bone (cattle, sheep/goat and pig), two iron artefacts and a nail (SF
174).  Cereals,  weed  seeds,  fishscale,  fly  pupa  and  cess  was  retrieved  from  an
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environmental  sample.  The  three  lower  fills  contained  a  mixture  of  early  and  late
Roman pottery (63 sherds, 1.57kg) and a nail (SF 154).

Smaller rectilinear enclosure in field D with evidence of crop processing

3.3.88 Directly  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  field  boundary  in  the  west  of  field  D  was  an
elongated rectilinear enclosure, which enclosed approximately 0.2ha. The western side
was obscured by the modern field  boundary but  it  may have been attached to  the
enclosure  to  the  west  in  field  C.  Parts  of  this  enclosure  almost  certainly  originated
earlier as its northern arm formed part of the original road way. However, most of the
dating evidence recovered was late Roman with a small amount of early Roman. There
was slightly more complexity to the enclosure than the geophysical survey suggested.
In the northern end of Trench 107 was a series of six intercutting ditches. Ditch 3201

was aligned east to west, measuring 2.14m wide and 0.84m deep. It contained a mixed
assemblage of early and late Roman pottery (7 sherds, 64g) and a fragment of quern
stone (SF 126).  Significantly,  in  the  same fill  as  the quern  stone (3205)  there  was
evidence of crop processing waste and charcoal in the environmental sample.

3.3.89 Ditch  2853 lay to the north, orientated north-east to south west.  It  measured 3.55m
wide and 1m deep with a U shaped profile. It also contained a mixed assemblage of
early and late Roman pottery (12 sherds, 62g) and environmental samples from two of
its fills again revealed evidence of crop processing, charcoal, grass seed and Lemna
(duckweed).

3.3.90 Ditch  2086 in  the  northern  end  of  Trench  105  was  part  of  the  outer  ditch  of  the
enclosure. It measured 2.95m wide and 0.42m deep with a U shaped profile. Its upper
fill  (2083)  contained  a  moderate  assemblage of  Romano-British  pottery  (47 sherds,
468g) dating to the 2nd-3rd centuries. An earlier version of the ditch, 2090, contained a
fragment of a Roman glass vessel (SF 54).

Archaeological activity outside of Site 3 in the Central Zone

3.3.91 As Site 3 spread so far across the Central Zone there were very few other features
outside of its limits. The steepest part of the south facing slope in the south of fields C
and D was mostly devoid of  archaeology.  The only feature worth mentioning was a
boundary  or  trackway  in  Trench 101,  ditch  1879.  This  was  a  narrow,  shallow ditch
orientated east to west and containing two sherds (6g) of Iron Age pottery. The ditch
continued into Trench 102. 11m to the north of this was a parallel ditch, suggesting this
could have been part of an Iron Age track of some kind perhaps across the lower-lying
pasture. It would also be on a similar alignment to the slightly later east to west road
way across the higher ground to the north could represent further evidence that regular
sub divisions of the landscape were present in the MIA.

Medieval/ post-medieval

The aerial photographic survey picked up traces of ridge and furrow on either side of a
headland in  field  C,  and  limited  evidence in  field  B  (Figure  8).  Geophysical  survey
detected  ridge  and  furrow  in  fields  C  and  D.  Trial  trenching  did  not  identify  any
meaningful pattern of ridge and furrow in the Central Zone, suggesting the remains did
not penetrate the underlying geology. 
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3.4   Northern Zone

Summary

3.4.1 The northern zone comprised fields E-K. It contained seventy-two trenches (trenches 1-
70 and 501-502), totalling 8158m. This provided a 2.0% sample. Site 4 was located in
field D of the Northern Zone and covered approximately 3.5ha.

3.4.2 The aerial photographic survey picked up traces of ridge and furrow in the north of field
E (Figure 8). Geophysical survey identified a focus of activity consisting of a large, tri-
partite sub-square enclosure and associated features in field F as well  as ridge and
furrow in fields F, G, H, I and K (Figure 9). The field walking picked up a background
scatter of Roman and Medieval pottery in the northern zone (Figure 7). Significantly,
only a couple of sherds were collected from the area of strong geophysics results in
field F. 

3.4.3 Trial  trenching revealed a range of  features including one Neolithic pit,  a significant
later Iron Age enclosed settlement on the top of a low hill (Focus XV), which correlated
with the strong geophysics results,  and a range of undated, possibly late Iron Age /
early Roman boundary ditches. The boundaries of the enclosure were informed by the
contours of the hill. Trenching also identified a peripheral zone with evidence of fields,
cultivation strips and occasional pits to the west in field E, to the north and south in field
F and to the east in fields G and H.

3.4.4 A number of other features which were undated, isolated or could not be said to be part
of a peripheral area of activity, were encountered in the northern zone. They consisted
mainly of ditches and medieval/post-medieval furrows, as well as a few pits and post
holes.

Neolithic

3.4.5 A single pit  in Trench 32  1647  contained small  sherds of  early Neolithic pottery (21
sherds, 40g) including Mildenhall ware, along with several flints. This pit was located on
relatively high ground at 29.5m OD to the west of the later Iron Age hill top settlement
(Figure 35).

Site 4

Later Iron Age

Focus XV: Hilltop Settlement Enclosures, Core: Field F - Trenches 19-20, 28-30

and 32 (Figure 35)

3.4.6 The features identified within this focus correlate with the results of the geophysical
survey in confirming the presence of a settlement located on the crest of a low hill in the
east of field F. The remains consisted of a large tri-partite sub-square ditched enclosure
with sub-divisions and associated features inside and out. There was also a smaller sub
rectangular enclosure to the north. The dating evidence indicates that the remains were
middle and late Iron Age.

3.4.7 The main enclosure boundary enclosed an area of approximately 1.5ha. This was then
sub-divided in to three; a western, central and eastern enclosure. Within each smaller
enclosure  there  was further  sub-division and discrete  pits  and  post  holes.  Both  the
range of feature types and the artefactual assemblages were indicative of habitation.
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3.4.8 The topography is quite pronounced at this point. The enclosure was positioned on the
crown of the hill with the land dropping off in all directions, most dramatically towards
the south-east ends of trenches 18, 19 and 21. This high point is located towards the
end of a west facing peninsula which is defined to the north and south by glacial melt
channels draining westwards to the Ouse.

3.4.9 The location of  this hilltop settlement would have afforded a clear  line of  site south
towards contemporary Foci VI, VII, IX and possibly VIII in Site 3 of the Central Zone, to
Foci I and II some distance away in Site 1 of the Southern Zone and north towards the
range of broadly contemporary dispersed habitation Foci previously identified through
the Love's Farm excavations.

Main enclosure boundary

3.4.10 The main enclosure boundary ditch of Focus XV enclosed an area of approximately
1.5ha. Sitting on top of a low rise its slightly irregular layout was informed by the 29-
29.5m contours  of  the  hill  with  its  long  axis  orientated  approximately  north-west  to
south-east.  Four  sections  were  excavated  through  the  main  enclosure  ditch  (1043,
1642,  2206,  2405); it measured between 2.4 and 2.85m wide and between 0.55 and
1.34m deep, with a U shaped profile. Both middle and later Iron Age pot was retrieved
from the ditch and a quern fragment was found in the north-west corner (Trench 30,
1043, SF 19).

3.4.11 The part  of  the  main  enclosure  boundary  which  formed the  eastern  enclosure  was
identified in geophysics but not in trial trenching. This may be because this part of the
enclosure was located not on the top of the hill  but on the east facing slope where
truncation may have been more pronounced.

Main internal north south sub divisions

3.4.12 Within the main enclosure boundary there were two ditches aligned north-east to south-
west which sub-divided the enclosure in to three. The western most ditch ran through
Trench 29. The one excavated slot  1024 measured 2.28m wide and 0.6m deep and
contained late Iron Age pottery including sherds of a large storage jar. To the south, the
ditch appears to cut across the main enclosure boundary and continue for a further
20m. The relationship between the two ditches is not known, as it only appears on the
geophysics. It may be part of another enclosure which is less visible on the south facing
slope.

3.4.13 The  eastern  dividing  ditch  ran  through  Trench  20.  The  one  excavated  slot  1807

measured 0.82m wide and 0.28m deep although this had been truncated by a re-cut
1808 which measured 2.74m wide and 1.05m deep. The re-cut ditch contained rare
inclusions of both Middle and later Iron Age pottery.

3.4.14 These  sub-dividing  ditches  split  the  overall  enclosure  in  to  three  distinct  units;  a
western, central and eastern enclosure.

Western enclosure

3.4.15 The  western  enclosure  covered  an  area  of  over  0.5ha.  The  geophysical  survey
identified  a  number  of  anomalies  within  the  enclosure  including  possible  internal
ditches. During trial trenching this activity was targeted in Trench 30. Four ditches, all
running  approximately  north-west  to  south-east,  were  encountered.  Ditch  2610,
measuring  3.08m  wide  and  0.81m  deep,  was  particularly  significant  because  its
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southern edge had been deliberately laid with cobbles. This could be evidence of an
entrance in to a sub-enclosure. 

3.4.16 At the western end of Trench 29 were a series of three pits (1026,  1028, and  1030)
which were filled with large cobbles. Some of these had been heat affected although
there was no evidence of in situ burning. 

Central enclosure

3.4.17 The central enclosure was slightly smaller than the eastern, enclosing approximately
0.5ha. A smaller sub-enclosure within the south-east corner was clearly visible on the
geophysics. The ditch for this sub-enclosure was identified in Trench 20 (1821) running
north-west  to  south-east.  It  measured  2.2m  wide  and  0.88m  deep  and  contained
approximately 20 small sherds of Middle and later Iron Age pottery throughout its fills.
Further  ditches  and  a  post  hole  were  also  located  within  this  sub-enclosure  to  the
south.

3.4.18 To the north a possible round-house or horseshoe shaped enclosure can be seen from
the geophysics. This was identified in Trench 28 as narrow ditch 2203, measuring 1m
wide and 0.4m deep, containing many small abraded sherds of middle Iron Age pot.
Directly to the south-east,  in the eastern end of Trench 29, was pit  1038  containing
burnt or heated stones and a series of five post holes, three of which were aligned
west-north-west to east-south-east. None of the post holes were excavated because
that part of the Trench flooded soon after machining but a sherd of  middle Iron Age
pottery was retrieved from 1040. These post holes along with pit 1038 and the possible
round-house are indicators of domestic habitation in the enclosure.

Eastern enclosure

3.4.19 The eastern enclosure, which enclosed approximately 0.5ha, was different in character
to the western and central ones. The ditches were identified in the geophysics but not
during trial trenching although the ditch should have run through trenches 18 and 20.
This may be because it lies on the east facing slope rather than the crest of the hill.
Being on the slope means it may have had quite a different function to the eastern and
central enclosures. Internal features were not as dense as to the west, consisting of
three narrow ditches (1220,  1804 and  1812) and three pits (1216,  1218 and  1815) in
Trench 18 and a single small pit 2601 in Trench 20. Dating was also more scarce in the
eastern enclosure. The three pits in Trench 18, which were possibly quarry pits as they
were in an area of gravel, and contained a large assemblage of late Iron Age pottery.
Overall the impression is of less activity in the eastern enclosure.

Sub-rectangular enclosure

3.4.20 Approximately  20m  to  the  north  of  the  main  enclosure  was  a  small  discrete  sub-
rectangular  enclosure  sitting  between  the  28.5-29m  contours.  Three  sides  were
definitely visible on the geophysics and possibly a fourth, enclosing an area of 400m2. It
was  on  a  similar  alignment  to  the  main  enclosure.  The  south-east  corner  of  the
enclosure was targeted in Trench 28. Two sections were excavated through the ditch
(1631 and  1634).  It  measured  between  1.1  and  1.8m wide  and  between  0.48  and
0.76m deep. Both contained late Iron Age pot and animal bones.

Other features in Focus XV

3.4.21 There were a handful of features located outside of the main enclosure but spatially
close enough to still be part of the core of Focus 1. These consisted mainly of ditches
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which  may  have  been  field  boundaries  or  land  divisions  associated  with  the  main
enclosure. Such features appeared in Trench 20 to the south of the main enclosure
(1802 and 2002) and to the north (1411 and 1413), Trench 19 (2201), Trench 28 (1633)
and  Trench  32  (1651,  2015 and  2017).  Most  of  these  ditches  were  excavated  but
remain undated but have been included here because of their proximity to the main
enclosure.

Later Iron Age activity peripheral to Site 4, Focus XV

Agricultural activity: Field E and west of field F– Trenches 41-43 and 32 (Figure 36)

3.4.22 Geophysical  survey  was  not  undertaken  in  field  E  because  of  the  possibility  of
interference from scrap metal. Trial trenching identified a number of features, mainly
ditches, spread out over approximately three hectares which may have formed part of a
system of fields and enclosures. The approximate centre of this area sits on a ridge of
slightly higher ground which runs west to east across to Focus XV, linking these areas
together. 

3.4.23 In  Trench  43  1836,  a  large  U  shaped  ditch  containing  middle  Iron  Age pottery,
measuring 2.2m wide and 0.63m deep was aligned along this ridge, running east to
west. Ditches  2027 in Trench 42 and  1171 in Trench 41 may have formed a square
enclosure with  1836. Ditch  1654 at the western end of Trench 32 possibly formed a
boundary orientated north-west to south-east with 1837 in Trench 43 and 2020/2023 in
Trench  42.  Crucially,  ditch  1836  truncated  1837,  indicating  two  phases  of  activity.
Ditches 2018 and 2421 in Trench 42 were on a similar alignment.

Agricultural activity: North of fields E and F – Trenches 37-39 and 69 (Figure 36)

3.4.24 Located in the far north of field F, covering approximately 1.5ha on a slight north facing
slope,  were elements  of  a  field  system identified  in  trial  trenching,  following similar
alignments to that in field E to the south-west. In Trench 39, ditch 1169 was orientated
north-west to south-east and contained two large sherds from a late Iron Age jar. In
Trench 38 narrow ditch elements  1050 and  1057, extending west-north-west to east-
south-east,  perpendicular  to  ditches  1223 and  1225.  Ditch  1223 contained  seven
sherds of late Iron Age pottery. It was the only feature to contain pottery in this area. In
Trench 37 there were three parallel ditches (1060, 1062 and 1064), also aligned west-
north-west to east-south-east. This alignment is similar to the longer sides of the sub-
square enclosure in Focus XV. There were also two ditches in Trench 69 (1235 and
1257) which were perpendicular to each other. Features in this area may also relate to
activity in area 9 at Love's Farm, which lies directly to the north on the other side of the
B1428. The combination of this proximity to Love's Farm, the similarity in alignment to
the activity in field E and the Iron Age pottery in ditch 1223 lends weight to this being
part of a late Iron Age field system.

Arable field: Field F – Trenches 48 and 51 (Figure 37)

3.4.25 In the western end of Trench 48 was evidence of a field consisting of roughly fifteen
closely spaced parallel ditches or cultivation strips. Each measured approximately 0.6m
wide  and  0.1m deep  and  were  separated  by  an  average  gap  of  2.5m.  They  were
orientated north-east to south-west following the slope of the hill. Of the four excavated
examples only one, 1099, contained pottery (2 sherds, 24g), dated as Romano-British,
specifically 2nd century AD. The cultivation strips appeared to continue in Trench 51 to
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the  south.  There  were  at  least  four  ditches  of  a  similar  form,  two  of  which  were
excavated (1164 and 1166). 

3.4.26 The dating evidence was not extensive enough to say this was definitely an Iron Age or
Roman field of cultivation strips. However, given its proximity to Focus XV and other
peripheral Iron Age activity directly to the south-east a contemporary date is proposed.
The orientation of the cultivation strips was unusual as they ran directly down the slope,
which during wet weather would cause water to run down hill, leading to degradation of
the soil.

Agricultural activity: Field F – Trenches 49, 50, 501 and 502 (Figure 37)

3.4.27 A set of cultivation strips, located to the south of Focus XV and to the south-east of
spread out over the south facing slope which forms the southern part of Field F was an
area of sparsely concentrated field boundaries. Although close to Focus XV this activity
may also represent the very northern fringes of the dense areas of archaeology to the
south in fields C and D. Therefore this may be an important area which links the sites in
fields C and D with Focus XV.

3.4.28 In Trench 50 there were a series of three ditches, two of which (1660 and 1663) were
parallel and a similar size, the largest measuring 2.14m wide and 0.6m wide. They were
orientated north to south. The ditches did not appear to be present in trenches 501 and
502, suggesting the ditches were not long running boundaries. Ditch 1660 contained a
small assemblage of late Iron Age pottery.

3.4.29 Trench 49 contained a series of features comprising ditches, post holes and several
pits. A small pit, 1666, at the eastern end of the Trench contained a single sherd of late
Iron Age pottery. One ditch ran on the same orientation as the Trench, west-north-west
to east-south-east. There was an early phase represented by narrow ditch 1439 and a
later phase with a wider ditch (1106 and 1109). At the eastern end it turned south-east
suggesting it may have been part of an enclosure. At the western end there was a layer
of cobbles truncated by the earlier ditch. Although undated this ditch was on a similar
alignment to the main enclosure ditches in Focus XV and the layer of cobbles draws a
parallel with the possible enclosure entrance way to the north in Trench 30. There were
two other undated but possibly associated narrow ditches in Trench 49 (1115=1117 and
1668), orientated north to south similar to the ditches in Trench 50.

Arable field: Field G – Trenches 9 and 10 (Figure 37)

3.4.30  A more complete set of cultivation strips, close to the eastern site boundary in Field G
was also noted in trenches 48 and 51 in Field F. There were seventeen strips in Trench
10, orientated north-north-east to south-south-west,  each approximately 3m apart.  In
Trench 9, ditch  1015 appeared to run perpendicular to the cultivation strips, possibly
acting as a northern boundary to the field. Directly to the north of this ditches 1017 and
1019 hint  at  a  second  field  of  cultivation  strips  offset  from  the  first.  If  so,  this  is
reminiscent of Love's Farm where two fields of cultivation strips were offset from one
another in a chess-board effect, in the far north-east of the site. Apart from a tiny late
Iron Age pot sherd from 1622 all the ditches were devoid of artefacts. 

Agricultural activity: Field H – Trenches 62, 65 and 67 (Figure 37)

3.4.31 A number  of  discrete  features  including  narrow  ditches,  pits  and  post  holes  were
discovered during trenching in  the south-western corner  of  Field H over  an area of
approximately  2  hectares.  The only  dateable  artefacts  in  this  area  were  a  few tiny
sherds of middle Iron Age pottery in ditch 2619, Trench 67.
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3.4.32 A number of narrow ditches aligned roughly east to west, heading down the slope, were
identified in trenches 65 and 67 (1162,  1689,  1693,  1697,  1699,  1704,  1706,  2615,
2617 and 2619), with evidence of other ditches at right-angles (1687, 1691 and 1702).
These may have formed part of a field system coming away from the paleochannel.
Associated with the ditches were a number of pits and post holes, concentrated at the
western end of Trench 62 and the north-western end of Trench 65. None of the pits
contained any artefacts.

3.4.33 The scarcity  of  finds  in  this  area  means  any  dating  is  tentative.  However,  the  few
sherds that were found are Iron Age in date and the pattern of narrow, parallel ditches,
forming part of a field system fits with the pattern over the rest of the northern zone.

Other archaeological activity in the Northern Zone

Roman

3.4.34 A background scatter of Roman pottery was collected during field walking from across
the Northern Zone. The highest concentration came from the south of field H although it
was  less  than  ten  sherds  over  several  hectares.  No  definite  Roman  features  were
identified during trenching.

Medieval/ post-medieval

3.4.35 The aerial photographic survey picked up traces of ridge and furrow in the north of field
E (Figure 8) and geophysical survey found further evidence in fields F, G, H, I and K
(Figure  9).  Trial  trenching  encountered  ridge  and  furrow  in  every  field  to  varying
degrees.  Generally  speaking,  the  ridge and furrow was  aligned with  respect  to  the
slope it was located on.

Undated activity

3.4.36 Certain undated features have been included with areas of dateable activity because of
their form or association. Other features are more difficult to date. Not every isolated
undated feature is discussed here, only those which may be part of a more coherent
whole.

Enclosure: Field E – Trench 45 (Figure 37)

3.4.37 To the south  of  the  east  to  west  ridge,  in  Trench 45,  there  were  two narrow ditch
elements (1173,  2215,  2219,  2221 and  2223) which formed what appeared to be the
entrance and corner of a small enclosure, aligned west-north-west to east-south-east.
Although not following the contours of the south facing slope, it  did follow the same
alignment as the sub-square enclosure in Focus XV. 

Paleochannel: Field F – Trench 18

3.4.38 At the far south-eastern end of Trench 18 was evidence of a paleo-channel, located at
a low point in the landscape. The channel sat in a shallow valley on a roughly north to
south orientation feeding in to the un-named stream to the south (Figure 37)

Field system: Field K – Trenches 3 and 4

3.4.39 Two narrow ditches, one perpendicular to the other, may have formed part of a field
system. Ditch 1004 in Trench 3 was orientated east to west, measuring 0.54m wide and
0.19m deep. Ditch  1007 in Trench 4 was orientated north to south, measuring 0.96m
wide and 0.46m deep. 
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4  DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

4.1   Neolithic and Bronze Age

4.1.1 Neolithic activity was only encountered within Site 4 in the Northern Zone of the site
and consisted of a single shallow pit.  An early presence was further attested by the
recovery of  a number of  artefacts from later features across the entire development
area  which  included  a  small  worked  flint  assemblage  and  most  notably,  a  well
preserved 'Cissbury'  type  Neolithic  flint  axe  from a  later  Roman  ditch.  Geophysical
survey had highlighted the presence of a likely Neolithic long Barrow (on the basis of
scale and morphology) within the Central Zone. Trenching indicates that this feature is
dateable to the later Iron Age which serves to illustrate the limitations of non intrusive
survey.  No remains of Neolithic date were encountered beyond the limits of the later
Iron Age sites which may indicate the early preference of certain places best suited for
settlement.

4.1.2 No remains of Bronze Age date were identified. This accords well with previous work on
the local clays and may indicate that the development area was probably exploited for
seasonal pasture at this time.

4.2   Later Iron Age

4.2.1 The most extensive remains encountered date to the Iron Age and preliminary results
indicate a dispersed settlement pattern concentrated on the high ground within each of
the  three  zones  of  the  development  area  (see  overall  later  Iron  Age,  Figure  11).
Excavation may well  push back the foundation date for the colonisation of  the local
claylands but current evidence indicates all settlements were established in the middle
Iron Age (MIA, c350-100BC). The form of the later Iron Age settlement varied between
Sites 1-4 and include one unenclosed settlement consisting of roundhouses clustered
around a road way (Focus VI), 10 enclosed Foci (Foci I-III, V, VII-XII and XV), and a
crouched burial (Focus XIII).  The range and variety of the archaeology encountered
serves to illustrate the diverse character of the landscape at this time and includes a
number of new examples of sites characteristic of the local Ouse Valley environs.

4.2.2 In  Site  1  the  settlement  can  broadly  be  described  as  dispersed  with  two  separate
enclosed  settlements  of  different  form  (Foci  I-II)  and  a  third  smaller  enclosure  of
unknown function (Focus III)  located between I  and II.  Foci  I  and II  both contained
evidence  of  habitation;  Focus  I  contained  an  unusual  (for  the  period)  rectilinear
building,  Focus II  contained roundhouse 1.  Focus II  also incorporated a smaller  tri-
partite enclosure which was similar in shape although not in size, to Focus XV in Site 4.

4.2.3 In Site 2, on lower ground to the north of Site 1, Focus V consisted of a trackway, and
scattered pits and post holes. Although there was a relative lack of finds the number of
features close to the track would suggest a discrete settlement in its own right. There is
a  similarity  between  this  and  the  arrangement  in  Focus  VI  where  unenclosed
roundhouses and other features were clustered on either side of the east to west road.

4.2.4 Site 3 occupied much of the higher ground in the Central Zone. Settlement consisted of
several discrete and mostly enclosed Foci (VI-XII). There was striking variety between
the form of the later Iron Age Foci in Site 3. 

4.2.5 Focus VI consisted of several unenclosed roundhouses clustered around the earliest
form of the road way. This arrangement draws parallels not only with Focus V in Site 2
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to the south but with Area 6 at Love's Farm where unenclosed roundhouses originating
in the middle Iron Age were located on either side of a ditched road in one location and
close to a major boundary in another.  In both locations there was also a C shaped
enclosure which could be similar to Focus VII, the tri vallate oval enclosure. 

4.2.6 From the results of the geophysical survey Focus VII was thought to be a Neolithic long
barrow, given its size, shape and location at this prominent point in the landscape. It
was similar to an excavated example found at Eynesbury, 1.5km to the south-west (Ellis
2004)  (figure 6)  and almost  identical  to a crop mark adjacent  to the River  Ouse at
Biddenham Loop (Luke, 2008, L266, p84) the identification of which as a long barrow
now  requires  review  as  all  the  dating  evidence  retrieved  during  trial  trenching  at
Wintringham  Park  proved  that  this  enclosure  dated  to  the  later  Iron  Age.  An  oval
enclosure excavated at Caldecotte, Milton Keynes, also on the east bank of the river
Ouse, was also originally thought to be a Neolithic long barrow (Zeepvat, Roberts &
King 1994; 30-35). Excavation proved it was late Iron Age in date. It was of a different
form  than  Focus  VII,  being  narrower  with  a  single  ditch,  but  it  illustrates  another
example of an enclosure within the Ouse catchment which looked Neolithic from non-
intrusive survey but proved to be Iron Age in date when excavated.

4.2.7 Focus VIII, the double square enclosure, was the only Focus where the majority of the
dating was middle Iron Age. This was supported by the retrieval of a rare brooch (SF
97) dating to the middle of the 3rd century BC. It also bore a striking resemblance, in
plan,  size  and  date  to  site  HAD  VI,  excavated  in  the  Cambridgeshire  fens  at
Haddenham (Evans and Hodder 2006; 281-293). The two square enclosures there, not
including the internal banks which were preserved under alluvial deposits, were 22m2

and 35m2, compared with 25m2 and 35m x 40m in Focus VIII. HAD VI also had a linear
boundary ditch which extended away from the enclosure, similar to that running west to
east from Focus VIII. Roundhouses were identified in HAD VI, which is a good indicator
of what may be present within the unexcavated part of Focus VIII.

4.2.8 The proximity of Foci VI-VIII to each other suggests they were associated and were
part of one settlement which developed over time. Foci IX-X both consisted of a single
roundhouse and accompanying enclosure. In the case of the latter this was rectangular.
Focus XII, the triple sub-square enclosure, was again different. The main ditch of the
one excavated  enclosure  and the ditch  of  the  internal  C shaped feature  were both
substantial. Whether or not there was a roundhouse within this Focus is unknown at
this stage, it  may have been associated with Focus XI  to the north.  What is certain
about Focus XII is that it had a significant impact on the landscape long after its initial
construction.  In  the subsequent  periods it  became the south-west  corner  of  a  large
ditched rectilinear field. When the First Edition Ordnance Survey map of 1888 is laid
over the top of the geophysical results the centre point of Focus XII sits at the junction
of three fields, evidence of continuity in the landscape over two thousand years.

4.2.9 There was strong evidence in Site 3 that regular units of measure were being applied to
the organisation of the landscape in the later Iron Age. The Foci were spread out along
the higher part of a south facing slope in a roughly east to west pattern. This same
alignment was repeated on the ridge directly to the north where a road way, which was
first constructed in this period, provided access west towards the river near its current
crossing point in St Neots and has been traced as far as Ermine Street at Caxton in the
east.  It  is  likely  this  was  already  an  important  communication  route  before  it  was
formalised as a road.  The Foci were relatively equally spaced. For example, there was
approximately 150m between the area occupied by Foci VI-VIII, which could be viewed
as  one  developing  settlement,  and  Focus  IX.  The  same  distance  lay  between  this
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Focus and Focus X, and approximately the same again between Focus X and the area
of Focus XI-XII.  The establishment of settlements along this route must be bound up
with issues of ownership and control of this land which appear to be respected or at
least referenced in the developing landscape of the late pre Roman Iron Age.  A similar
pattern of later Iron Age settlement was evident close to major land boundaries or road
ways at Love's Farm.  The implications of this evidence for our understanding of issues
surrounding land tenure and social organisation are undoubtedly significant but beyond
the remit of the project at this time.  

4.2.10 A single human crouched burial was discovered in the south end of Trench 83, Focus
XIII.  It  was undated but given the form of burial  and the presence of later Iron Age
activity near by it has been assigned to this period.

4.2.11 The  settlement  pattern  in  the  Northern  Zone  during  the  later  Iron  Age  showed
similarities and differences with the rest of the site. Within Site 4, Focus XV was a set of
sub-square hilltop enclosures. It was similar to other Foci on the site in that it was an
enclosed self  contained settlement,  the most comparable example being Focus II  in
Site 1 to the south. However, in contrast there were no similar Foci near by. Rather this
was the core, with a peripheral area of fields and evidence of agricultural activity spread
out across the Northern Zone. 

4.2.12 Focus  XV,  the  settlement  core,  represented  an  agricultural  settlement  deliberately
situated on the crown of a low hill. This was the most concentrated area of archaeology
in the northern zone and also produced the greatest amount of artefacts. The range
and  density  of  pottery  combined  with  fired  clay,  daub,  charcoal  and  animal  bone
recovered indicate habitation and therefore the likely presence of domestic structures
within the enclosure. The purpose of the enclosure ditches, which were relatively large
and were dictated by the contours of  the hill,  was probably related to drainage and
livestock  management.  It  is  unlikely  they  were  constructed  for  defensive  purposes
although the visual impact of the settlement's ditches and banks located on the crest of
the  hill  may  have  been  a  consideration.  No  entrances  were  identified  in  the  main
enclosure  ditch  although  a  possible  internal  cobbled  entrance  was  encountered  in
Trench 30.

4.2.13 There  were  several  areas  of  low level  activity  in  the  Northern  Zone  which  can  be
considered peripheral to the settlement core of Focus XV although some of this activity
may also have been peripheral to other settlement Foci. Dating evidence was relatively
scarce in the peripheral areas but where it did exist it was later Iron Age. This low level
agricultural  activity  mainly  comprised  elements  of  outlying  field  systems  and
boundaries,  as  well  as  two  fields  consisting  of  a  group  of  cultivation  strips.  Such
concentrations existed to the west of the core in the centre of field E, to the north and
south in field F and to the east in fields G and H. None of these were more than 300m
away from the core.  The ditches in the north of field F may have related more to the
settlement at Love's Farm as it was significantly closer, while the boundaries and other
features identified in the south of field F may have linked Focus XV with Focus XIV to
the south. 

4.3   The Late Pre Roman Iron Age (50BC-AD42)

4.3.1 The landscape was clearly reorganised in a planned and coordinated manner in the
late pre-Roman Iron Age (hereafter  LPRIA)  in  a way which seems to reference the
previously existing middle Iron Age settlement enclosures.   The settlement pattern of
regularly spaced but discrete domestic enclosures on Sites 1 and 3 was organised in to
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large fields bounded by substantial ditches.  Intriguingly the new layout appeared to
reference the older dwelling places but following this reorganisation evidence of human
habitation became much more nucleated and presumably required radical changes to
traditional  routines  and  ways  of  living. A  regular  layout  of  rectilinear  enclosures,
trackways and fields were revealed within the Central and Southern Zones (fig 12, Foci
IV and XIV). One surprise result of fieldwork was the sheer size of many of the late Iron
Age farmstead boundaries which were extremely  substantial,  almost  monumental  in
scale, with some ditches extending to over 5m in width and 2m in depth.

4.3.2 In Site 1 this activity was centred around a rectilinear field of approximately 0.5ha with
further boundaries running parallel  and perpendicular (Focus IV).  The artefact  count
was relatively low and there was no one area of concentrated occupation. 

4.3.3 There was a similar shift of settlement pattern in the Central Zone as there was in the
Southern  Zone except  there  were  several  significant  features  in  Site  3,  Focus XIV,
which gave more the impression of a structured and organised settlement. Site 3 was
re-organised  in  to  large  ditched  rectilinear  blocks  centred  around  a  double  ditched
enclosure, termed the 'Fortlet'  (Focus XIV). Some of  the main ditches in Focus XIV
were  monumental  in  scale,  including  those  of  the  double  ditched  enclosure.  The
strategic position of the double ditched enclosure on one of the highest points of the
east to west ridge, commanding the road way which ran along it  suggests this was
more  than  a  simple  agricultural  enclosure.  The  definition  'Fortlet'  was  intended  to
distinguish  it  from  the  other  contemporary  fields.  The  function  of  this  enclosure
enclosure is not yet known. It could be viewed as a mark of ownership over this part of
the landscape, a status symbol in the way hillforts were, albeit on a much smaller scale.
Alternatively or additionally it could have been the administrative centre of the site, like
a 'forum' in a larger Roman settlement or town. 

4.3.4 There  were  three  large  rectilinear  blocks  which  surrounded  the  double  ditched
enclosure; one to the south of the road, one to the north, and the 'ladder' enclosure
further to the north. All three enclosed similar areas, between 1.8 and 2.2ha, suggesting
a specific unit of measurement was being used to divide the land. The enclosures also
made reference to earlier features in the landscape; Focus XII, the later Iron Age triple
sub-square enclosure became the south-west corner of one of the fields. The location
of Focus XIII, the crouched burial appeared to be close to the north-west corner of the
field north of the road. 

4.3.5 The  east  to  west  road  way  in  fields  B-D,  incorporated  an  especially  wide  section,
directly  to  the  east  of  the  'Fortlet'.  This  wide  section  may  represent  some  kind  of
'market' area close to the administrative centre of the site.

4.3.6 The pattern of settlement which evolved during the LPRIA saw the first correlation with
the modern field boundary which runs north to south between fields C and D. The three
large  rectilinear  fields  and the  double  ditched enclosure  were  all  laid  out  with  their
eastern  sides  preserved  in  the  line  of  the  modern  field  boundary.  This  boundary
remains significant in subsequent periods but this is the first time it is referenced. 

4.3.7 In Site 4 the later Iron Age hilltop enclosures were abandoned at some time prior to the
mid first century BC. No dating evidence from the LPRIA was discovered in Site 4 or
anywhere  in  the  Northern  Zone  although  it  is  possible  some  of  the  poorly  dated
peripheral area could date to this period or the early Roman period. This area may have
been abandoned in favour of more sheltered settlements to the south in Site 3, or the
land ceased to be viable for arable production due to over farming. A similar pattern
was observed directly to the north at Love's Farm during this period where the higher
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ground ceased to be occupied and a reversion of the site to pasture is supported by
environmental evidence from mollusca. The area of the Northern Zone may likewise
have been reserved for pasture.

4.4   Early Roman Activity (C1-C2AD)

Southern and Central Zones

4.4.1 There was continuity between the LPRIA and early Roman periods in the Southern and
Central Zones. Many of the main fields and boundaries remained in use or were at the
very  least  visible  markers  in  the  landscape.  The  dominance  of  the  LPRIA  re
organisation  was  evident  across  the  area  and  these  boundaries  continued  to  be
referenced  during  the  Roman  period.  Settlement  size  contracted  and  there  were
modifications  to  the  road  network  occurring  during  the  second  century  AD  with  a
preference for domestic habitation adjacent and to the north of each retained part of the
Iron Age road network.

4.4.2 In  Site  1,  Focus IV the large rectilinear  enclosure was re-cut  in  places and a sub-
enclosure  was  added.  There  were  other  new elements  such  as  a  second  similarly
aligned field to the west. In the south-west corner of Site 1, next to Potton Road, there
was a concentration of occupation debris in the area of  a possible small  enclosure.
Finds included a sherd of stamped samian attributed to Paterclus ii of Les Martres-de-
Veyre,  dated  to  c.  AD  110-25.  There  could  well  be  a  house  associated  with  this
enclosure, which was not identified during trial trenching, or alternatively this area could
have been associated with an area of occupation that was located to the west or south
of the site.

4.4.3 In Site 3, the layout of Focus VIX shifted slightly to the north-east. Figure 34 charts the
development of Focus XIV through successive periods. The western portion of the road
way was moved further north and the old one was blocked off. One possibility is that
this relates to restructuring carried out in response to tax reforms by Hadrian in the
early 2nd century AD. The 'ladder' enclosure to the north of the road became the main
focus of occupation in the early Roman period. This pattern is again repeated to the
north at Loves Farm where both Roman settlement foci were located to the north of
their respective roads.  A roundhouse and associated boundaries were constructed to
the  east  of  the  'ladder'  enclosure  and  to  the  east  of  this  a  road  side  area  of
metalworking was identified beyond the settlement core in Trench 121.

4.4.4 The 'Fortlet' remained in use into the early Roman period as it still controlled the route
of the new road way. The layout of the large rectilinear blocks first constructed in the
LPRIA were retained in the landscape.

4.4.5 Focus XIV during the early Roman period offers some clearly defined key components
of settlement, all within a relatively small area. There was habitation in the form of a
roundhouse with environmental evidence indicative of crop processing, an associated
enclosure, industry and production represented by the metalworking, a communication
route and the 'Fortlet',  which, as explained in the previous period, may have been a
symbol of land ownership and status.

Northern Zone

4.4.6 There were no features dated as early Roman in the Northern Zone. Some of the poorly
dated  areas  of  peripheral  activity  could  be  early  Roman  in  date.  The  most  likely
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candidate would be the agricultural activity in the north of fields E and F. Considering
the intensity of occupation revealed by the Love's Farm excavations immediately to the
north this agricultural activity could be taken as further evidence of a highly organised
and  coordinated  effort  to  maximise  agricultural  production.   Consideration  of  this
possibility has the potential to break new ground in terms of our understanding of past
agricultural regimes and social organisation.

4.5   Later Romano-British Activity (C2-C5AD)

4.5.1 The Romano-British period saw a contracting of settlement, both in Site 1, Focus IV of
the Southern Zone and Site 3, Focus XIV of the Central Zone. However, Focus IV only
had  limited  evidence  of  field  systems  where  as  Focus  XIV  was  clearly  intensively
occupied in the late Roman period.

4.5.2 Late Roman activity in Focus IV was restricted to a few features in trenches 150 and
156-7, comprising part of a field system. Large pottery assemblages from two features,
pit  3419=3421 and ditch  3643 suggest the activity here may be more extensive than
geophysical survey and trial trenching has so far identified.

4.5.3 Late Roman occupation in Focus XIV seemed to be mainly concentrated within two
locations, a rectilinear settlement enclosure of 0.6ha to the north of the road way, and
two smaller enclosures to the south. Large and varied artefact assemblages were a
characteristic  of  Focus  XIV  in  the  Romano-British  period;  ditch  3034,  part  of  the
rectilinear settlement enclosure ditch yielded 3.5kg of pottery and 4.3kg of animal bone.
One of the smaller enclosures, in Field D, contained evidence of crop processing. The
boundaries  of  the  rectilinear  blocks  were  once  again  retained,  as  was  the  double
ditched enclosure, one part of which was re-cut during the Romano-British period.

Northern Zone

4.5.4 Only one feature was dated as Romano-British in the Northern Zone; cultivation strip
1099 in field F, Trench 48. This was one strip within a field of roughly 15 cultivation
strips.  It  was the only dating evidence and so by association this field of  cultivation
strips could be late Roman in date. Once again, there was no evidence of Romano-
British activity close to the Cambridge Road which separates the site from Love's Farm.
Contemporary evidence at the southern end of Love's Farm, adjacent to the north of
fields E and F, was quite intensive and the fact that no activity continues south of the
road may indicate that the road was the boundary between farmsteads at Love's Farm
and Wintringham Park.

4.6   Saxon

4.6.1 The complete absence of Saxon habitation is in itself significant. There was clearly a
strong presence in Site 3 up until  the end of the Romano-British period. In the post-
Roman period  though the  site  was  totally  abandoned.  It  is  likely  that  in  the  Saxon
period the descendants of families living at Wintringham Park and at other sites such as
Love's Farm moved away from these scattered farmsteads on the higher claylands, in
preference to the lower part of the valley closer to the river Ouse. Here they would have
formed more nucleated settlements where the sharing of  resources would be much
more  efficient.  These  eventually  became  the  Saxon  settlements  of  St  Neots  and
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Eynesbury. By the 10th century Eynesbury had a priory and in 1113 AD the parish was
subdivided when the St Neots town charter was established.

4.7   Medieval/ post-medieval

4.7.1 The  site  became  agricultural  land  during  the  medieval  and  post-medieval  periods,
evidenced by ridge and furrow across much of the site.

4.8   Significance of results

4.8.1 The evaluation has demonstrated the presence of a range of archaeological remains
within the proposed development area. Evidence of arable usage from the medieval
and post medieval periods was present across the entire area and has been shown to
have partially truncated those archaeological remains.   

4.8.2 The evidence from Wintringham Park suggests a resident population first moved onto
the site during the middle Iron Age with continuity of occupation in to the late Iron Age
and Romano British periods. The initial settlement distribution was dispersed but from
the earliest times clear principles of division and organisation of the most desirable land
was evident from the regular spacing of settlement on much of the higher ground. The
same pattern is very much in evidence on land immediately north of the subject site at
Love's Farm (Hinman in prep).  The scale of this fieldwork provides a chronicle of the
evolution of a range of contemporary sites within the local landscape or neighbourhood.

4.8.3 The remains present within the development area include a series of characteristics of
a range of previously known type sites within the catchment of the lower Ouse Valley
including striking parallels from the gravels of the Biddenham Loop, 20km to the west
and the fen edge at Haddenham to the north east. 

4.8.4 The site is part of an area of clayland which are bordered by the river Ouse in the west
and extends as far as Cambridge in the east. The clay covers western Cambridgeshire
and extend beyond into the East Midlands. For a long time in Cambridgeshire it was
thought these heavy soils could not have supported prehistoric communities due to the
intensive labour involved. This evidence was increasingly at variance with the growing
corpus  of  prehistoric  sites  known  on  similar  geologies  in  the  adjacent  counties  of
Bedfordshire  and  Northamptonshire.  More  recently  though  it  has  been  shown  that
during  the  later  Iron  Age  the  claylands  were  increasingly  utilised.  Large  scale
excavation has been carried out at several sites including Love's Farm to the north of
Wintringham Park,  at Bob's Wood, Hinchingbrooke (Hinman, forthcoming), along the
A421 at Great Barford in Bedfordshire (Timby et al. 2007), at Papworth (Hounsell 2007
and OA in prep), at the A428 (Abrams and Ingham, 2008) and at Cambourne where an
organised landscape incorporating settlements 0.5km apart developed on the boulder
clay (Wright  et  al.  2009).  On each of  these sites there was variation in the form of
settlement, but what is clear is that Wintringham Park fits in to this local landscape in
the later Iron Age.

4.8.5 The remains present have been shown to relate to the developing landscapes of the
lower  reaches  of  the  River  Ouse  with  specific  relevance  to  our  understanding  of
Cambridgeshire's western claylands and can be regarded of primarily local character
but regional significance in archaeological terms.
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4.9   Conclusions

4.9.1 At the initiation of the archaeological investigation information pertaining to the range,
nature and extent of likely remains present within the development area consisted of a
small but undated enclosure at the southern end of the site (Palmer, Appendix C) and
three  CHER  records  (CHER  02388,  CHER  00618  and  CHER  00617)  of  uncertain
location which indicated a probable Roman presence in the middle of the site.

4.9.2 Non  intrusive  survey  and  trial  trenching  have  radically  increased  the  level  of
archaeological information now available to inform the development process. The clarity
of these results was achieved by the integration of an extensive Gradiometer survey
required by CCC development control into the design process of the trenching plan,
which  was  carried  out  by  a  team  of  archaeologists  with  considerable  previous
experience in the local area. 

4.9.3 Four  discrete  Sites  (1-4)  extending  over  roughly  40ha  were  identified  as  well  as
evidence for peripheral and dispersed agricultural activity. The four Sites were spread
across the three Zones; Sites 1 and 2 were in the Southern Zone, Site 3 in the Central
Zone and Site 4 in the Northern Zone. Within each discrete Site a number of period
specific  and  multi  period  'hot  spots'  or  Foci  were  identified.  In  total  there  were  15
individually  numbered  Foci  (I  –  XV)  preserving  locally  significant  archaeological
remains characteristic of the Ouse Valley environs.

4.9.4 The density of the remains present is broadly consistent with other recent development
led work on the western claylands and would seem to support the view that other parts
of Cambridgeshire, including the Fen Edge and in particular the chalklands of south
Cambridgeshire, were more intensively occupied over a more extended time period.

4.9.5 The  pattern  of  development  on  the  site  accords  well  with  previous  results  on  the
adjacent Love's Farm excavation. The combined results of these projects indicates that
contemporary sites within this local landscape develop in tandem as part of a pattern of
change that recalls similar trends further afield in the East Midlands (Kidd, 2004) and
numerous locations in the Thames Valley (Taylor, 2007).  These results are, however, in
marked  contrast  with  the  findings  of  excavations  on  the  plateau  of  the  western
claylands  including  the  A428  (Abrams and  Ingham,  2008)  and  Cambourne  (Wright,
2009) where continuity and order are less apparent.  This disparity serves to highlight
the diversity of local economies and the pitfalls of site based generalisation and will
undoubtedly be a focus for future research.

4.9.6 One of  the  most  striking  outcomes of  the  project  is  clear  evidence of  continuity  or
persistence of features in the landscape over more than two thousand years. In Site 3
many of the alignments of boundary and enclosure ditches which existed within the mid
and late  Iron  Age  also  appear  on  the  First  Edition  Ordnance  Survey  of  1888.  The
boundary ditches of three post-medieval fields not only follow the course of some of the
earlier  ditches  but  also  meet  directly  at  the  centre  of  a  middle  Iron  Age enclosure
(Focus XII) and run through the centre of the neighbouring Iron Age enclosure (Focus
XIV), which is still the current field boundary. The distinctive 's' shaped hedgerow which
currently divides the central zone has been shown to have been in place (in part at
least) during the middle Iron Age and owes its current layout to activity in the LPRIA
and Roman periods.  

4.9.7 These evaluation results add significant dating evidence in support of the survival of
extensive relict field systems of Roman and pre Roman origin. Although such patterns
have been identified in adjacent parishes (Oosthuisen 1998, 2003), until now there has
been  little  dating  evidence  available.  The  origins  of  the  local  fields  are  currently
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considered to date from the 18th Century AD onwards, being characterised as a typical
post enclosure landscape.  This understanding is incorrect and it now seems likely that
significant elements of the present landscape can be traced back to the activities of the
late  Iron  Age Catuvellaunian  /  Trinovantian  tribal  grouping,  along with  some further
modifications during the Hadrianic period. 

4.9.8 The results of the project to date have already enhanced our understanding of the local
area and will revise existing interpretations of the origins of the landscape. Should any
further excavation take place then the potential of the site to contribute to the bigger
archaeological picture should be viewed a positive asset. This would provide a genuine
opportunity to further our understanding of the past and holds the potential to connect
the communities returning to the St Neots claylands with a real sense of place, rooted
in prehistory but continuing to evolve with reference to that past. 
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APPENDIX A.  FINDS REPORTS

A.1  Prehistoric Pottery

By Sarah Percival

Introduction

A.1.1  In total 2,225 sherds of prehistoric pottery weighing 16,447g were recovered from 178
excavated features and from unstratified surface collection. Twenty-three sherds (52g)
are of earlier Neolithic date, however the assemblage is predominantly Iron Age, most
being later Iron Age with smaller quantities of mid-Iron Age and Later Pre-Roman Iron
Age (LPRIA) pottery (Table 1). No complete vessels were found. The assemblage is
highly fragmentary and is poorly preserved with a small mean sherd weight (MSW) of
7g. 

Pottery Spot Date Date range Qty % Qty Wt (g) % Wt MSW

Earlier Neolithic 3700 – 3000BC 31 1.4% 83 0.5% 2g

Iron Age 800 – 50BC 344 15.5% 1,391 8.5% 4g

Mid Iron Age 400 – 250BC 572 25.7% 4,414 26.8% 8g

later Iron Age 250 – 50BC 1,010 45.4% 8,694 52.9% 8g

LPRIA 50BC – AD100 233 10.5% 1,782 10.8% 7g

Not closely datable 35 1.6% 83 0.5% 2g

Total 2,225 16,447 7g

Table 1. Quantity and weight of pottery by pottery spot date.

Methodology

A.1.2  The assemblage was analysed using the  pottery  recording  system described  in  the
Norfolk  Archaeological  Unit  Pottery  Recording  Manual  and  in  accordance  with  the
Guidelines for analysis and publication laid down by the Prehistoric Ceramic Research
Group (PCRG 1992; 1997). The total assemblage was studied and a full catalogue was
prepared. The sherds were examined using a binocular microscope (x10 magnification)
and were divided into fabric groups defined on the basis of inclusion types present: F
representing flint, G grog, Q quartz, O organic and S shell and recorded using the fabric
series developed for Loves Farm, St Neots (Lyons and Percival forthcoming b). Vessel
form was recorded using the alphanumerical system devised by Hill and Horne (2003).
The  sherds  were  counted  and  weighed  to  the  nearest  whole  gram.  Decoration,
abrasion, wear, sooting and residues were also noted and the catalogue recorded and
manipulated  using  Microsoft  Excel.  The  pottery  and  archive  are  curated  by  Oxford
Archaeology East.

Earlier Neolithic

A.1.3  Earlier Neolithic pottery was found in six features (Table 2). The pottery was found in
two pits, three ditches and a post-hole. Pit 1647 contained fragmentary rims from three
vessels including a plain carinated bowl and a single sherd with impressed dots typical
of Mildenhall Ware (Garrow et al. 2006, fig. 2.19). Pit 1647 contained two undecorated
sherds weighing 12g. Seven small and highly abraded sherds (24g) were residual within
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three  later  Iron  Age  ditches  and  a  post-hole  (Table  2).  Three  fabric  groups  were
identified, one tempered with crushed burnt flint, one with quartz sand and the third with
fossil shell. 

A.1.4  The pottery found in Pit 1647 is a mixture of plain carinated bowl and Mildenhall Ware
similar to that found at Love’s Farm where a small assemblage of 413 sherds weighing

1,308g was recovered.  Eight  radiocarbon determinations on Mildenhall  Ware from a

multi-pit site at Kilverstone, Norfolk, produced a date range of between 3650–3400 cal.

BC (Garrow et al. 2006, 72). 

Feature Type Trench Feature Quantity Weight (g)

Ditch 29 1024 2 5

29 1036 1 1

20 1808 4 21

Pit 115 1497 2 12

32 1647 21 40

Post-hole 29 1040 1 4

Total 31 83

Table 2. Quantity and weight of earlier Neolithic pottery feature.

Iron Age 

A.1.5  In total 344 sherds weighing 1,391g were identified as Iron Age, but could not be more

closely  dated  within  this  period.  Most  of  the  Iron  Age  assemblage  comprises

undiagnostic body sherds. The sherds are small and abraded having a MSW of just 4g,

around half  that of the middle and later Iron Age sherds (Table 1).  A little over 82%

(1,145g) of the Iron Age sherds are from ditches indicating a high degree of residuality.

A further 10% of the assemblage is from pit fills and the remainder from gullies, post-

holes, small ditches, external surfaces and tree throws. The range of fabrics is identical

to those found in the mid- and later Iron Age assemblages, described below. 

Middle Iron Age  

A.1.6  Just  over  one  quarter  of  the  assemblage  has  been  assigned  a  mid-Iron  Age  date

(26.8%, 4,414g). Dating of Iron Age assemblages in Cambridgeshire is complicated by

the longevity of use of some mid-Iron Age fabrics and forms, which continued well into

the later Iron Age (Hancocks 2003, 101). As a consequence dating of the mid-Iron Age

material  at  Wintringham  Park  must  be  considered  as  tentative  with  some  overlap

probable between the ceramic phases. 

A.1.7  Over  92% (4,094g)  of  the  mid-Iron  Age  pot  came from ditches  with  the  remaining

sherds being found in gullies, pits and post-holes. Notable concentrations of mid-Iron

Age pottery were found in Trench 115, which produced 1,509g of pottery, and Trench

169, which contained 647g pottery. 

A.1.8  The mid-Iron Age assemblage is characterised by slack-shouldered jars with medium

everted  or  short  upright  necks  in  sandy  and  shell-tempered  fabrics  decorated  with

slashed scoring  to  the body  and slashed decoration  to  the  rim tops  or  edges.  The

presence of limited quantities of ‘scored ware’ sherds, which make up c.7% of the total

Iron Age assemblage, compares well with the Iron Age pottery found at nearby Love’s

Farm, where scoring was found on 6.4% of the sherds (Lyons and Percival forthcoming
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b), and at Little Paxton where it was found on 10% of the sherds (Hancocks 2003, fig.

7.9). 

Later Iron Age 

A.1.9  As at Love’s Farm the later Iron Age pottery from Wintringham is characterised by an

increase in the presence of tub- and barrel-shaped vessels with several large coarse

storage jars and fine cordoned jars. Cordons are particularly associated with later Iron

Age pottery  (Thompson 1982)  and are  found  in  late  1st-century  contexts  at  Love’s

Farm,  Little  Paxton (Hancocks 2003,  fig.  7.15,  130)  and Wardy Hill  (Hill  and Horne

2003, 177). The pottery is found in mix of shell (52%), sand (34%) and grog-tempered

(11%) fabrics. The dominance of shell-tempered vessels at Wintringham contrasts with

Love’s  Farm  where  the  later  Iron  Age  pottery  is  predominantly  sandy  (Lyons  and

Percival forthcoming b). However, at Little Paxton (Hancocks 2003) and Bob’s Wood

(Lyons and Percival forthcoming a) shell-tempered fabrics are dominant throughout all

periods of occupation.

A.1.10  The pottery is  largely undecorated.  Several  sherds have neatly  combed surfaces or

incised lattice decoration. One unusual sherd has shallow tooled arcs and dots (2276)

similar  to  La  Tène  decorated  vessels  found  at  Dragonby  dated  to  the  2nd  to  1st

centuries  BC  (May  1996,  fig.  19.60,  711).  Such  decoration  is  uncommon  within

Cambridgeshire, but has been found at Wardy Hill (Hill and Horne 2003, fig. 80). 

A.1.11  In keeping with the nearby site of Love’s Farm most Iron Age pottery was recovered

from the fills of ditches (87.6%, 7,613g) and gullies (5.8%, 508g). Smaller quantities of

pottery  also  came from a  hollow,  post-holes  and post-medieval  furrows which  each

contained 1% or  less  of  the  assemblage.  A further  1% of  the  pottery  is  unstratified

(85g). 

Context Cut Feature 
Qty
(Sherds)

Weight
(g)

Era Trench Site 
Combined spot
date

1003 1004 Ditch 1 1 PRE 3 later Iron Age

1022 1024 Ditch 1 11 PRE 29 4 later Iron Age

1022 1024 Ditch 2 5 PRE 29 4 later Iron Age

1022 1024 Ditch 1 2 PRE 29 4 later Iron Age

1022 1024 Ditch 1 7 PRE 29 4 later Iron Age

1022 1024 Ditch 1 4 PRE 29 4 later Iron Age

1022 1024 Ditch 2 8 PRE 29 4 later Iron Age

1022 1024 Ditch 3 181 PRE 29 4 later Iron Age

1022 1024 Ditch 13 97 PRE 29 4 later Iron Age

1022 1024 Ditch 2 6 PRE 29 4 later Iron Age

1022 1024 Ditch 17 124 PRE 29 4 later Iron Age

1022 1024 Ditch 1 2 PRE 29 4 later Iron Age

1029 1030 Post pad 1 2 PRE 29 4 later Iron Age

1035 1036 Ditch 1 1 PRE 29 4 mid Iron Age 

1039 1040 Post hole 1 4 PRE 29 4 mid Iron Age 

1044 1043 Ditch 1 1 PRE 30 4 Iron Age

1044 1043 Ditch 1 1 PRE 30 4 Iron Age

1044 1043 Ditch 1 2 PRE 30 4 Iron Age

1046 1043 Ditch 3 10 PRE 30 4 later Iron Age
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Context Cut Feature 
Qty
(Sherds)

Weight
(g)

Era Trench Site 
Combined spot
date

1046 1043 Ditch 2 7 PRE 30 4 later Iron Age

1046 1043 Ditch 1 17 PRE 30 4 later Iron Age

1059 1060 Ditch 4 7 PRE 37 later Iron Age

1169 1169 Ditch 2 318 PRE 41 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 2 8 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 1 10 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 1 32 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 1 26 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 2 30 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 2 3 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 1 16 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 17 77 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 2 69 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 2 19 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 17 164 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 1 6 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 7 107 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1199 2443 Ditch 44 166 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1200 2443 Ditch 2 30 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1200 2443 Ditch 1 20 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1200 2443 Ditch 1 62 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1200 2443 Ditch 12 107 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1200 2443 Ditch 1 53 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1200 2443 Ditch 2 22 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1200 2443 Ditch 34 614 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1200 2443 Ditch 5 193 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1200 2443 Ditch 51 188 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1215 1216 Pit 1 10 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1215 1216 Pit 1 25 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1217 1218 Pit 1 4 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1217 1218 Pit 7 18 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1217 1218 Pit 1 4 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1222 1223 Ditch 1 3 PRE 38 later Iron Age

1222 1223 Ditch 3 41 PRE 38 later Iron Age

1222 1223 Ditch 3 8 PRE 38 later Iron Age

1244 1245 Ditch 2 8 PRE 86 3 mid Iron Age

1244 1245 Ditch 1 7 PRE 86 3 later Iron Age

1246 1247 Ditch PRE 86 3 mid Iron Age

1256 1257 Post hole 1 30 PRE 93 3 mid Iron Age

1268 1266 Ditch 1 55 PRE 93 3 M2L Iron Age

1269 1266 Ditch 1 2 PRE 93 3 Iron Age

1269 1266 Ditch 2 26 PRE 93 3 Iron Age

1278 1280 Ditch 1 4 PRE 95 3 Iron Age

1278 1280 Ditch 1 18 PRE 95 3 later Iron Age

1278 1280 Ditch 1 9 PRE 95 3 mid Iron Age

1278 1280 Ditch 1 6 PRE 95 3 later Iron Age

1278 1280 Ditch 3 13 PRE 95 3 later Iron Age

1278 1280 Ditch 3 12 PRE 95 3 Iron Age

1278 1280 Ditch 1 23 PRE 95 3 Iron Age

1279 1280 Ditch 1 4 PRE 95 3 mid Iron Age
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Context Cut Feature 
Qty
(Sherds)

Weight
(g)

Era Trench Site 
Combined spot
date

1279 1280 Ditch 5 12 PRE 95 3 mid Iron Age

1279 1280 Ditch 1 6 PRE 95 3 mid Iron Age

1281 1282 Pit 2 22 PRE 95 3 later Iron Age

1283 1285 Ditch 3 43 PRE 95 3 Iron Age

1283 1285 Ditch 2 8 PRE 95 3 Iron Age

1283 1285 Ditch 1 6 PRE 95 3 Iron Age

1283 1285 Ditch 2 20 PRE 95 3 later Iron Age

1320 1321 Ditch 5 51 PRE 125 3 later Iron Age

1332 1333 Ditch 2 31 PRE 113 3 Iron Age

1378 1377 Pit 2 39 PRE 166 1 mid Iron Age

1390 1389 Ditch 1 6 PRE 169 1 later Iron Age

1393 1391 Ditch 3 55 PRE 169 1 Iron Age

1393 1391 Ditch 3 18 PRE 169 1 Iron Age

1393 1391 Ditch 2 126 PRE 169 1 later Iron Age

1393 1391 Ditch 1 2 PRE 169 1 Iron Age

1395 1394 Pit 1 1 PRE 182 Iron Age

1416 1415 Ditch 1 13 PRE 30 4 later Iron Age

1416 1415 Ditch 7 48 PRE 30 4 later Iron Age

1416 1415 Ditch 3 8 PRE 30 4 later Iron Age

1416 1415 Ditch 1 1 PRE 30 4 later Iron Age

1417 1415 Ditch 1 14 PRE 30 4 later Iron Age

1417 1415 Ditch 1 2 PRE 30 4 later Iron Age

1465 1468 Ditch 2 6 PRE 93 3 Iron Age

1465 1468 Ditch 1 145 PRE 93 3 later Iron Age

1465 1468 Ditch 7 11 PRE 93 3 Iron Age

1466 1464 Ditch 6 37 PRE 93 3 Iron Age

1470 1469 Ditch 11 20 PRE 93 3 mid Iron Age

1474 1473 Pit 6 89 PRE 93 3 mid Iron Age

1498 1497 Pit 2 12 PRE 115 3 could be Neolithic

1500 1499 hollow 2 26 PRE 116 3 later Iron Age

1500 1499 hollow 1 13 PRE 116 3 later Iron Age

1501 1499
surface
(external) 3 12 PRE 116 3 Iron Age

1501 1499
surface
(external) 1 13 PRE 116 3 Iron Age

1501 1499
surface
(external) 9 23 PRE 116 3 Iron Age

1501 1499
surface
(external) 1 5 PRE 116 3 Iron Age

1501 1499
surface
(external) 2 5 PRE 116 3 Iron Age

1502 1499 hollow 1 46 PRE 116 3 later Iron Age

1502 1499 hollow 2 1 PRE 116 3 later Iron Age

1504 1503 Ditch 1 16 PRE 116 3 later Iron Age

1506 1505 Ditch 1 3 PRE 116 3 later Iron Age

1506 1505 Ditch 1 5 PRE 116 3 Iron Age

1514 1515 Ditch 1 3 PRE 122 3 later Iron Age

1516 1511 Ditch 2 5 PRE 122 3 Iron Age

1538 1537 Ditch 9 119 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

1538 1537 Ditch 21 122 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

1538 1537 Ditch 1 6 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age
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Context Cut Feature 
Qty
(Sherds)

Weight
(g)

Era Trench Site 
Combined spot
date

1538 1537 Ditch 10 52 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

1540 1539 Ditch 7 38 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

1540 1539 Ditch 9 31 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

1540 1539 Ditch 51 145 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

1540 1539 Ditch 1 5 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

1540 1539 Ditch 1 1 PRE 168 1 Iron Age

1540 1539 Ditch 2 91 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

1540 1539 Ditch 1 13 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

1542 1541 Pit 2 4 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

1542 1541 Pit 3 17 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

1544 1543 Ditch 2 38 PRE 169 1 Iron Age

1544 1543 Ditch 1 9 PRE 169 1 Iron Age

1544 1543 Ditch 3 5 PRE 169 1 Iron Age

1544 1543 Ditch 2 8 PRE 169 1 Iron Age

1544 1543 Ditch 1 8 PRE 169 1 mid Iron Age

1546 1545 Ditch 2 10 PRE 169 1 Iron Age

1621 1622 Ditch 1 1 PRE 10 later Iron Age

1630 1631 Ditch 13 40 PRE 28 4 later Iron Age

1630 1631 Ditch 1 8 PRE 28 4 later Iron Age

1637 1634 Ditch 11 37 PRE 28 4 later Iron Age

1639 1634 Ditch 4 10 PRE 28 4 later Iron Age

1639 1634 Ditch 2 27 PRE 28 4 later Iron Age

1641 1635 Pit 1 4 PRE 28 4 later Iron Age

1641 1635 Pit 4 4 PRE 28 4 later Iron Age

1641 1635 Pit 1 8 PRE 28 4 later Iron Age

1643 1642 Ditch 4 2 PRE 32 4 later Iron Age

1645 1642 Ditch 2 54 PRE 32 4 later Iron Age

1649 1647 Pit 1 2 PRE 32 4 earlier Neolithic 

1649 1647 Pit 1 2 PRE 32 4 earlier Neolithic 

1649 1647 Pit 10 13 PRE 32 4 earlier Neolithic 

1649 1647 Pit 5 8 PRE 32 4 earlier Neolithic 

1649 1647 Pit 3 13 PRE 32 4 earlier Neolithic 

1649 1647 Pit 1 2 PRE 32 4 earlier Neolithic 

1658 1657 Ditch 2 1 PRE 50 later Iron Age

1659 4 7 PRE 50 Iron Age

1662 1660 Ditch 5 5 PRE 50 later Iron Age

1665 1663 Ditch 1 1 PRE 50 later Iron Age

1667 1666 Pit 4 18 PRE 49 later Iron Age

1667 1666 Pit 1 11 PRE 49 later Iron Age

1667 1666 Pit 1 1 PRE 49 later Iron Age

1759 1761 Pit 1 2 PRE 96 3 Iron Age

1762 1763 Ditch 6 15 PRE 96 3 Iron Age

1764 1767 Ditch 5 33 PRE 91 later Iron Age

1765 1767 Ditch 4 11 PRE 91 later Iron Age

1765 1767 Ditch 5 42 PRE 91 later Iron Age

1771 1773 Gully 1 3 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1771 1773 Gully 3 47 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1771 1773 Gully 4 12 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1771 1773 Gully 1 10 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1771 1773 Gully 3 31 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age
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1774 1776 Gully 2 12 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1774 1776 Gully 2 40 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1774 1776 Gully 1 13 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1774 1776 Gully 11 85 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1774 1776 Gully 1 7 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1774 1776 Gully 1 23 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1774 1776 Gully 1 1 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1774 1776 Gully 1 118 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1774 1776 Gully 1 17 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1774 1776 Gully 1 8 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1774 1776 Gully 2 35 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1781 1782 Post hole 1 2 PRE 115 3 later Iron Age

1790 1797 Ditch 1 1 PRE 115 3 Iron Age

1791 1797 Ditch 2 5 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1791 1797 Ditch 1 10 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1791 1797 Ditch 2 8 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1792 1797 Ditch 1 7 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1792 1797 Ditch 2 12 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1792 1797 Ditch 11 13 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1794 1797 Ditch 2 4 PRE 115 3 Iron Age

1794 1797 Ditch 3 3 PRE 115 3 Iron Age

1794 1797 Ditch 1 31 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1795 1797 Ditch 2 6 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1800 3401 Ditch 4 29 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1800 3401 Ditch 91 519 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1803 1804 Ditch 3 20 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1803 1804 Ditch 1 26 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1803 1804 Ditch 3 32 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1809 1805 Ditch 1 36 PRE 20 4 later Iron Age

1810 1806 Ditch 20 48 PRE 20 4 mid Iron Age 

1811 1812 Ditch 4 12 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1811 1812 Ditch 1 32 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1811 1812 Ditch 1 46 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1813 1815 Pit 6 53 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1813 1815 Pit 14 104 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1813 1815 Pit 12 53 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1813 1815 Pit 1 1 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1813 1815 Pit 1 3 PRE 18 4 later Iron Age

1818 1808 Ditch 4 21 PRE 20 4 mid Iron Age 

1818 1808 Ditch 2 1 PRE 20 4 mid Iron Age 

1818 1808 Ditch 2 4 PRE 20 4 mid Iron Age 

1818 1808 Ditch 2 3 PRE 20 4 mid Iron Age 

1819 1808 Ditch 3 17 PRE 20 4 later Iron Age

1819 1808 Ditch 1 6 PRE 20 4 later Iron Age

1819 1808 Ditch 4 4 PRE 20 4 later Iron Age

1823 1821 Ditch 1 1 PRE 20 4 later Iron Age

1824 1821 Ditch 1 4 PRE 20 4 later Iron Age

1826 1821 Ditch 5 67 PRE 20 4 later Iron Age

1831 1830 Ditch 2 12 PRE 20 4 later Iron Age

1831 1830 Ditch 4 20 PRE 20 4 later Iron Age

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 65 of 119 Report Number 1062



Context Cut Feature 
Qty
(Sherds)

Weight
(g)

Era Trench Site 
Combined spot
date

1831 1830 Ditch 1 10 PRE 20 4 later Iron Age

1838 1836 Ditch 2 1 PRE 43 mid Iron Age 

1841 1836 Ditch 1 18 PRE 43 mid Iron Age 

1841 1836 Ditch 1 38 PRE 43 mid Iron Age 

1842 1836 Ditch 4 28 PRE 43 mid Iron Age 

1842 1836 Ditch 3 6 PRE 43 mid Iron Age 

1842 1836 Ditch 1 3 PRE 43 mid Iron Age 

1842 1836 Ditch 1 9 PRE 43 mid Iron Age 

1844 1837 Ditch 6 25 PRE 43 mid Iron Age 

1844 1837 Ditch 6 17 PRE 43 mid Iron Age 

1844 1837 Ditch 4 52 PRE 43 mid Iron Age 

1856 1852 Ditch 1 89 PRE 85 3 mid Iron Age

1856 1852 Ditch 1 11 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1856 1852 Ditch 1 4 PRE 85 3 mid Iron Age

1856 1852 Ditch 1 10 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

1856 1852 Ditch 2 4 PRE 85 3 mid Iron Age

1868 1869 Ditch 1 2 PRE 92 3 later Iron Age

1868 1869 Ditch 1 5 PRE 92 3 later Iron Age

1875 1869 Ditch 1 11 PRE 92 3 later Iron Age

1878 1869 Ditch 3 95 PRE 92 3 Iron Age

1880 1879 Ditch 2 6 PRE 101 Iron Age

1882 1881 Ditch 1 26 PRE 95 3 later Iron Age

1882 1881 Ditch 1 3 PRE 95 3 later Iron Age

1882 1881 Ditch 2 38 PRE 95 3 later Iron Age

1883 1881 Ditch 2 5 PRE 95 3 later Iron Age

1886 1885 Ditch 3 32 PRE 95 3 later Iron Age

1887 1885 Ditch 1 8 PRE 95 3 Iron Age

1890 1889 Ditch 1 9 PRE 95 3 later Iron Age

1894 1892 Ditch 1 7 PRE 95 3 Iron Age

1894 1892 Ditch 2 16 PRE 95 3 Iron Age

1899 1904 Ditch 2 14 PRE 94 3 mid Iron Age

1899 1904 Ditch 9 16 PRE 94 3 mid Iron Age

1899 1904 Ditch 4 66 PRE 94 3 mid Iron Age

1899 1904 Ditch 3 12 PRE 94 3 mid Iron Age

1906 1905 Ditch 4 33 PRE 114 3 mid Iron Age

1906 1905 Ditch 1 2 PRE 114 3 mid Iron Age

1906 1905 Ditch 1 11 PRE 114 3 mid Iron Age

1906 1905 Ditch 16 69 PRE 114 3 mid Iron Age

1906 1905 Ditch 2 19 PRE 114 3 mid Iron Age

1907 1905 Ditch 3 14 PRE 114 3 later Iron Age

1907 1905 Ditch 6 23 PRE 114 3 later Iron Age

1908 1905 Ditch 5 39 PRE 114 3 Iron Age

1911 1910 Ditch 2 6 PRE 114 3 later Iron Age

1911 1910 Ditch 1 4 PRE 114 3 later Iron Age

1911 1910 Ditch 1 5 PRE 114 3 later Iron Age

1911 1910 Ditch 1 3 PRE 114 3 later Iron Age

1911 1910 Ditch 1 3 PRE 114 3 later Iron Age

1911 1910 Ditch 2 12 PRE 114 3 later Iron Age

1911 1910 Ditch 1 3 PRE 114 3 later Iron Age

1915 1913 Ditch 35 766 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age
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1915 1913 Ditch 1 9 PRE 115 3 mid Iron Age

1919 1918 Pit 1 14 PRE 119 3 mid Iron Age

1921 1920 Ditch 1 8 PRE 119 3 mid Iron Age

1921 1920 Ditch 1 9 PRE 119 3 Iron Age

1923 1922 Pit 2 11 PRE 119 3 Iron Age

1925 1924 Ditch 4 21 PRE 119 3 mid Iron Age

1926 1924 Ditch 8 36 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

1926 1924 Ditch 4 11 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

1939 1935 Ditch 1 2 PRE 137 2 later Iron Age

1942 1940 Ditch 1 6 PRE 160 1 later Iron Age

1942 1940 Ditch 1 77 PRE 160 1 later Iron Age

1944 1940 Ditch 1 5 PRE 160 1 later Iron Age

1944 1940 Ditch 1 15 PRE 160 1 later Iron Age

1956 1955 Ditch 4 28 PRE 168 1 mid Iron Age

1956 1955 Ditch 13 42 PRE 168 1 mid Iron Age

1956 1955 Ditch 2 6 PRE 168 1 mid Iron Age

1957 1953 Ditch 7 53 PRE 168 1 Iron Age

1959 1958 Ditch 16 271 PRE 168 1 Iron Age

2005 2006 Post hole 1 2 PRE 20 4 mid Iron Age 

2007 2008 Ditch 1 3 PRE 20 4 mid Iron Age 

2013 1821 Ditch 5 12 PRE 20 4 mid Iron Age 

2013 1821 Ditch 1 3 PRE 20 4 mid Iron Age 

2013 1821 Ditch 1 12 PRE 20 4 mid Iron Age 

2048 2049 Ditch 2 2 PRE 85 3 later Iron Age

2054 2055
small
ditch 2 3 PRE 93 3 Iron Age

2071 2072 Ditch 1 3 PRE 94 3 later Iron Age

2071 2072 Ditch 15 16 PRE 94 3 Iron Age

2079 2082 Ditch 2 10 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2079 2082 Ditch 1 7 PRE 100 3 mid Iron Age

2079 2082 Ditch 1 39 PRE 100 3 mid Iron Age

2080 2082 Ditch 3 28 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2080 2082 Ditch 1 4 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2080 2082 Ditch 1 4 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2080 2082 Ditch 1 7 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2081 2082 Ditch 8 43 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2202 2201 Ditch 13 20 PRE 19 4 mid Iron Age 

2202 2201 Ditch 34 34 PRE 19 4 mid Iron Age 

2204 2203 Ditch 9 63 PRE 28 4 mid Iron Age 

2205 2203 Ditch 1 6 PRE 28 4 later Iron Age

2205 2203 Ditch 12 31 PRE 28 4 later Iron Age

2207 2206 Ditch 1 2 PRE 28 4 mid Iron Age 

2208 2206 Ditch 43 70 PRE 28 4 mid Iron Age 

2208 2206 Ditch 18 169 PRE 28 4 mid Iron Age 

2268 2266 Ditch 2 17 PRE 93 3 later Iron Age

2271 2266 Ditch 2 13 PRE 93 3 later Iron Age

2271 2266 Ditch 1 25 PRE 93 3 later Iron Age

2271 2266 Ditch 1 5 PRE 93 3 later Iron Age

2276 2275 Ditch 1 12 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2276 2275 Ditch 1 12 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age
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2276 2275 Ditch 1 18 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2276 2275 Ditch 1 3 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2276 2275 Ditch 2 41 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2277 2275 Ditch 1 27 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2277 2275 Ditch 1 20 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2277 2275 Ditch 1 23 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2277 2275 Ditch 1 265 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2279 2275 Ditch 1 12 PRE 100 3 mid Iron Age

2279 2275 Ditch 1 26 PRE 100 3 mid Iron Age

2279 2275 Ditch 1 19 PRE 100 3 mid Iron Age

2279 2275 Ditch 1 15 PRE 100 3 mid Iron Age

2279 2275 Ditch 6 64 PRE 100 3 mid Iron Age

2287 2286 Ditch 1 12 PRE 114 Iron Age

2292 2291 Ditch 1 15 PRE 122 3 later Iron Age

2292 2291 Ditch 1 4 PRE 122 3 later Iron Age

2292 2291 Ditch 1 8 PRE 122 3 later Iron Age

2292 2291 Ditch 14 150 PRE 122 3 later Iron Age

2292 2291 Ditch 4 68 PRE 122 3 later Iron Age

2292 2291 Ditch 1 10 PRE 122 3 later Iron Age

2300 2299 Ditch 6 44 PRE 122 3 later Iron Age

2313 2316 Ditch 1 11 PRE 122 3 Iron Age

2327 2325 Ditch 6 26 PRE 163 1 later Iron Age

2328 2325 Ditch 3 51 PRE 163 1 Iron Age

2328 2325 Ditch 3 24 PRE 163 1 Iron Age

2328 2325 Ditch 2 9 PRE 163 1 later Iron Age

2334 2326 Ditch 1 9 PRE 163 1 Iron Age

2334 2326 Ditch 1 7 PRE 163 1 Iron Age

2347 2346 Ditch 1 2 PRE 165 1 Iron Age

2353 2348 Ditch 3 5 PRE 165 1 Iron Age

2353 2348 Ditch 1 17 PRE 165 1 Iron Age

2424 2427 Ditch 1 11 PRE 73 later Iron Age

2424 2427 Ditch 1 30 PRE 73 later Iron Age

2424 2427 Ditch 1 17 PRE 73 later Iron Age

2441 2442 Post hole 1 13 PRE 85 3 Iron Age

2603 1604 Furrow 1 6 PRE 17 later Iron Age

2607 2607 Ditch 7 30 PRE 30 4 mid Iron Age 

2607 2607 Ditch 3 81 PRE 30 4 mid Iron Age 

2607 2607 Ditch 3 15 PRE 30 4 mid Iron Age 

2607 2607 Ditch 8 57 PRE 30 4 mid Iron Age 

2618 2619 Ditch 1 1 PRE 67 mid Iron Age 

2657 2656 Ditch 2 7 PRE 95 3 Iron Age

2661 2660 Pit 2 14 PRE 89 later Iron Age

2661 2660 Pit 1 1 PRE 89 later Iron Age

2662 2660 Pit 1 5 PRE 89 Iron Age

2665 2666 Ditch 1 4 PRE 89 Iron Age

2680 4 2 PRE 105 0 Iron Age

2684 2 4 PRE 116 0 Iron Age

2688 1 19 PRE 116 0 later Iron Age

2688 4 24 PRE 116 0 later Iron Age

2707 2706 Pit 2 1 PRE 122 3 Iron Age
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2725 2726 Ditch 6 13 PRE 119 3 Iron Age

2737 2738 Ditch 1 1 PRE 161 1 later Iron Age

2739 2738 Ditch 1 1 PRE 161 1 later Iron Age

2744 2745 Ditch 1 3 PRE 156 1 later Iron Age

2744 2745 Ditch 1 24 PRE 156 1 later Iron Age

2744 2745 Ditch 2 27 PRE 156 1 later Iron Age

2749 2750 Ditch 1 5 PRE 149 1 later Iron Age

2756 2750 Ditch 1 28 PRE 149 1 later Iron Age

2757 2752 Ditch 2 12 PRE 149 1 later Iron Age

2779 2776 Ditch 3 4 PRE 176 later Iron Age

2817 2818 Ditch 1 1 PRE 86 3 Iron Age

2845 2847 Ditch 23 65 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2845 2847 Ditch 1 7 PRE 100 3 mid Iron Age

2845 2847 Ditch 5 7 PRE 100 3 later Iron Age

2876 2879 Ditch 3 6 PRE 116 3 mid Iron Age

2876 2879 Ditch 1 2 PRE 116 3 mid Iron Age

2877 2879 Ditch 1 6 PRE 116 3 mid Iron Age

2917 2919 Ditch 2 8 PRE 113 3 later Iron Age

2917 2919 Ditch 3 22 PRE 113 3 later Iron Age

2918 2919 Ditch 3 11 PRE 113 3 Iron Age

2918 2919 Ditch 2 8 PRE 113 3 Iron Age

2924 2926 Pit 1 2 PRE 186 Iron Age

2924 2926 Pit 3 8 PRE 186 later Iron Age

2924 2926 Pit 13 68 PRE 186 Iron Age

2924 2926 Pit 2 5 PRE 186 later Iron Age

2927 2928 Pit 2 2 PRE 186 2 Iron Age

2933 2935 Ditch 1 2 PRE 186 2 later Iron Age

2936 2939 Pit 4 5 PRE 186 later Iron Age

2937 2939 Pit 1 1 PRE 186 2 Iron Age

2937 2939 Pit 1 2 PRE 186 2 Iron Age

2942 2943 Pit 1 15 PRE 163 1 Iron Age

2971 2972 Ditch 1 3 PRE 156 1 later Iron Age

2973 2979 Ditch 4 26 PRE 158 1 later Iron Age

2973 2979 Ditch 1 15 PRE 158 1 Iron Age

2984 2990 Ditch 2 5 PRE 165 1 later Iron Age

2984 2990 Ditch 2 29 PRE 165 1 later Iron Age

2987 2990 Ditch 3 22 PRE 165 1 later Iron Age

2991 2993 Ditch 1 4 PRE 165 1 later Iron Age

2991 2993 Ditch 1 10 PRE 165 1 later Iron Age

3013 3012 Ditch 1 1 PRE 93 3 Iron Age

3014 3015 Ditch 1 6 PRE 100 3 Iron Age

3016 3017 Ditch 5 12 PRE 100 3 Iron Age

3016 3017 Ditch 1 20 PRE 100 3 Iron Age

3016 3017 Ditch 1 4 PRE 100 3 Iron Age

3024 3025 Ditch 7 8 PRE 105 3 later Iron Age

3246 3245 Gully 14 9 PRE 118 3 Iron Age

3255 3254 Ditch 1 1 PRE 113 3 Iron Age

3271 3270 Ditch 2 11 PRE 138 2 Iron Age

3276 3274 tree throw 4 9 PRE 155 Iron Age

3291 3290 Ditch 1 5 PRE 166 1 Iron Age
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3403 3405 Ditch 8 75 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3403 3405 Ditch 1 21 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3403 3405 Ditch 57 314 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3403 3405 Ditch 14 58 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3403 3405 Ditch 1 4 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3403 3405 Ditch 5 15 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3404 3405 Ditch 3 20 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3404 3405 Ditch 1 6 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3404 3405 Ditch 1 8 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3404 3405 Ditch 1 38 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3404 3405 Ditch 1 11 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3404 3405 Ditch 1 1 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3406 3408 Ditch 5 24 PRE 119 later Iron Age

3406 3408 Ditch 2 39 PRE 119 later Iron Age

3406 3408 Ditch 1 2 PRE 119 later Iron Age

3406 3408 Ditch 1 2 PRE 119 later Iron Age

3409 3410 Ditch 1 8 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3409 3410 Ditch 1 2 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3409 3410 Ditch 7 22 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3409 3410 Ditch 2 5 PRE 119 3 later Iron Age

3411 3412 Pit 1 14 PRE 163 1 Iron Age

3411 3412 Pit 4 24 PRE 163 1 Iron Age

3413 3415 Ditch 1 2 PRE 163 1 later Iron Age

3413 3415 Ditch 6 29 PRE 163 1 later Iron Age

3414 3415 Ditch 3 26 PRE 163 1 Iron Age

3414 3415 Ditch 1 2 PRE 163 1 Iron Age

3414 3415 Ditch 1 12 PRE 163 1 later Iron Age

3414 3415 Ditch 1 1 PRE 163 1 Iron Age

3416 3417 Ditch 1 3 PRE 163 1 Iron Age

3433 3434 Gully 1 5 PRE 164 1 Iron Age

3439 3442 Ditch 17 148 PRE 169 1 mid Iron Age

3439 3442 Ditch 1 2 PRE 169 1 Iron Age

3439 3442 Ditch 1 12 PRE 169 1 mid Iron Age

3439 3442 Ditch 3 165 PRE 169 1 mid Iron Age

3439 3442 Ditch 7 30 PRE 169 1 mid Iron Age

3439 3442 Ditch 11 261 PRE 169 1 mid Iron Age

3439 3442 Ditch 4 23 PRE 169 1 mid Iron Age

3440 3442 Ditch 3 10 PRE 169 1 Iron Age

3440 3442 Ditch 4 28 PRE 169 1 Iron Age

3441 3442 Ditch 1 2 PRE 169 1 Iron Age

3601 3603 Ditch 9 47 PRE 113 3 later Iron Age

3601 3603 Ditch 1 32 PRE 113 3 later Iron Age

3601 3603 Ditch 1 119 PRE 113 3 later Iron Age

3601 3603 Ditch 3 80 PRE 113 3 later Iron Age

3601 3603 Ditch 4 36 PRE 113 3 Iron Age

3602 3603 Ditch 1 47 PRE 113 3 later Iron Age

3604 3609 Ditch 5 71 PRE 113 0 later Iron Age

3604 3609 Ditch 14 54 PRE 113 0 later Iron Age

3604 3609 Ditch 2 12 PRE 113 0 later Iron Age
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3604 3609 Ditch 2 27 PRE 113 0 later Iron Age

3606 3608 Ditch 1 8 PRE 113 3 later Iron Age

3606 3608 Ditch 1 3 PRE 113 3 later Iron Age

3606 3608 Ditch 1 9 PRE 113 3 later Iron Age

3606 3608 Ditch 6 54 PRE 113 3 later Iron Age

3607 3608 Ditch 2 10 PRE 113 3 later Iron Age

3620 3622 Ditch 1 15 PRE 162 1 later Iron Age

3620 3622 Ditch 4 17 PRE 162 1 later Iron Age

3631 3632 Post hole 7 5 PRE 159 1 Iron Age

3656 3657 Ditch 8 33 PRE 149 1 later Iron Age

3656 3657 Ditch 1 9 PRE 149 1 later Iron Age

3656 3657 Ditch 1 1 PRE 149 1 later Iron Age

3660 3661 Ditch 1 13 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

3665 3668 Ditch 1 7 PRE 168 1 Iron Age

3666 3668 Ditch 11 29 PRE 168 1 Iron Age

3667 3668 Ditch 1 32 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

3675 3677 Ditch 4 19 PRE 168 1 later Iron Age

3676 3677 Ditch 3 38 PRE 168 1 Iron Age

3676 3677 Ditch 59 86 PRE 168 1 Iron Age

3680 3682 Ditch 2 6 PRE 170 1 later Iron Age
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A.2  Roman Pottery

By Stephen Wadeson

Summary

A.2.1  The Roman pottery assemblage from Wintringham Park is a large group of significantly

abraded pottery produced between the mid 1st century BC to early 5th century AD. This

material, combined with pottery assemblages recovered from recent field work around

St Neots, continues to allow us to develop our understanding of pottery use throughout

the Roman period in west Cambridgeshire.

A.2.2  Largely  recovered  from  stratified  deposits,  analysis  has  revealed  a  domestic

assemblage typical of the type recovered from low order settlements within this region

(Evans  2003,  105).  The  majority  of  the  assemblage  consists  of  locally  produced

utilitarian coarse wares using local (shelly)  clay resources. Other wares, in particular

unprovenanced sandy grey wares are also found in large quantities while traded and

specialist wares are present but in only relatively small quantities.

Introduction

A.2.3  A relatively large assemblage of Late pre Roman Iron Age, early Roman transitional,

early  Roman  and  Romano-British  pottery,  totalling  3836  sherds,  weighing  44.211kg

were recovered during the evaluation at Wintringham Park, St Neots, Cambridgeshire.

Largely  Romano-British  in  date  (Table  1)  the  assemblage  was  recovered  from 244

stratified deposits. The majority of the material was recovered from ditches c.88%, with

a further c.3% of pottery retrieved from pits. 

Ceramic Period Date range Qty % Qty Weight (g) % Weight MSW 

LPRIA MC1 BC - MC1 AD 694 18.1% 6848 15.5% 9.9g

Transitional MC1 - E/MC2 AD 503 13.1% 5604 12.7% 11.1g

early Roman MC1 - MC2 AD 1092 28.5% 10463 23.7% 9.6g

Romano-British LC1 - LC4/EC5 AD 1547 40.3% 21296 48.1% 13.8g

Total 3836 44211 11.5g

Table 1: Quantity and weight of pottery by ceramic period.

A.2.4  The  majority  of  the  assemblage  is  fragmentary  and  significantly  abraded  with  an

average sherd weight of c.12g suggesting that much of the pottery was not found within

its primary site of deposition. Many of the sherds do not retain their original surface

finish and the poor condition of the pottery can be attributed not  only to the natural

action of the local clay soils but also from post-depositional processes.
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Methodology

A.2.5  The assemblage was  examined in  accordance  with  the guidelines  set  down by  the

Study Group for Roman Pottery (Webster 1976; Darling 2004; Willis 2004). All pottery

was spot dated on a context-by-context basis via a rapid scan of the assemblage after

processing. All  sherds were counted and weighed to the nearest whole gram and a

preliminary catalogue prepared. 

A.2.6  Due to the nature of the methods used in assessing the assemblage, only the era and

bulk weight for each context was recorded, only broad conclusions can be reached as

to the fabric,  form and provenance for  each context.  Pottery post-dating the Roman

period has not been included in this report.

A.2.7  The site archive is currently held by OA East and will be deposited with the appropriate

county stores in due course.

Definition of chronological Periods

A.2.8  Within this report the pottery has been dated in chronological order by ceramic periods

which are summarised below.

The Late Pre Roman Iron Age

A.2.9  Pottery dated to the LPRIA, (mid 1st century BC to the mid 1st century AD) accounts for

15.5% by weight of the assemblage. This material, produced using Iron Age fabrics and

technologies  (hand  made/bonfired  pottery)  was  now  being  supplemented  by  wheel

made/kiln  fired  Gaulish  imports  and  locally  made  copies.  Alongside  shell  tempered

wares, (now used for a restricted number of vessel types such as storage jars) these

vessels were increasingly produced in grog tempered fabrics during the LPRIA. 

A.2.10  The presence of a small number of sherds of late La Tene wheel made pottery from

sites  1  and  3  (which  is  relatively  rare  in  this  area)  is  worthy  of  note  at  this  stage

although the significance of  this  material  in  relation  to  these  archaeological  sites  is

currently unknown.

The transition between the Late Iron Age and the early Roman era: Transitional

A.2.11  The 'transitional' assemblage, (12.7% by weight) dates from between the Late Iron Age

and the early Roman periods (mid 1st century to early/mid 2nd century AD). Alongside

Iron  Age  fabrics,  proto-sandy  greywares  (PGW)  and  sandy  oxidised  wares  (SOW)

continued to produced more Romanised forms (such as rolled rim jars etc). While some

vessels continue to be made by hand, wheel production and kiln firing became common

place.  Gaulish  fine wares were introduced including South  Gaulish Samian from La

Graufesenque as well as more specialised wares such as flagons.
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Early Roman

A.2.12  A further 23.7% of the material recovered dates to the early Roman period, (Mid 1st to

mid 2nd century AD). The majority of domestic wares from this period were produced in

Roman (grey/sandy) fabrics but generally not on an industrial scale. During this period

Gaulish  fine  wares  are  still  in  use  with  Gaulish  samian  becoming  more  commonly

available while locally domestic fine red wares, which copy samian forms are produced.

Romano-British

A.2.13  The majority of the assemblage, 48.1% (by weight) is Romano-British and dates to the

late 1st to late 4th, early 5th century AD. By the later 1st century wheel production and

kiln firing become common place with large kilns sites taking over from small  scale,

local, production. By the mid 2nd century most pottery is now produced on an industrial

scale, this trend continuing to develop until the end of the Roman era. By the late 2nd

early 3rd century AD samian is eventually replaced by domestic fine wares. 

The Assemblage

A.2.14  Recovered  from  the  clay  uplands  of  west  Cambridgeshire  the  pottery  assemblage

consists mainly of locally produced utilitarian coarse wares (reduced and oxidised), in

particular shell tempered and sandy grey wares; although small amounts of specialist,

fine wares and traded wares were also identified. 

A.2.15  The majority of the material identified during excavation was recovered from sites 1 and

3 which lie within the central and southern zones of Wintringham Park. No pottery from

the LPRIA and Romano-British periods was recovered from site 4. Table 2 illustrates the

distribution of this pottery by era across these sites. 

Table 2: The distribution of the ceramic assemblage by era. 
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Site 1

A.2.16  Site 1 is situated at the southern edge of Wintringham Park and accounts for c. 30% (by

sherd count) of the pottery assemblage dated from the LPRIA to later Roman period.

The assemblage shows continuous occupation from the Late Iron Age, through to the

early  5th  century  AD and is  consistent  with  small,  low order  settlements  within  this

region. 

A.2.17  A range  of  utilitarian  coarse  wares  in  a  variety  of  fabrics  form  the  majority  of  the

assemblage recovered. Used for small scale storage of dry goods, vessels were often

used  for  both  cooking  and  serving  food  and  several  of  the  sherds  recovered  still

containing residues on their surfaces. 

A.2.18  Forms and fabrics traditionally associated with specialist wares are relatively rare within

the assemblage. Several sherds from amphorae were recovered from site including a

number of fragments from a DR20/Peacock and Williams Class 25 vessel (Tomber and

Dore 1998,  84) type which was produced in Baetica (Southern Spain).  Amphorae is

generally poorly represented in low order settlements in East Anglia and its presence

here may reflect the closeness of the site to local trade routes.

A.2.19  The majority of fine wares recovered are Nene Valley colour coated wares (Tomber and

Dore  1998,  118)  dating  from the  later  Roman period.  Produced in  the Lower  Nene

Valley production was centred on the Roman town of Durobrivae (Water Newton). Early

fine wares include several fragments from a Drag. 18/31 dish recovered from ditch 3432

and include a partial potters stamp. Reading [ ]RCLVSF the stamp can be attributed to

Paterclus ii from Les Martres, central Gaul (Tomber and Dore 1998, 30) and dates from

110-125 AD. 

Site 2

A.2.20  Three  LPRIA sherds,  from  ditch  3267 were  recovered  from  Site  2.  These  sherds

represent  the  latest  phase  of  activity  for  this  site  which  appears  to  have  been

abandoned by the mid 1st century prior to the Roman conquest. Site 2 is predominately

late Iron Age and the three sherds recovered from the upper ditch fill may be intrusive,

deposited through later agricultural activity.  

Site 3

A.2.21  Located in the central zone, Site 3 accounts for the majority c. 64% (by sherd count) of

the pottery assemblage recovered during excavation and shows continuous occupation

throughout the Late Iron Age, and Romano-British periods. The assemblage, essentially

consists  of  the  same range  and  forms  of  vessels  present  on  site  1  but  with  some

noticeable and perhaps significant differences. 

A.2.22  These apparent differences include the presence of early red fine wares, Verulamium

and Verulamium-type (white wares) and mortaria as detailed below may be an indicator

of differences in function and/or status in the local landscape between the contemporary

sites of 1 and 3.
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A.2.23  The majority of the pottery recovered is of an utilitarian nature with locally produced

domestic coarse wares (reduced and oxidised) and shell tempered wares forming the

majority of the assemblage. Used for small scale storage of dry goods, vessels were

often used for both cooking and serving food.

A.2.24  Forms and fabrics traditionally associated with specialist wares are again relatively rare

within  the  assemblage  and include  a  small  number  of  amphora  and  flagon sherds.

These include a small amount of Verulamium-type white ware material including several

undecorated,  fragmentary  body sherds  from flagons.  The presence of  these  sherds

together with the remains of amphora would suggest that the consumption of wine was

taking place at Wintringham, even if only on a small scale. 

A.2.25  Several sherds of mortaria were recovered from site 3. The presence of mortaria in the

assemblage may indicate that the local population were becoming more Romanized,

embracing foreign cooking methods which involved the grinding of herbs and spices

and the production of sauces, or simply that the community was becoming more affluent

(Lyons 2008).  

A.2.26  Early  fine  wares  include several  fragments  of  domestically  produced unsourced red

wares apparently supplying copies of the more expensive samian forms.

A.2.27  The majority of early fine wares include both decorated and undecorated South Gaulish

samian from La Graufesenque (Tomber and Dore 1998, 28) and Central Gaulish samian

from Lezoux (Tomber and Dore 1998, 32). These include a small decorated fragment of

samian containing the figure of a warrior (Oswald 163) recovered from layer 1192. This

figure type was commonly used on moulds attributed to Drusus ii of Lezoux and can be

dated to between 125 and 135/40 AD. 

A.2.28  Also recovered from layer 1192 is a single body sherd from a 'Rheinish'  colour coat

beaker (Tyers 1996, 137) dating from the mid 2nd century AD.

A.2.29  The majority of fine wares from site 3 are Nene Valley colour coat wares (Tomber and

Dore 1998,  118)  produced from the mid 2nd century  AD to  the later  Roman period

(Tyers 1996, 173-175). However most sherds are typical of the later, 3rd to 4th century.

These fine wares more closely resemble utilitarian wares, and are thicker and more

substantial than the earlier Nene Valley fine wares of the mid 2nd early 3rd century. 

A.2.30  In  addition  several  sherds  of  Hadham (Hertfordshire)  red  wares  (Tomber  and  Dore

1998, 151) and Oxfordshire red colour coat wares (Tomber and Dore 1998, 174) were

also identified within the assemblage.

Discussion

A.2.31  This is a relatively large assemblage providing evidence for continuous settlement at

Wintringham Park from the Late Iron Age, through the Roman period to the early 5th

century AD. Consistent with other Roman sites of this date within West Cambridgeshire

the assemblage is typical of a utilitarian domestic assemblage recovered from low order

settlements within this region (Evans 2003, 105). 

A.2.32  The majority of  the assemblage consists of  locally produced utilitarian coarse wares
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supplemented by a large range of products from the regional pottery production centre

in the Lower Nene valley including the majority of fine wares. 

A.2.33  Forms and fabrics traditionally associated with specialist wares are relatively rare within

the assemblage. Amphorae is generally poorly represented in low order settlements in

East Anglia and its presence here may reflect the closeness of the site to local trade

routes.

A.2.34  Gaulish fine wares during the Romano-British period include a relatively small amount

of Central Gaulish samian and an even smaller amount of South Gaulish samian. The

sparse use of imported wares on rural sites is again typical of low order settlements in

the region (Evans 2003, 105).

A.2.35  The majority of  the fine wares recovered are later Roman in date and are relatively

common within the assemblage. Imported from a variety of domestic production centres

they include Nene Valley colour coated wares (Cambridgeshire),  Hadham red wares

(Hertfordshire) and Oxfordshire red wares (Oxfordshire).

A.2.36  The presence of Nene Valley wares, on this and other sites in the region is due to the

proximity of the site to the production centres of the Nene Valley. This often results in

the  dominance  of  Nene  Valley  colour  coats  over  other  fine  wares.  As  a  result  the

presence of Nene Valley colour coats acts as a chronological indicator for the site rather

than one of status.

Context Cut Feature 
Qty
(Sherds)

Weight
(g)

Era Trench Site Combined  spot date

1163 1164 Ditch 1 5 LPRIA 65 MC1BC-MC1AD

1200 2443 Ditch 1 23 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1200 2443 Ditch 1 11 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1200 2443 Ditch 1 12 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1203 1204 Furrow 1 6 LPRIA 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

1250 1251 Ditch 3 32 LPRIA 93 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1268 1266 Ditch 1 8 LPRIA 93 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1272 1266 Ditch 1 8 LPRIA 93 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1275 1274 Ditch 1 16 LPRIA 95 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1278 1280 Ditch 1 16 LPRIA 95 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1288 1292 Ditch 7 33 LPRIA 95 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1290 1292 Ditch 7 111 LPRIA 95 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1390 1389 Ditch LPRIA 169 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

1461 1460 Ditch 11 79 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1481 1482 Ditch 88 337 LPRIA 92 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1751 1752 Ditch 2 46 LPRIA 90 MC1BC-MC1AD

1772 1773 Gully 5 43 LPRIA 115 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1848 1845 Ditch 20 225 LPRIA 84 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1849 1845 Ditch 2 22 LPRIA 84 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1853 1852 Ditch 7 79 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1857 1852 Ditch 8 221 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1866 1867 Ditch 1 19 LPRIA 92 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1873 1869 Ditch 3 82 LPRIA 92 3 E-MC1

1875 1869 Ditch 3 45 LPRIA 92 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1875 1869 Ditch 2 10 LPRIA 92 3 MC1BC-MC1AD
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Context Cut Feature 
Qty
(Sherds)

Weight
(g)

Era Trench Site Combined  spot date

1875 1869 Ditch 1 6 LPRIA 92 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1877 1869 Ditch 3 15 LPRIA 92 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

1949 1948 Ditch 1 66 LPRIA 158 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

1949 1948 Ditch 1 4 LPRIA 158 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

1952 1948 Ditch 1 7 LPRIA 158 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

1952 1948 Ditch 3 84 LPRIA 158 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

1952 1948 Ditch 1 3 LPRIA 158 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

1952 1948 Ditch 1 2 LPRIA 158 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2033 2034 Ditch 5 7 LPRIA 71 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2050 2053 Ditch 1 8 LPRIA 92 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2052 2053 Ditch 1 20 LPRIA 92 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2054 2055 small ditch 1 3 LPRIA 93 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2057 2058 Ditch 1 17 LPRIA 93 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2079 2082 Ditch 1 4 LPRIA 100 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2079 2082 Ditch 5 42 LPRIA 100 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2079 2082 Ditch 1 11 LPRIA 100 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2079 2082 Ditch 3 11 LPRIA 100 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2079 2082 Ditch 8 80 LPRIA 100 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2079 2082 Ditch 1 14 LPRIA 100 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2079 2082 Ditch 1 3 LPRIA 100 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2079 2082 Ditch 4 78 LPRIA 100 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2079 2082 Ditch 1 79 LPRIA 100 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2224 2228 Ditch 28 277 LPRIA 71 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2242 2243 Ditch 6 27 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2245 2247 Ditch 4 25 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2246 2247 Ditch 2 30 LPRIA 85 3 1BC-1AD

2248 2252 Ditch 1 36 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2248 2252 Ditch 5 18 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2251 2252 Ditch 1 1 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2253 2256 Ditch 42 354 LPRIA 92 3 MC1

2257 2260 Ditch 2 8 LPRIA 92 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2262 2265 Ditch LPRIA 93 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2268 2266 Ditch 1 22 LPRIA 93 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2271 2266 Ditch 1 24 LPRIA 93 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2271 2266 Ditch 1 2 LPRIA 93 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2344 2342 Ditch 1 5 LPRIA 149 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2344 2342 Ditch 16 104 LPRIA 149 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2344 2342 Ditch 3 14 LPRIA 149 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2344 2342 Ditch 9 191 LPRIA 149 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2424 2427 Ditch 3 8 LPRIA 73 MC1BC-MC1AD

2424 2427 Ditch 120 572 LPRIA 73 MC1BC-MC1AD

2424 2427 Ditch 11 70 LPRIA 73 MC1BC-MC1AD

2434 2435 Ditch 1 13 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2436 2437 Ditch 32 1311 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2439 2440 Ditch 43 341 LPRIA 85 3 C1BC

2446 2448 Ditch 3 10 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2451 2452 Post hole 5 7 LPRIA 85 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2469 2470 Ditch 7 36 LPRIA 100 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2488 2489 Ditch 1 39 LPRIA 124 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2626 2627 Ditch 4 20 LPRIA 71 3 MC1BC-MC1AD
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Context Cut Feature 
Qty
(Sherds)

Weight
(g)

Era Trench Site Combined  spot date

2634 2633 Ditch 7 39 LPRIA 74 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2637 2633 Ditch 1 2 LPRIA 74 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2650 2651 Ditch 1 9 LPRIA 78 3 M/LC1

2721 2722 Ditch 1 13 LPRIA 120 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2744 2745 Ditch 1 5 LPRIA 156 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2747 2748 Ditch 1 12 LPRIA 149 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2749 2750 Ditch 1 14 LPRIA 149 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2749 2750 Ditch 3 8 LPRIA 149 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2749 2750 Ditch 1 6 LPRIA 149 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2757 2752 Ditch 1 1 LPRIA 149 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2758 2759 Ditch 1 16 LPRIA 165 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2817 2818 Ditch 1 6 LPRIA 86 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2833 2836 Ditch 3 113 LPRIA 93 3 MC1

2862 2863 Ditch 3 23 LPRIA 107 3 MC1BC-MC1AD

2940 2941 Ditch 2 7 LPRIA 163 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

2975 2979 Ditch 4 88 LPRIA 158 1 MC1BC-MC2AD

3052 3053 Ditch 32 476 LPRIA 163 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

3269 3267 Ditch 3 1 LPRIA 138 2 MC1BC-MC1AD

3286 3284 Ditch 6 157 LPRIA 166 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

3287 3284 Ditch 11 76 LPRIA 166 1 MC1BC-E/MC2

3413 3415 Ditch 1 24 LPRIA 163 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

3435 3436 Ditch 62 394 LPRIA 165 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

3620 3622 Ditch 5 11 LPRIA 162 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

3637 3638 Ditch 5 6 LPRIA 159 1 MC1BC-MC1AD

1174 1175 Ditch 3 14 TRANS 84 3 E/MC2

1193 0
surface
(external) 1 37 TRANS 85 3 M/LC1

1295 1296 Ditch 1 3 TRANS 95 3 MC1-E/MC2

1297 1298 Ditch 1 5 TRANS 95 3 MC1-E/MC2

1307 1308 Ditch 3 50 TRANS 105 3 MC1-E/MC2

1313 1315 Ditch 18 115 TRANS 125 3 M/LC1-E/MC2

1364 1362 Ditch 1 3 TRANS 166 1 MC1/E/MC2

1386 1383 Ditch 1 22 TRANS 166 1 MC1-E/MC2

1448 1447 Ditch 18 132 TRANS 71 3 MC1-E/MC2

1452 1451 Ditch 2 100 TRANS 73 MC1-E/MC2

1454 1453 Ditch 2 36 TRANS 85 LC1-MC2

1510 1509 Ditch 8 62 TRANS 122 3 MC1-E/MC2

1527 1526 Ditch 8 30 TRANS 121 3 MC1-E/MC2

1532 1530 Ditch 14 180 TRANS 164 1 MC1-E/MC2

1535 1533 Ditch 96 657 TRANS 164 1 MC1-E/MC2

1536 1533 Ditch 66 1289 TRANS 164 1 MC1-E/MC2

1786 1787 Ditch 1 5 TRANS 124 3 MC1-E/MC2

1788 1789 Ditch 9 47 TRANS 124 3 MC1-E/MC2

1847 1845 Ditch 12 81 TRANS 84 3 MC1-MC2

1951 1948 Ditch 2 16 TRANS 158 1 MC1-E/MC2

1970 1969 Pit 7 33 TRANS 165 1 MC1-E/MC2

2031 2034 Ditch 5 71 TRANS 71 3 MC1-E/MC2

2073 2074 Ditch 13 66 TRANS 100 3 MC1-E/MC2

2087 2090 Ditch 4 9 TRANS 105 3 E/MC2

2089 2090 Ditch 2 36 TRANS 105 3 MC1-E/MC2
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Qty
(Sherds)

Weight
(g)

Era Trench Site Combined  spot date

2105 2106 Ditch 17 203 TRANS 127 3 MC1-E/MC2

2227 2228 Ditch 17 436 TRANS 71 3 MC1-E/MC2

2229 2230 Pit 4 19 TRANS 71 3 MC1-E/MC2

2350 2348 Ditch 9 65 TRANS 165 1 MC1-E/MC2

2354 2348 Ditch 6 112 TRANS 165 1 MC1-E/MC2

2433 2435 Ditch 4 29 TRANS 85 3 M/LC1

2457 2458 Ditch 4 63 TRANS 93 3 E/MC2

2466 2470 Ditch 17 85 TRANS 100 3 M/LC1

2468 2470 Ditch 1 1 TRANS 100 3 MC1-E/MC2

2473 2474 Ditch 23 210 TRANS 105 3 MC1-E/MC2

2709 2710 Pit 1 1 TRANS 122 3 MC1-E/MC2

2824 2825 Ditch 1 16 TRANS 93 3 E/MC2

2838 2839 Ditch 9 67 TRANS 93 3 MC1-E/MC2

2842 2847 Ditch 9 48 TRANS 100 3 MC1-E/MC2

2895 10 105 TRANS 124 3 MC1-E/MC2

2899 2900 Ditch 2 424 TRANS 124 3 MC1-E/MC2

2967 2970 water hole 15 159 TRANS 156 1 MC1-E/MC2

2981 2982 Ditch 5 21 TRANS 165 1 MC1-E/MC2

2983 2982 Ditch 17 181 TRANS 165 1 MC1-E/MC2

2994 2999 Ditch 4 21 TRANS 167 1 MC1-E/MC2

3018 3019 Ditch 5 41 TRANS 100 3 E/MC1-E/MC2

3210 3206 Ditch 1 4 TRANS 107 3 MC1-E/MC2

3289 3284 Ditch 3 4 TRANS 166 1 MC1-E/MC2

3420 3421 Pit 6 123 TRANS 150 1 MC1-E/MC2

3431 3432 Ditch 15 67 TRANS 164 1 MC1-E/MC2

1194 0 buried soil 8 59 ERB 85 3 MC1-E/MC2

1242 1243 Ditch 2 29 ERB 41 LC1-MC2

1270 1266 Ditch 10 111 ERB 93 3 E/MC2

1309 1310 Gully 9 62 ERB 125 3 E/MC2

1324 1326 Ditch 10 138 ERB 127 3 E/MC2

1357 1356 Ditch 1 216 ERB 150 1 LC1-MC2+

1367 1365 Ditch 26 201 ERB 166 1 MC1-MC2

1372 1370 Ditch 17 296 ERB 166 1 MC1-MC2

1492 1491 Ditch 2 34 ERB 100 3 MC1-MC2

1493 1475 Ditch 13 247 ERB 100 3 MC1-MC2

1513 1515 Ditch 4 26 ERB 122 3 MC1-MC2

1521 1519 Ditch 5 21 ERB 121 3 LC1+

1523 1522 Ditch 3 19 ERB 121 3 MC1-MC2

1525 1524 Ditch 27 131 ERB 121 3 MC2

1529 1528 Ditch 2 4 ERB 121 3 MC1-MC2

1531 1530 Ditch 219 1523 ERB 164 1 MC1-MC2

1601 1602 Furrow 1 2 ERB 6 E/MC2

1846 1845 Ditch 2 4 ERB 84 3 M/LC1-EC2

1854 1852 Ditch 33 469 ERB 85 3 E/MC2

1900 2066 Ditch 54 258 ERB 94 3 LC1-LC2

1902 2066 Ditch 1 8 ERB 94 3 MC1-MC2

1950 1948 Ditch 5 53 ERB 158 1 MC1-MC2

2060 2059 Ditch 161 1633 ERB 94 3 MC2

2061 2059 Ditch 28 315 ERB 94 3 MC1-E/MC2

2063 2064 Ditch 2 1 ERB 94 MC1-MC2
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2065 1904 Ditch 10 39 ERB 94 3 MC1-MC2

2107 2109 Ditch 21 319 ERB 127 3 LC1-M/LC2

2110 2111 Ditch 78 664 ERB 127 3 MC1-MC2

2119 2120 Ditch 2 38 ERB 127 3 MC1-MC2

2125 Ditch 10 116 ERB 127 0 MC1-MC2

2127 2129 Ditch 14 118 ERB 127 3 MC2

2128 2129 Ditch 3 28 ERB 127 3 MC1-MC2

2240 2241 Ditch 3 78 ERB 85 3 MC1-E/MC2

2340 2339 Ditch 24 329 ERB 149 1 MC1-MC2

2345 2342 Ditch 3 45 ERB 149 1 MC1-MC2

2349 2348 Ditch 20 268 ERB 165 1 MC1-MC2

2351 2348 Ditch 1 5 ERB 165 1 MC1-MC2

2432 2435 Ditch 12 106 ERB 85 3 MC1-MC2

2467 2470 Ditch 14 344 ERB 100 3 MC1-E/MC2

2471 2472 beam slot 4 21 ERB 100 3 E/MC2

2477 2481 Ditch 9 208 ERB 124 3 MC1-MC2

2628 2629 Pit 10 16 ERB 71 3 MC1-E/MC2

2719 2720 Ditch 1 40 ERB 120 3 LC1-MC2

2749 2750 Ditch 5 57 ERB 149 1 C1-C2

2829 2836 Ditch 6 157 ERB 93 3 MC1-MC2

2830 2836 Ditch 1 1 ERB 93 3 MC1-MC2

2832 2836 Ditch 1 11 ERB 93 3 MC1-E/MC2

2840 2841 Ditch 6 67 ERB 93 3 MC1-MC2

2850 2853 Ditch 3 8 ERB 107 3 MC1-MC2

2884 2888 Ditch 9 85 ERB 124 3 EC2

2885 2888 Ditch 2 21 ERB 124 3 MC1-MC2

2886 2888 Ditch 10 70 ERB 124 3 E/MC2

2893 2894 Ditch 15 164 ERB 124 3 C2

2898 2900 Ditch 10 93 ERB 124 3 M/LC1-MC2

2905 2906 Ditch 9 55 ERB 124 3 MC1-MC2

2908 2910 Ditch 3 15 ERB 122 3 MC1-MC2

2911 2912 Ditch 1 2 ERB 122 3 MC1-MC2

2969 2970 water hole 20 126 ERB 156 1 MC1-MC2

2995 2999 Ditch 43 197 ERB 167 1 MC1-MC2

3026 3027 Ditch 1 5 ERB 105 3 MC1-MC2

3032 3033 Ditch 2 16 ERB 117 3 MC1-MC2

3202 3201 Ditch 1 41 ERB 107 3 MC1-MC2

3220 3217 Ditch 2 19 ERB 124 3 MC1-MC2

3221 3217 Ditch 7 140 ERB 124 3 E/MC2

3229 3226 Ditch 2 3 ERB 124 3 MC1-MC2

3239 3238 Pit 9 249 ERB 124 3 M/LC1

3430 3432 Ditch 36 122 ERB 164 1 MC1-MC2

1098 1099 Ditch 2 24 RB 48 C2

1192 0
surface
(external) 88 1077 RB 85 3 MC2-MC3

1198 0
surface
(external) 17 83 RB 85 3 C2

1273 1267 Ditch 10 114 RB 93 3 MC1-C4

1316 1319 Gully 20 318 RB 125 3 LC3

1353 1352 Ditch 9 119 RB 150 1 MC2-EC3
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1354 1352 Ditch 24 396 RB 150 1 MC2-EC3

1355 1352 Ditch 42 667 RB 150 1 E-MC3

1476 1475 Ditch 64 2332 RB 100 3 C4

1477 1478 Ditch 22 193 RB 191 C3

1479 1480 4 19 RB 191 C1-C4

1494 1475 Ditch 4 674 RB 100 3 MC2-C4

1495 1475 Ditch 46 650 RB 100 3 C3

1496 0 sub-soil 14 421 RB 100 3 C3-C4

1520 1519 Ditch 26 110 RB 121 3 E/MC2

1542 1541 Pit 1 27 RB 168 1 Romano-British

1553 Sub Soil 7 385 RB 124 0 MC2

1783 1785 Ditch 21 162 RB 124 3 C4+

1888 1889 Ditch 13 31 RB 95 3 MC2

1891 1889 Ditch 15 191 RB 95 3 C3-C4

1901 2066 Ditch 69 377 RB 94 3 LC1-C2

2045 2047 Ditch 2 43 RB 85 3 C3-C4

2083 2086 Ditch 47 468 RB 105 3 C2-C3

2091 2093 Ditch 5 17 RB 105 3 C1-C4

2114 2115 Ditch 41 423 RB 127 3 MC2

2117 2118 Ditch 20 193 RB 127 3 MC2

2455 2456 Ditch 1 7 RB 85 3 C1-C4

2464 2465 Ditch 12 33 RB 100 3 C3-C4

2476 2481 Ditch 94 1051 RB 124 3 MC3-C4

2478 2479 Ditch 14 75 RB 124 3 MC2-MC3

2480 2481 Ditch 3 175 RB 124 3 MC3-C4

2482 2484 Ditch 7 39 RB 124 3 MC2-MC3

2727 2728 Ditch 2 36 RB 133 MC3-C4

2851 2853 Ditch 9 54 RB 107 3 MC2

2882 2883 Ditch 6 17 RB 124 3 M-LC2

2891 2894 Ditch 36 290 RB 124 3 MC3-C4

2892 2894 Ditch 76 907 RB 124 3 M-LC2+

2896 29 492 RB M/LC3

2897 2894 Ditch 3 27 RB 124 3 C2+

2913 2916 Ditch 82 851 RB 126 3 MC2-C3

2914 2916 Ditch 9 53 RB 126 3 C4+

2915 2916 Ditch 17 213 RB 126 3 MC3-C4

2984 2990 Ditch 1 2 RB 165 1 Romano-British

3006 3011 Ditch 1 36 RB 93 3 C2-C4

3036 3034 Ditch 229 3496 RB 126 3 M-LC3

3205 3201 Ditch 6 23 RB 107 3 MC2

3218 3217 Ditch 42 476 RB 124 3 MC3-C4

3219 3217 Ditch 8 229 RB 124 3 LC3

3230 3226 Ditch 3 18 RB 124 3 M/LC2-C3

3233 spread 7 59 RB 124 3 LC3

3418 3419 Pit 63 1990 RB 150 1 LC1-MC2

3422 3423 Ditch 25 131 RB 164 1 C1-C4

3431 3432 Ditch 8 118 RB 164 1 EC2

3642 3643 Ditch 100 640 RB 157 1 C3-C4

3646 3648 Ditch 1 2 RB 156 1 C1-C4
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A.3  Faunal Remains

By Chris Faine

Introduction

A.3.1  61.8Kg of faunal material was recovered from the evaluation at Wintringham Park, St

Neots, yielding 598 “countable” bones (see below). All bones were collected by hand

(material  from  environmental  samples  is  not  covered  in  this  report).  Evidence  of

residuality and later contamination of any context is not available at this stage. Faunal

remains were largely recovered from features characterised into 4 “sites”, with only 6%

of identifiable faunal material originating from features outside these areas.  Features

within these sites range in date from the Early Iron Age to Romano-British periods.

Methodology

A.3.2  All  data was initially  recorded using a specially  written MS Access database. Bones

were recorded using a version of the criteria described in Davis (1992) and Albarella &

Davis  (1994).  At  this  preliminary  stage all  elements  were  scanned and assessed in

terms of  species,  siding (where appropriate),  and completeness.  Completeness was

expressed in terms of percentage and zones present (after Dobney & Reilly, 1988). The

entire identifiable assemblage was quantified in terms of number of individual fragments

(NISP) and minimum numbers of individuals (MNI). Rates of epiphyseal fusion were not

quantified at this stage but unfused epiphyses were noted wherever possible. 

The Assemblage

A.3.3  Tables 1-4 show the distribution of all species in terms of the entire assemblage and by

site. Figure 1 shows the breakdown of the domestic mammal assemblage alone (cattle,

sheep/goat and pig). As one would expect the broader assemblage is dominated by the

domestic mammal species. Cattle is the most prevalent taxon, making up 42.6% of the

identifiable  fragments  (NISP)  with  sheep/goat  remains  making  up  28.4%  of  the

identifiable  assemblage.   Pig  remains  are  scarce making  up  only  3.8% of  the  total

sample.  Indeed,  horse  is  the  3rd  most  prevalent  taxon  both  in  terms  of  fragments

(NISP) and numbers of individuals (MNI). However, at this preliminary stage this may

have more to do with the more robust nature of horse remains (particularly teeth) than

with  any  actual  husbandry  regime.   A relatively  small  number  of  dog remains  were

recovered (although these are limited to site 3). Wild fauna and bird remains are limited

to small numbers of red / roe deer  and crow.

A.3.4  Eighty-five identifiable fragments from 51 individuals were recovered from site 1 (see

table 2 and figure 1).  The vast  majority of  these consisted of  cattle  and sheep/goat

remains, with smaller numbers of horse and a single portion of pig and red deer antler

from fill 2967. Cattle are the dominant taxa (53% of the MNI) along with slightly smaller

(44%) numbers of sheep/goat. Cattle remains consist largely of cranial fragments, loose

teeth  and  lower  limb  elements  indicative  of  general  settlement/butchery  waste  (see

figure  2).   A greater  number  of  meat  bearing  elements  were  recovered  from  the
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sheep/goat assemblage. Horse remains consisted largely of loose teeth and mandible

fragments (all from adult animals).

A.3.5  Virtually  no  identifiable  fragments  were  recovered  from site  2,  with  the  assemblage

consisting of a single portion of butchered cattle radius. 

A.3.6  The  vast  majority  of  the  assemblage  was  recovered  from site  3,  consisting  of  419

identifiable fragments. (See table 3 and figure 1).  As with site 1 cattle are the dominant

taxa (57% of the domestic mammal MNI) with smaller amounts of sheep/goat (33.8%).

Slightly fewer sheep remains were present in proportion to cattle than in site 1. The

largest number of pig remains were recovered from the site 3 assemblage (8.8% of the

domestic MNI). A wide variety of cattle and sheep/goat elements were recovered (see

figure  3),  possibly  indicating  the  processing  of  whole  animals  (or  at  least  whole

carcasses). Pig remains consist of cranial fragments and a relatively large number of

scapulae (indicating disarticulated joints of meat).  Small amounts of red and roe deer

are also present  along with all  dog fragments recovered from the assemblage.  Two

contexts contained corvid remains (most likely crow). 

A.3.7  Fifty-seven fragments were recovered  from site 4 contexts (see table 4 and figure 1).

Cattle are again the most prevalent species (69% of the domestic MNI) with smaller

numbers  of  sheep  (30.7%).  No  pig  remains  were  recovered.  Horse  remains  (again

mostly loose teeth and lower limb elements) were present in roughly equal numbers to

sheep. Cattle remains consist largely of cranial and meat bearing front limb elements,

with sheep/goat remains consisting of meat bearing hind limb elements (see figure 4).

Conclusion

A.3.8  In  terms of  the entire  site  this  is  a  large and extremely  well  preserved assemblage

containing a variety of species common seen on Iron Age/Romano-British sites. Any

further work would produce an assemblage of significant size comparable to those from

other sites on the Cambridgeshire claylands such as Loves Farm (Baxter, 2008) and

Bobs  Wood,  Hinchingbrooke  (Baxter,  2004).  Whilst  any  phasing  within  the  sites

themselves  is  provisional,   none  of  the  species  distributions  are  unusual  for  Iron

Age/Romano-British  assemblages  in  the  east  of  England.   Intra-region  variation  is

common in East Anglian Iron Age assemblages in particular (Hambelton, 1999), with

frequent variations in the relative proportions of cattle and sheep/goat (as is the case

with the Wintringham Park sample).  Whilst the relatively large number of horse remains

(particularly from site 3) is interesting, further work is needed to ascertain whether this

is  the  result  of  sampling  or  preservation  issues  rather  than  any   actual  husbandry

pattern (see 3.1 above). As one would expect given their commensal  nature a wide

variety  of  dog  elements  were  recovered.  Deer  remains  are  also  commonly  found

(although in small numbers) in assemblages from these periods. One would expect the

majority  of  bird  and  smaller  mammal  remains  to  be  recovered  from  environmental

samples, hence their scarcity in the hand collected assemblage. 
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Table 1: Species distribution for the entire assemblage

Table 2: Species distribution for site 1.

Table 3: Species distribution for site 3
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NISP NISP% MNI MNI%

254 42.6 167 45.7

169 28.4 105 32

76 12.7 43 8.8

23 3.8 20 6.7

18 3 14 4.2

3 0.6 2 0.6

3 0.6 3 1

4 0.7 3 1

Large mammal 41 6.9 N/A N/A

Medium mammal 4 0.7 N/A N/A

Total: 595 100 328* 100*

Cattle (Bos)

Sheep/Goat (Ovis/Capra)

Horse (Equus caballus)

Pig (Sus scrofa)

Dog (Canis familiaris)

Red deer (Cervus elaphus)

Roe deer (Capreolus capreolus)

Crow (Corvus corone)

NISP NISP% MNI MNI%

37 43.5 24 47

33 38.8 21 39.2

7 8.3 5 9.8

1 1.2 1 2

1 1.2 1 2

Large mammal 5 5.8 N/A N/A

Medium mammal 1 1.2 N/A N/A

Total: 85 100 51 100*

Cattle (Bos)

Sheep/Goat (Ovis/Capra)

Horse (Equus caballus)

Pig (Sus scrofa)

Red deer (Cervus elaphus)

NISP NISP% MNI MNI%

176 42 124 41.8

116 27.8 75 24.6

55 13.2 30 10.1

20 4.8 19 6.6

18 4.4 14 4.7

2 0.4 2 0.7

3 0.6 32 10.8

4 0.8 2 0.7

Large mammal 24 5.8 N/A N/A

Medium mammal 1 0.2 N/A N/A

Total: 419 100 296 100*

Cattle (Bos)

Sheep/Goat (Ovis/Capra)

Horse (Equus caballus)

Pig (Sus scrofa)

Dog (Canis familiaris)

Red deer (Cervus elaphus)

Roe deer (Capreolus capreolus)

Crow (Corvus corone)



Table 4: Species distribution for site 4

Figure 2: Domestic mammal body part distribution for site 1
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NISP NISP% MNI MNI%

26 45.6 18 53

10 17.5 9 23.5

11 19.3 8 23.5

Large mammal 8 14 N/A N/A

Medium mammal 2 3.6 N/A N/A

Total: 57 100 34 100*

Cattle (Bos)

Sheep/Goat (Ovis/Capra)

Horse (Equus caballus)

Site 1 Site 2 Site 3 Site 4
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Figure 1: Proportions of the main domesticates by site (MNI)
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Figure 3: Domestic mammal body part distribution for site 3
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Figure 4: Domestic mammal body part distribution for site 4
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A.4      Slag

By Rachel Fosberry

Introduction and methods

A.4.1  A total of 2.69Kg industrial residues were retrieved from deposits from thirty trenches

excavated  during  the  evaluation  phase  of  Wintringham.  Industrial  residues  include

metalworking waste in the form of slag and hammerscale, roasted iron ore, hearth lining

and fuel ash slag (FAS). 

A.4.2  Industrial  residues  were  hand-collected  from  twenty  contexts  during  excavation.

Additional industrial residues were retrieved from bulk environmental samples that were

processed by tank flotation. The dried residue was scanned for artefacts and a magnet

was  passed  through  the  residue  to  collect  any  magnetic  material.  Any  resulting

magnetic residues were examined using a binocular microscope at x16 magnification.

Results

A.4.3  The results are recorded on Table 1.

Table x: quantification of industrial residues from STRWIN08

FAS = fuel ash slag = IA grey,  F = flake hammerscale
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Context No Cut No Feature type w eight (Kg) Phasing Site Number Trench no Magnetic? Description

2749 2750 ditch 0.007 LPRIA 1 149 NO Slag stuck to f ired clay, ?Furnace lining

2956 2958 ditch 0.017 LPRIA 1 159 NO FAS/ HEARTH LINING

3413 3415 ditch 0.003 IA/LPRIA 1 163 NO FAS

3411 3412 pit 0.030 IA 1 163 NO FAS

2985 2990 ditch 0.000 later IA 1 165 NO FAS

1959 1958 ditch 0.073 IA 1 168 NO FAS

3079 3082 ditch 0.055 later IA 1 169 VERY METALWORKING WASTE

201 3424 3425 post hole 0.003 no date 1 164 YES METALWORKING WASTE

57 1939 1935 ditch f PRE 2 137 YES HAMMERSCALE

222 2924 2926 pit f PRE 2 186 YES HAMMERSCALE

122 2628 2629 pit f TRANS/ERB 3 71 YES HAMMERSCALE

123 2637 2633 ditch f LPRIA 3 74 YES HAMMERSCALE

2634 2633 ditch 0.040 LPRIA 3 74 NO FAS

124 2652 2651 ditch f no date 3 78 YES HAMMERSCALE

85 2238 2239 pit 0.020 no date 3 85 MIXED METALWORKING WASTE/FAS

85 2238 2239 pit no date 3 85 YES HAMMERSCALE

126 2675 2676 pit f f no date 3 88 YES HAMMERSCALE

63 2060 2059 ditch 0.008 3 94 YES ROASTED ORE

1891 1889 ditch 0.009 LPRIA/RB 3 95 NO FAS

3205 3201 ditch 0.082 RB 3 107 SLIGHTLY METALWORKING WASTE

241 3606 3608 ditch f PRE 3 113 YES HAMMERSCALE

39 1800 3401 ditch f PRE 3 115 YES HAMMERSCALE

1501 1499 0.040 IA 3 116 NO FAS

146 1520 1519 ditch ff RB 3 121 YES HAMMERSCALE

1520 1519 ditch 1.510 RB 3 121 SLIGHTLY PCB + FRAGMENTS OF POSS PCBS

1529 1528 ditch 0.056 ERB 3 121 YES METALWORKING WASTE

147 1525 1524 ditch 0.033 ERB 3 121 SLIGHTLY METALWORKING WASTE

1525 1524 ditch 0.035 ERB 3 121 NO HEARTH LINING

1527 1526 ditch 0.391 TRANS 3 121 VERY METALWORKING WASTE + HEARTH LINING

1523 1522 ditch 0.030 ERB 3 121 SLIGHTLY METALWORKING WASTE

130 2707 2706 pit f PRE 3 122 YES HAMMERSCALE

38 1796 1797 ditch 0.001 IA 3 115 NO FAS

143 1457 1455 pit 0.080 no date 3 85 YES ROASTED ORE

99999 0.001 3 NO FAS

2013 1821 ditch 0.009 later IA 4 20 NO FAS

1022 1024 ditch 0.061 later IA 4 29 NO FAS

1033 1034 post hole 0.006 no date 4 29 NO FAS

46 1844 1837 ditch ff no date 43 YES HAMMERSCALE

46 1844 1837 ditch 0.083 no date 43 MIXED METALWORKING WASTE

269 3264 3263 tree throw f no date 135 YES HAMMERSCALE

Sample 

Number

f ff

trackw ay



A.4.4  Thirteen contexts  contain  fuel  ash slag.  These contexts,  where dates  are  available,

have been dated to the Iron age (IA) and are found on Sites 1,3 and 4.

A.4.5  Ten  contexts  contain  0.75Kg  of  magnetic  metalworking  waste  (slag).  Where  dated,

these contexts are later Iron Age through to early Romano-British(ERB). Slag is found

on both Sites 1 and 3.  

A.4.6  Two  contexts  contain  what  has  been  tentatively  identified  as  roasted  ore.  These

magnetic artefacts are coated in a red powder which is diagnostic of iron ore that has

been roasted. No dating is available for these contexts although they are both from Site

3.
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Context No Cut No Feature type w eight (Kg) Phasing Site no. Trench no Magnetic? Description

2956 2958 ditch 0.017 LPRIA 1 159 NO

3411 3412 pit 0.030 IA 1 163 NO FAS

3413 3415 ditch 0.003 IA/LPRIA 1 163 NO FAS

2985 2990 ditch 0.001 later IA 1 165 NO FAS

1959 1958 ditch 0.073 IA 1 168 NO FAS

2634 2633 ditch 0.040 LPRIA 3 74 NO FAS

1891 1889 ditch 0.009 LPRIA/RB 3 95 NO FAS

1501 1499 0.040 IA 3 116 NO FAS

1796 1797 ditch 0.001 IA 3 115 NO FAS

2013 1821 ditch 0.009 later IA 4 20 NO FAS

1022 1024 ditch 0.061 later IA 4 29 NO FAS

1033 1034 post hole 0.006 no date 4 29 NO FAS

99999 0.001 NO FAS

FAS/ HEARTH 

LINING

trackw ay

Sample Number Context No Cut No Feature type w eight (Kg) Phasing Site No Trench no Magnetic? Description

3079 3082 ditch 0.055 later IA 1 169 VERY

201 3424 3425 post hole 0.003 no date 1 164 YES

85 2238 2239 pit 0.020 no date 3 85 MIXED

3205 3201 ditch 0.082 RB 3 107 SLIGHTLY

147 1525 1524 ditch 0.033 ERB 3 121 SLIGHTLY

1529 1528 ditch 0.056 ERB 3 121 YES

1523 1522 ditch 0.030 ERB 3 121 SLIGHTLY

1527 1526 ditch 0.391 TRANS 3 121 VERY

46 1844 1837 ditch 0.083 no date 43 MIXED

269 3264 3263 tree throw 0.001 135 YES

METALWORKIN

G WASTE

METALWORKIN

G WASTE

METALWORKIN

G WASTE/FAS

METALWORKIN

G WASTE

METALWORKIN

G WASTE

METALWORKIN

G WASTE

METALWORKIN

G WASTE

METALWORKIN

G WASTE + 

HEARTH LINING

METALWORKIN

G WASTE

later IA 

(tentative)

METALWORKIN

G WASTE

Context No Cut No Feature type w eight (Kg) Phasing Site No Trench no Magnetic? Description

1457 1455 pit 0.080 no date 3 85 YES ROASTED ORE

2060 2059 ditch 0.008 3 94 YES ROASTED ORE



A.4.7  Three  contexts  contain  vitrified  clay  with  slag attached.  This  is  usually  indicative  of

fragments  of  hearth  lining.  These contexts  date  from the  Late  pre-Roman Iron  Age

(LPRIA) through to the early Romano-British period. Two are from Site 3 and one from

Site 1.

A.4.8  Eighteen  samples  contain  industrial  residues;  Thirteen  samples  contain  flake

hammerscale,  five  samples  contain  slag  and two samples  contain  roasted ore.  The

flake hammerscale has been scored for abundance using the following criteria: 

f = rare, ff= moderate, fff = abundant

Hammerscale was found on Sites 2 and 3.

Discussion 

A.4.9  The results  show that  Industrial  residues  were  found  on  all  four  sites  of  activity  at

Wintringham. 

A.4.10  Site 1 had predominantly Fuel Ash Slag with some metalworking waste in the form of

slag dating to the Later Iron Age. 

A.4.11  Site 2 had two contexts containing hammerscale indicating blacksmithing activities.

A.4.12  Site 3 is the site that has the most amount of metalworking waste in the form of slag,

hammerscale, roasted ore and hearth lining. There is continuity of metalworking from

the Iron Age through to the second century AD.

A.4.13  Site 4  has only  a  small  amount  of  industrial  residues in  the form of  Fuel  Ash Slag

indicating that metalworking did not take place at this site.

A.4.14  The majority  of  the metalworking slag is  derived from later  dated (Roman) contexts

however the hammerscale seems to be solely from the earlier  (Iron Age)  contexts.

This is a conundrum that is likely to only be explained by future excavation.

A.4.15  The slag recovered from the Iron Age contexts has been classified as Fuel Ash Slag. It

is light-weight, has a vesicular structure and is generally a grey colour (also known as
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Context No Cut No Feature type w eight (Kg) Phasing Site Number Trench no Magnetic? Description

2749 2750 ditch 0.007 LPRIA 1 149 NO

1527 1526 ditch 0.391 TRANS 3 121 VERY

1525 1524 ditch 0.035 ERB 3 121 NO HEARTH LINING

Slag stuck to 

f ired clay, ?

Furnace lining

METALWORKIN

G WASTE + 

HEARTH LINING

Sample Number Context No Cut No Feature type Phasing Site No Trench no Magnetic? Description

57 1939 1935 ditch f PRE 2 137 YES HAMMERSCALE

222 2924 2926 pit f PRE 2 186 YES HAMMERSCALE

122 2628 2629 pit f TRANS/ERB 3 71 YES HAMMERSCALE

123 2637 2633 ditch f LPRIA 3 74 YES HAMMERSCALE

124 2652 2651 ditch f no date 3 78 YES HAMMERSCALE

85 2238 2239 pit no date 3 85 YES HAMMERSCALE

126 2675 2676 pit ff no date 3 88 YES HAMMERSCALE

241 3606 3608 ditch f PRE 3 113 YES HAMMERSCALE

39 1800 3401 ditch f PRE 3 115 YES HAMMERSCALE

146 1520 1519 ditch ff RB 3 121 YES HAMMERSCALE

130 2707 2706 pit f PRE 3 122 YES HAMMERSCALE

46 1844 1837 ditch ff no date 43 YES HAMMERSCALE

269 3264 3263 tree throw f no date 135 YES HAMMERSCALE

flake 

hammerscale

fff



Iron-Age  Grey).  It  is  thought  that  this  material  results  from a  high-temperature  non

metallurgical process, possibly the combustion of daub structures.

A.4.16  Roasted ore is a relatively uncommon find as its value would have meant it would have

rarely  been  discarded.  Its  discovery  at  Wintringham  is  a  possbible  indicator  that

smelting is taking place on site.  A possible source of iron ore in this area would have

been bog iron that accumulates during the peat formation process in the local fens. The

extracted  iron  ore  would  have  been  subjected  to  roasting  and then  hammered  into

smaller pieces to facilitate reduction during the subsequent smelting process. 

A.4.17  The suspected roasted ore was retrieved from Sample 143, Context 1457, Cut 1455

Trench 85. Other deposits within this Trench contained industrial residues; of particular

note  is  Sample  85,  Context  2238  from pit  2239  which  contained  a  very  significant

amount of hammerscale. These results show that metalworking processes were taking

place in this area or in the close vicinity. The presence of flake hammerscale indicates

the  blacksmithing  process  as  it  is  produced  when  iron  is  forged.  Another  form  of

hammerscale,  spheroidal  hammerslag  that  results  from the primary  smithing of  iron

bloom and also during the welding process was not present in any of the samples. The

absence of speroidal hammerslag may be significant.

A.4.18  Metalworking processes, in particular smelting,  require huge quantities of fuel in the

form of wood charcoal. Charcoal burning is usually carried out off site but difficulties in

transporting charcoal  would have meant that substantial  resources would have been

required locally. Roman smiths did on occasion use coal as fuel. Sample 144, Context

1476, Cut 1475 from Trench 100 did contain some coal which may be contemporary

with the metalworking taking place in Trench 85. Coal was used as fuel at nearby Bob's

Wood, Hinchingbrooke, but it was absent from Love's Farm.
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APPENDIX B.  ENVIRONMENTAL REPORTS

B.1      Environmental samples

By Rachel Fosberry

Introduction and methods

B.1.1  One hundred and fifty-nine bulk samples were taken from across the evaluated area

and one hundred and fifty-seven samples were submitted for an initial appraisal.

B.1.2  The samples were soaked in a solution of sodium bicarbonate  for up to two weeks prior

to processing in order to break down the heavy clay.

B.1.3  Samples were between 1 and 30 Litres in volume. Up to 10L was floated in the first

instance. If initial results were promising, further 10 - 20L of the deposit was excavated

and processed.

B.1.4  Each sample was processed by tank flotation for the recovery of charred plant remains,

dating evidence and any other artefactual evidence that might be present. The flot was

collected in a 0.3mm nylon mesh and the residue was washed through a 0.5mm sieve.

Both flot and residue were allowed to air dry.  A magnet was dragged through the dried

residue.  All  magnetic  residues were examined under  a  binocular  microscope at  x16

magnification .Any artefacts present in the residue were noted. Metallic finds, slag and

pottery was and removed and reintegrated with the hand-excavated finds. The flot was

examined under a binocular microscope at x16 magnification. 

Results 

B.1.5  Preservation is by charring and is quite variable. Modern contaminants in the form of

rootlets are present in many of the samples. Charcoal fragments are present in most of

the samples in varying quantities.

Cereal and chaff

B.1.6  38 samples contain cereal grains (predominantly Spelt (Triticum spelta) wheat). Of the

dated samples, only five are dated to the Iron Age.

B.1.7  Cereals were being processed at Site 1 in the transitional period through to the Roman

period.  Site  2  does  not  have  any  evidence  of  cereals  or  chaff.  Site  3  showed the

greatest amount of cereals and chaff  dating from the Iron Age and increasing in amount

through the Roman period. Areas of high concentrations of crop processing waste (in

the form of spelt glume bases) are in Trench 124 and to a lesser extent in Trenches 107

and 150. Site 4 only produced a single grain.
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Legumes

B.1.8  Five  samples  contained  legumes  in  the  form  of  pea  (Pisum  sp.)  cotyledons.  The

majority of these occur as single specimens or even single cotyledons. A single legume

was recovered from Site 1, the rest were from Site 3.
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Feature Type Cereals Chaff Era

128 2684 2685 roundhouse gully 10 116 15 # 0 0

40 3418 3419 pit 10 150 3 # ## RB LC1-MC2 1

168 1361 1360 pit 10 150 10 # ## 1

167 1354 1352 ditch 10 150 10 ## ## RB MC2-EC3 1

223 2967 2970 w aterhole 10 156 5 # 0 TRANS MC1-E/MC2 1

224 2969 2970 w aterhole 10 156 2 # # ERB MC1-MC2 1

149 1535 1533 ditch 10 164 5 # # TRANS MC1-E/MC2 1

170 1392 1391 ditch 10 169 10 # 0 1

144 1476 1475 ditch 20 100 30 ## 0 RB C4 3

16 2851 2853 ditch 10 107 10 # ## RB MC2 3

17 3205 3201 ditch 10 107 10 ## ## RB MC2 3

15 2850 2853 ditch 10 107 10 # ## ERB MC1-MC2 3

35 1774 1776 ditch 20 115 30 # 0 PRE IA 3

147 1525 1524 ditch 20 121 2 # 0 ERB MC2 3

262 3218 3217 ditch 20 124 10 ## # RB MC3-C4 3

264 3227 3226 ditch 10 124 1 0 # 3

261 3239 3238 pit 20 124 30 ## # ERB M/LC1 3

18 2885 2888 ditch 10 124 10 0 ## ERB MC1-MC2 3

103 2476 2481 ditch 10 124 50 ## ## RB MC3-C4 3

268 2478 2479 ditch 10 124 5 ## ### RB MC2-MC3 3

263 3221 3217 ditch 20 124 15 ## ### ERB E/MC2 3

104 2480 2481 ditch 10 124 80 ## ### RB MC3-C4 3

265 3248 3226 ditch 10 124 1 # # 3

267 3218 3217 ditch 10 124 2 # ## RB MC3-C4 3

19 2886 2888 ditch 10 124 10 # # ERB E/MC2 3

20 2893 2894 ditch 10 124 15 # ## ERB C2 3

102 2478 2479 ditch 10 124 10 # ## RB MC2-MC3 3

165 1316 1319 ditch 10 125 15 ## ## RB LC3 3

164 1311 1310 ditch 10 125 2 # # 3

69 2114 2115 ditch 10 127 1 0 # RB MC2 3

122 2628 2629 pit 10 71 10 # 0 MC1-E/MC2 3

50 1853 1856 ditch 10 85 35 # 0 LPRIA MC1BC-MC1AD 3

10 1199 2443 ditch 10 85 1 # # PRE/LPRIA IA 3

9 1192 layer 10 85 1 # 0 RB MC2-MC3 3

49 1854 1852 ditch 30 85 10 ## # ERB E/MC2 3

70 2050 2053 ditch 10 92 20 # 0 LPRIA MC1BC-MC1AD 3

71 2056 2058 ditch 10 93 20 # 0 3

12 2832 2836 ditch 10 93 20 # 0 ERB MC1-E/MC2 3

63 2060 2059 ditch 10 94 5 # 0 ERB MC2 3

163 1281 1282 pit 10 95 55 # # PRE IA 3

5 1046 1043 ditch 10 30 5 # 0 4

Sample 

Number

Context 

Number

Cut 

Number

Sam

ple 

Size

Trench 

Number

Flot 

Volume 

(ml) Spotdate

Site 

number

TRANS/ER

B

Legumes Era Site number

3052 3053 ditch 10 163 15 # LPRIA MC1BC-MC1AD 1

2885 2888 ditch 10 124 10 # ERB MC1-MC2 3

3239 3238 pit 20 124 30 # ERB M/LC1 3

2628 2629 pit 10 71 10 # TRANS/ERB MC1-E/MC2 3

2056 2058 ditch 10 93 20 # 3

Context 

Number

Cut 

Number

Feature 

Type

Sample 

Size

Trench 

Number

Flot 

Volume 

(ml) Spotdate



Weed seeds

B.1.9  Thirty of the samples contained weed seeds. Common seeds are dock (Rumex sp.),

brome (Bromus sp.) and grass (Poaceae sp.) seeds. 

B.1.10  Weed seeds occur in six contexts at  Site 1.  No seeds were recovered from Site 2.

Weed seeds were most abundant at Site 3 and were absent from Site 4. There is little

distinction between the types of weeds at Sites 1 and 3 other than Sample 165.

B.1.11  Sample  165,  fill  1316,  late  3rd  century  AD  ditch  1319,  contained  the  greatest

assemblage of  mixed seeds including grass seeds (Large Poaceae sp.),  wild radish

(Raphanus  raphanistrum),  sedges  (Carex  sp.)  bull  rush

(Bolboschoenus/Schoenoplectus  sp.),  brassicas  (Brassica/Sinapis  sp.),  common

knotgrass  (Polygonum  aviculare),  ribwort  plantain  (Plantago  lanceolata  cf.),  water-

pepper,  (Persicaria  hydropiper),  dock  (Rumex  sp.)  Apiaceae  indet.  (possibly  chervil

(Chaerophyllum sp.),  Orache  (Atriplex  sp.),  cleavers  (Chenopodium album),  stinking

mayweed  (Anthemis  cotula),  Oat  (Avena  sp.  (awn)),  buttercup  (Ranunculus

acris/repens/bulbosus),  brome  (Bromus  sp.),  Henbane  (Hyoscyamus  niger  cf.),

cornflower  (Centaurea  sp.),  barley  (Hordeum  vulgare  L.),  Hemlock  (cf  Conium

maculatum ), Cereal indet. , grain fragments. + sprout fragments and small grasses (cf,

Poa sp.).

B.1.12  Four samples contained seeds measuring 2mm that have been tentatively identified as

rush (Luzula sp.) or small grass seeds (Poa sp.). It is significant that all four samples

are from deposits associated with Roman roundhouses. 
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Feature Type Era Site number

128 2684 2685 10 116 15 # 0

168 1361 1360 pit 10 150 10 # 1

167 1354 1352 ditch 10 150 10 # RB MC2-EC3 1

40 3418 3419 pit 10 150 3 # RB LC1-MC2 1

224 2969 2970 w aterhole 10 156 2 # ERB MC1-MC2 1

149 1535 1533 ditch 10 164 5 # TRANS MC1-E/MC2 1

148 1531 1530 ditch 10 164 1 # TRANS/ERB MC1-MC2 1

144 1476 1475 ditch 20 100 30 # RB C4 3

15 2850 2853 ditch 10 107 10 # ERB MC1-MC2 3

17 3205 3201 ditch 10 107 10 # RB MC2 3

38 1796 1797 10 115 20 # 3

92 2301 2299 ditch 10 122 3 ## 3

268 2478 2479 ditch 10 124 5 # RB MC2-MC3 3

263 3221 3217 ditch 20 124 15 ## ERB E/MC2 3

261 3239 3238 pit 20 124 30 ## ERB M/LC1 3

19 2886 2888 ditch 10 124 10 # ERB E/MC2 3

20 2893 2894 ditch 10 124 15 # ERB C2 3

262 3218 3217 ditch 20 124 10 # RB MC3-C4 3

103 2476 2481 ditch 10 124 50 # RB MC3-C4 3

104 2480 2481 ditch 10 124 80 # RB MC3-C4 3

102 2478 2479 ditch 10 124 10 # RB MC2-MC3 3

37 1783 1785 ditch 20 124 10 # RB C4+ 3

267 3218 3217 ditch 10 124 2 # RB MC3-C4 3

165 1316 1319 ditch 10 125 15 ## RB LC3 3

69 2114 2115 ditch 10 127 1 # RB MC2 3

84 2227 2228 ditch 10 71 10 # TRANS MC1-E/MC2 3

49 1854 1852 ditch 30 85 10 # ERB E/MC2 3

10 1199 2443 ditch 10 85 1 # PRE/LPRIA IA 3

70 2050 2053 ditch 10 92 20 # LPRIA MC1BC-MC1AD 3

71 2056 2058 ditch 10 93 20 # 3

Sample 

Number

Context 

Number

Cut 

Number

Sample 

Size

Trench 

Number

Flot 

Volume 

(ml)

Weed 

Seeds Spotdate (Alice/Stev

roundhouse 

gully



Ostracods and duckweed

B.1.13  Eleven  samples  contained  indicators  of  former  water-filled  deposits.  Ostracods  are

microscopic (1-5mm) aquatic crustaceans that inhabit the bottom of natural waters such

as lakes, ponds and deep water-filled ditches.  Their bivalve carapaces are preserved

by calcification.  Duckweed (Lemna sp.) are small floating plants that can form dense

mats on the surface of standing or slow flowing water. They thrive in eutrophic (nutrient

rich) water that has an organic enrichment. Both occur at Sites 1 and to a greater extent

at Site 3.

Fishscale

B.1.14  Fish scales were recovered from four samples all from Site 3, dating from the Iron Age

through to the 4th century AD.

Eggshell

B.1.15  A single sample from a later  Roman context  at  Site 3 contains a fragment of  avian

eggshell.
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Feature Type Era Spotdate Site number

128 2684 2685 10 116 15 # 0

263 3221 3217 ditch 20 124 15 ## ERB E/MC2 3

165 1316 1319 ditch 10 125 15 ## RB LC3 3

84 2227 2228 ditch 10 71 10 # TRANS MC1-E/MC2 3

Sample 

Number

Context 

Number

Cut 

Number

Sample 

Size

Trench 

Number

Flot 

Volume 

(ml)

Weed 

Seeds

roundhouse 

gully

Era Site number

224 2969 2970 w aterhole 10 156 2 # ### ERB MC1-MC2 1

225 2975 2979 ditch 10 158 50 # LPRIA MC1BC-MC2AD 1

16 2851 2853 ditch 10 107 10 # RB MC2 3

241 3606 3608 ditch 20 113 35 # ### PRE LIA 3

221 2918 2919 ditch 10 113 1 ## PRE LIA 3

166 1332 1333 ditch 10 113 3 # PRE IA 3

91 2295 2291 ditch 10 122 1 ## 3

92 2301 2299 ditch 10 122 3 ## 3

123 2637 2633 ditch 10 74 10 # LPRIA MC1BC-MC1AD 3

50 1853 1856 ditch 10 85 35 # # LPRIA MC1BC-MC1AD 3

87 2271 2266 ditch 10 93 3 # 0 PRE IA 3

Sample 

Number

Context 

Number

Cut 

Number

Feature 

Type

Sample 

Size

Trench 

Number

Flot 

Volume 

(ml) Ostracods

Lemna 

sp. Spotdate 

Fish scale Era Site number

163 1281 1282 pit 10 95 # PRE IA 3

147 1525 1524 ditch 20 121 # ERB MC2 3

262 3218 3217 ditch 20 124 # RB MC3-C4 3

144 1476 1475 ditch 20 100 # RB C4 3

Sample 

Number

Context 

Number

Cut 

Number

Feature 

Type

Sample 

Size

Trench 

Number Spotdate 



Small bones

B.1.16  Forty-three samples contain small bones that have not been identified to species but

are predominantly rodent bones with occasional amphibian bones. Small bones are in

seven contexts of mixed dates at Site 1, absent at Site 2, most common at Site 3 and

they occur in a single context at Site 4. Small bones can be an indicator of how clean a

site is.
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Eggshell Era Site number

262 3218 3217 ditch 20 124 # RB MC3-C4 3

Sample 

Number

Context 

Number

Cut 

Number

Feature 

Type

Sample 

Size

Trench 

Number Spotdate

Era Spotdate Site number

96 2340 2325 ditch 10 149 # 0 ERB MC1-MC2 1

224 2969 2970 w aterhole 10 156 # 0 ERB MC1-MC2 1

245 3642 3643 ditch 20 157 # 0 RB C3-C4 1

225 2975 2979 ditch 10 158 ## 0 LPRIA MC1BC-MC2AD 1

149 1535 1533 ditch 10 164 0 ## TRANS MC1-E/MC2 1

97 2354 2348 ditch 10 165 # 0 TRANS MC1-E/MC2 1

203 3439 3442 ditch 10 169 # 0 PRE IA 1

122 2628 2629 pit 10 71 # 0 TRANS/ERB MC1-E/MC2 3

123 2637 2633 ditch 10 74 # 0 LPRIA MC1BC-MC1AD 3

49 1854 1852 ditch 30 85 ## ## ERB E/MC2 3

70 2050 2053 ditch 10 92 # 0 LPRIA MC1BC-MC1AD 3

71 2056 2058 ditch 10 93 # 0 3

87 2271 2266 ditch 10 93 # 0 PRE IA 3

12 2832 2836 ditch 10 93 # 0 ERB MC1-E/MC2 3

54 1900 2066 ditch 10 94 # 0 ERB LC1-LC2 3

163 1281 1282 pit 10 95 # # PRE IA 3

53 1888 1889 ditch 10 95 # # RB MC2 3

89 3014 3015 ditch 10 100 # 0 PRE IA 3

88 2276 2275 ditch 10 100 # 0 PRE M/LIA 3

144 1476 1475 ditch 20 100 # # RB C4 3

66 2088 2090 ditch 10 105 0 # 3

15 2850 2853 ditch 10 107 # 0 ERB MC1-MC2 3

16 2851 2853 ditch 10 107 # 0 RB MC2 3

17 3205 3201 ditch 10 107 0 # RB MC2 3

241 3606 3608 ditch 20 113 ## 0 PRE LIA 3

221 2918 2919 ditch 10 113 0 # PRE LIA 3

166 1332 1333 ditch 10 113 0 # PRE IA 3

90 2290 2286 ditch 10 114 # 0 3

38 1796 1797 10 115 # 0 3

55 1908 1905 ditch 10 115 ## # PRE M/LIA 3

68 2103 2104 ditch 10 116 0 # 3

91 2295 2291 ditch 10 122 # 0 3

263 3221 3217 ditch 20 124 # 0 ERB E/MC2 3

261 3239 3238 pit 20 124 # 0 ERB M/LC1 3

20 2893 2894 ditch 10 124 # # ERB C2 3

103 2476 2481 ditch 10 124 ## 0 RB MC3-C4 3

19 2886 2888 ditch 10 124 ## # ERB E/MC2 3

267 3218 3217 ditch 10 124 # 0 RB MC3-C4 3

102 2478 2479 ditch 10 124 # 0 RB MC2-MC3 3

37 1783 1785 ditch 20 124 # 0 RB C4+ 3

18 2885 2888 ditch 10 124 # 0 ERB MC1-MC2 3

262 3218 3217 ditch 20 124 # 0 RB MC3-C4 3

2 1023 1024 ditch 10 29 # 0 4

Sample 

Number

Context 

Number

Cut 

Number

Feature 

Type

Sample 

Size

Trench 

Number

Small 

Bones in 

f lot

Small 

bones in 

residue



Discussion

B.1.17  The samples examined from this evaluation produced charred material in the form of

charcoal fragments with numerous cereal grains and chaff and significant weed seeds. 

B.1.18  Cereal  grains  are  present  in  a  quarter  of  the  samples  and  represent  both  discrete

deposits and general scattering of grain preserved by accidental burning. Spelt wheat

predominates with free-threshing wheat and barley occurring in later contexts.  Chaff

elements  are  relatively  rare  in  the  earlier   samples,  which  has  implications  as  to

whether this  site is  a consumer or  a producer site at  this  time.  Similar  results were

obtained from excavations at Love's Farm.  Lack of evidence of crop processing usually

implies that clean grain has been imported onto the site. Throughout the Roman period,

crop processing is seen to occur at specific locations, showing continuity of use of these

areas.  

B.1.19  The weed seeds in general show little diversity and are restricted to seeds of ubiquitous

plants found on rural  sites of  these periods. The exception is  Sample 165,  fill  1316

which  is  associated  with  a  roundhouse and its  content  of  numerous  seeds  give  an

insight into the lives of the occupants.  Agricultural processes are seen in the weeds

that have been picked out by hand during the final stages of crop-processing (stinking

mayweed,  cornflower,  oats  (often  a  crop-contaminant)  and  brome),  thatching  and

flooring material (sedges, rushes), herbs (chervil, wild radish) and food plants (barley,

cereals) and possibly medicinal plants (hemlock, henbane). 

B.1.20  It is significant that four contexts that are all associated with roundhouses contain seeds

of an identical  plant that has been tentatively identified as woodrush. It  is likely that

these seeds are derived from either thatching or flooring material. 

B.1.21  Legumes  are  an  important  dietary  constituent  throughout  the  Iron  Age  and  Roman

period. Their rare occurrence in this assemblage could be explained by the fact that

legumes are less likely to be burnt accidentally than grain as they do not need to be

exposed to heat as cereals do.

B.1.22  Ostracods  and  duckweed  are  quite  common  in  this  assemblage.  Both  of  these

organisms were found at the adjacent site at Love's Farm but only in deep waterlogged

contexts. Their presence in greater quantities at Wintringham may suggest that the site

was subjected to occasional flooding. The proximity of the river and the winter-borne

make this likely.

B.1.23  Fish scales may indicate that fish were a dietary constituent. Consumption of fish is

extremely  rare in  the  Iron Age (Dobney & Ervynck,  2007)  and the presence of  fish

scales in a context of this date may be highly significant.
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B.2      Shell

By Rachel Fosberry

Introduction and methods

B.2.1  Shells of marine, freshwater and terrestrial  molluscs were quantified and examined in

order  to  assess  the  diversity  and  quantity  of  these  ecofacts  and  their  potential  to

provide useful data as part of further archaeological investigations. 

B.2.2  A total  weight  of  0.9Kg  of  shell  was  recovered  from  sixteen  contexts  within  nine

trenches.

B.2.3  The majority of the shell is derived from Roman contexts.

Identification

Species Common name Habitat Weight (kg) Total
number  of
contexts

Ostrea
edulis)

Oyster estuarine  and  shallow
coastal water 

0.890 14

Mytilus
edulis

Mussel Intertidal, salt water 0.001 1

Cepaea
nemoralis

Brown-lipped snail Grassland,  hedgerows
and woodland

0.008 1

Results
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Context Weight (Kg) Description Type Date Trench No

3424 0.001 small fragment 1 - 164

2628 0.008 2 complete snail shells 3 - 71

1192 0.033 1 x complete valve 3 RB 85

1192 0.019 1x complete valves + 2 fragments 3 RB 85

1476 0.466 3 RB 100

1494 0.024 1 x complete valve 3 RB 100

2464 0.038 2 x complete valve 3 RB 100

2851 0.023 1 x complete valve 3 RB 107

1527 0.013 SF 149, Pierced oyster shell 3 TRANS 121

2885 0.103 5x complete valves + 1 fragment 3 ERB 124

3239 0.009 small fragment 3 ERB 124

1783 0.001 small fragment 3 RB 124

2476 0.089 2x complete valves + 2 fragments 3 RB 124

3221 0.011 1 x complete valve 3 ERB 124

2893 0.061 1 x complete valve 3 ERB 124

1630 0.001 small fragment 4 - 28

1203 0.001 small fragment Post-medieval 1

Site 

Number

Mussel (Mytillus edulis)

Brown-lipped snail (Cepaea 

nemoralis) 

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

16 x complete valves, 5 x fragments,  1 x  

valve with numerous bore holes Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Oyster (Ostrea edulis)



Preservation

B.2.4  All of the species in this assemblage are bivalves although none of the specimens are

preserved hinged. The majority of the shells are well preserved. 

Discussion

B.2.5  Oyster shells predominate in this assemblage. Oysters are marine molluscs that have to

be eaten fresh (within two weeks of harvesting) or they can be preserved in brine. The

oysters in this assemblage would have probably been transported  from the coast in

salt-water tanks and they would have been a seasonal resource. It may be possible to

determine further information such as age, seasonality and geographical origin of the

shellfish.

B.2.6  The single fragment of mussel shell was the only shell recovered from Site 1.  

B.2.7  The vast majority of the shell was recovered from site 3. Site 3 dates from the Iron Age

through to the later Roman period although the oyster shell is found only from the later

Iron Age and Roman contexts. A small fragment of oyster shell was found at Site 4 but

is of too small size to be significant.

B.2.8  Small Find 149 from Context 1527 comprises a the apex of a fragmented oyster shell

with a single perforated hole 5mm in diameter (not a true circle). Bore holes in oyster

shells do occur naturally and there is no evidence to suggest that this ecofact has been

strung.  A single oyster valve from Context 1476 has numerous bore holes that do not

perforate the shell. These are almost certainly caused by the sponge, Cliona celata.

B.2.9  The  shells  considered  in  this  assessment  were  hand-excavated.  Shells  from  the

residues from bulk samples have not been included.
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APPENDIX C.  AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHIC ASSESSMENT

By Rog Palmer

C.1      Introduction

C.1.1  This assessment of aerial photographs was commissioned to examine an area of some

250  hectares  (centred  TL199  594)  in  order  to  identify  and  accurately  map

archaeological, recent and natural features and thus provide a guide for field evaluation.

The level of interpretation and mapping was to be at 1:2500.

C.2      Archaeological and Natural Features from Aerial Photographs

C.2.1  In  suitable  cultivated  soils,  sub-surface  features  –  including  archaeological  ditches,

banks, pits, walls or foundations – may be recorded from the air in different ways in

different seasons.  In spring and summer these may show through their effect on crops

growing above them.  Such indications tend to be at their most visible in ripening cereal

crops, in June or July in this part of Britain, although their appearance cannot accurately

be predicted and their absence cannot be taken to imply evidence of  archaeological

absence.  In winter months, when the soil is bare or crop cover is thin (when viewed

from above), features may show by virtue of their different soils.  Upstanding remains,

which may survive in unploughed grassland, are also best recorded in winter months

when vegetation is sparse and the low angle of the sun helps pick out slight differences

of height and slope.

C.2.2  Crops on clay, the underlying soil of the Development Area, usually require exceptional

conditions  in  order  for  growth to  be affected and provide indications  of  sub-surface

variations – for example archaeological ditches (Evans 2007).  Such growth changes

may occur towards the end of very dry summers.  Dry summers occurred in Britain in

1949, 1959, 1975, 1976, 1984, 1989 and 1990 (Bewley 1994, 25) and more recently in

1995, 1996 and 2006.  This does not imply that every field will reveal its buried remains

on these dates as local  variations in  weather and field management will  affect  crop

growth.  However, it does provide a list of years in which photographs taken from, say,

mid July to harvest may prove informative.

C.2.3  Such effects are not confined only to archaeological features.  Any disturbance of soil

and bedrock can produce its  own range of  crop and soil  differences which may be

identified in parallel with archaeological features.  On clayland, natural features may be

restricted to deeper soils in dry valleys, although some geological features may also be

recognised.

C.3      Photo Interpretation and Mapping

Photographs Examined

C.3.1  The most immediately informative aerial photographs of archaeological subjects tend to

be those resulting from observer-directed flights.  This activity is usually undertaken by

an experienced archaeological observer who will fly at seasons and times of day when

optimum results are expected.  Oblique photographs, taken using a hand-held camera,

are the usual products of such investigation.  Although oblique photographs are able to
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provide a very detailed view, they are biased in providing a record that is mainly of

features  noticed  by  the  observer,  understood,  and  thought  to  be  of  archaeological

relevance.  To be able to map accurately from these photographs it is necessary that

they have been taken from a sufficient height to include surrounding control information.

C.3.2  Vertical photographs cover the whole of Britain and can provide scenes on a series of

dates between (usually) 1946-7 and the present.  Many of these vertical surveys were

not flown at times of year that are best to record the archaeological features sought for

this Assessment and may have been taken at inappropriate dates to record crop and

soil responses that may be seen above sub-surface features.  Vertical photographs are

taken by a camera fixed inside an aircraft and with its exposures timed to take a series

of overlapping views that can be examined stereoscopically.  They are often of relatively

small  scale  and  their  interpretation  requires  higher  perceptive  powers  and  a  more

cautious approach than that necessary for examination of obliques.  Use of these small-

scale images can also lead to errors of location and size when they are rectified or re-

scaled to match a larger map scale.

C.3.3  Cover searches were obtained from Cambridge University Collection and the National

Monuments  Record:  Air  Photographs,  Swindon.   Scans  were purchased of  relevant

prints  held  at  Bedfordshire  County  Council  and  screen  captures  were  taken  from

Google  Earth  and  Flashearth.   Photographs  included  one  set  resulting  from  an

observer-directed flight, with the remainder being from routine vertical surveys.  

C.3.4  Photographs consulted are listed in the Appendix to this report.

Base maps

C.3.5  Digital data from recent survey at a scale of at least 1:2500 were provided by the client.

Study area

C.3.6  Photographs were examined only within the area covered by the map provided.

Photo interpretation and mapping

C.3.7  All  photographs were examined by eye and under  slight  (2x)  magnification,  viewing

them  as  stereoscopic  pairs  when  possible.   Scanned  digital  copies  of  the  most

informative  were  transformed to  match the digital  data  using the  specialist  program

AirPhoto (Scollar  2002).   Images in Google Earth were initially  viewed and selected

from within AirPhoto which automatically geo-references saved files (Scollar and Palmer

2008).  All scanned photographs were enhanced using the default setting in AirPhoto

before being examined on screen.  Transformed files were set as background layers in

AutoCAD Map, where features were overdrawn, making reference to the original prints,

using standard conventions.  Layers from this final drawing have been used to prepare

the figures in this report and have been supplied to the client in digital form.

Accuracy

C.3.8  AirPhoto computes values for mismatches of control points on the photograph and map.

In all  transformations prepared for  this assessment the mean mismatches were less

than ±1.50m.  These mismatches can be less than the survey accuracy of the base
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maps themselves and users should be aware of the published figures for the accuracy

of  large scale maps and thus the need to relate these mismatches to the Expected

Accuracy of the Ordnance Survey maps from which control information was taken (OS

2007).

C.4      Commentary

Soils

C.4.1  The Soil Survey of England and Wales (SSEW 1983) shows the area to be entirely on

clay.  This is mainly boulder clay (soil association 411d:  HANSLOPE) but there is a small

nose of Oxford clay (soil association 411c: EVESHAM 3) intruding into the area from the

east that flanks Hen Brook.  Crops on boulder clay, itself a chalky till, have revealed a

higher number of archaeological features than those on Oxford clay (Mills 2007).

Archaeological features

C.4.2  The majority of photographs examined were of land south of the 59 Northing.  Features

north of that have been copied from earlier work along a pipeline parallel to the railway

(Palmer 2002).  

C.4.3  The only ditched archaeological  features identified are those clustered in the Area’s

south-western  corner  and  these  were  visible  as  crop-marked  information  on  the

photographs listed as most informative, below.  Photographs of different dates showed

slightly-different detail but the main features remained almost the same. They appear to

form two  groups  of  features,  in  each  of  which  is  a  small  D-shaped  enclosure  with

adjoined larger enclosures.

C.4.4  Given that these features were visible on boulder clay, which also covers most of the

remaining area, it is surprising that no other features were visible in the northern parts

of  the  land.   There  is  a  strong  possibility  that  there  will  be  buried  features  in  the

remainder of the area and these may have been invisible from the air for a range of

reasons that include the likelihood that those fields were growing insensitive crops on

the dates of photography or that features there were barely visible and not identified by

the few observing archaeologists to overfly the claylands.  These topics, and the rarity

of  thorough  archaeological  examination  of  claylands  from  the  air,  are  discussed  in

several contributions in Mills and Palmer (2007).

C.4.5  Features  recently  excavated at  Loves  Farm,  immediately  north  of  this  Development

Area,  were  visible  only  as  partial  evidence  on  the  Bedfordshire  1996  vertical

photographs.  The poor nature of that evidence and the wealth of cut features below the

ground add to the suggestion that the present Area may include buried archaeological

contexts that have not been visible from the air.

C.4.6  Areas of medieval ridge and furrow and their dividing headlands are shown along the

west side of the Development Area.  Most were mapped for an earlier Appraisal (Palmer

2002)  in  which photographs of  the immediate post-war years were examined.   That

report noted that it was likely that the medieval fields were formerly more extensive than

are mapped and it is likely that they covered the whole of the Development Area.  Even

after levelling by modern ploughing, these medieval fields may mask earlier features

(Palmer 1996) and the masking effect is not necessarily the same in every field.  This

too may account for the absence of recorded evidence in the north of the Area.
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Non-archaeological features

C.4.7  Ditches of recent field boundaries have been mapped.  Most are in the southern part of

the  Development  area  but  the  identification  of  two  recent  boundaries  in  the  north

indicate that, in places, old ditches, now infilled and buried, have affected crop growth

on at least one date.

C.4.8  Natural features include two bands of deeper soil.  Both flank small watercourses and

may indicate alluvial deposits.  Bands of parallel striations match closely the division

mapped by the Soil Survey between the Oxford and boulder clays and are likely to mark

this division.  Two small patches of patterned ground occur only within the Oxford clay.

Land use

C.4.9  All  fields within the Development Area have been in arable use on the dates of  the

photographs examined.

C.1      Aerial Photographs Examined

Source: Bedfordshire County Council

Vertical photographs

Aerofilms Run 5: 1875 25 June 1976 1:10000
Aerofilms Run 19: 1683 18 July 1996 1:10000
Aerofilms Run 20: 1739 18 July 1996 1:10000

Source: Cambridge University Collection (searched 21 August 2008)

Vertical photographs

RC8-knBF 200 12 June 1988 1:10000
RC8-knBF 213-215 12 June 1988 1:10000

Source: National Monuments Record: Air Photographs (cover search 30709)

Specialist collection

TL1958/1/32-35 22 July 1971

Vertical collection [not examined]

Sortie number Library
number

Camera
position

First
frame

Last
frame

First frame
NGR

Last frame 
NGR

Date Scale
1:

RAF/106G/UK/635 37 RP 3416 3418 TL 196 596 TL 194 587 10 AUG 1945 10600

RAF/106G/UK/969 123 RP 3075 3077 TL 209 592 TL 194 587 01 NOV 1945 10200

RAF/106G/UK/969 123 RS 4075 4077 TL 203 613 TL 187 609 01 NOV 1945 10200

RAF/106G/UK/1490 326 RP 3220 3220 TL 198 599 TL 198 599 09 MAY 1946 10000
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RAF/106G/UK/1490 326 RS 4209 4210 TL 193 583 TL 200 584 09 MAY 1946 10000

RAF/CPE/UK/1952 554 FS 2297 2300 TL 203 598 TL 192 583 25 MAR 1947 10000

RAF/CPE/UK/1952 554 RP 3298 3300 TL 213 587 TL 206 577 25 MAR 1947 10000

RAF/541/483 1062 RP 3126 3128 TL 201 591 TL 192 588 07 APR 1950 10100

RAF/541/483 1062 RS 4090 4091 TL 204 578 TL 198 577 07 APR 1950 10100

RAF/541/483 1062 RS 4126 4128 TL 199 608 TL 189 604 07 APR 1950 10100

RAF/58/5754 2153 F21 205 207 TL 213 602 TL 213 586 04 JUN 1963 10000

RAF/58/5754 2153 F22 205 207 TL 193 602 TL 194 585 04 JUN 1963 10000

RAF/CPE/UK/2272 2793 V 5018 5021 TL 191 596 TL 206 595 29 AUG 1947 8800

RAF/CPE/UK/2272 2793 V 5024 5026 TL 205 589 TL 195 589 29 AUG 1947 8800

MAL/69053 5415 V 165 165 TL 213 570 TL 213 570 08 JUN 1969 10500

MAL/69053 5415 V 206 206 TL 214 601 TL 214 601 08 JUN 1969 10500

MAL/73045 7105 V 133 133 TL 182 596 TL 182 596 22 AUG 1973 6000

MAL/73045 7105 V 139 141 TL 187 576 TL 190 587 22 AUG 1973 6000

MAL/73045 7105 V 173 174 TL 188 580 TL 190 581 22 AUG 1973 3000

MAL/73045 7105 V 185 185 TL 187 585 TL 187 585 22 AUG 1973 3000

OS/68031 9313 V 9 11 TL 203 585 TL 201 600 09 APR 1968 7500

OS/68031 9313 V 34 36 TL 189 599 TL 188 584 09 APR 1968 7500

OS/71275 10175 V 18 19 TL 204 600 TL 197 600 02 JUN 1971 7500

OS/71275 10175 V 38 40 TL 204 588 TL 192 588 02 JUN 1971 7500

OS/73253 10428 V 80 82 TL 195 602 TL 208 601 06 JUN 1973 7500

OS/75175 12121 V 219 219 TL 184 607 TL 184 607 06 JUN 1975 10200

OS/85223 12769 V 7961 7965 TL 193 583 TL 194 600 01 OCT 1985 5200

OS/86011 12789 V 7 9 TL 191 587 TL 208 596 07 MAR 1986 10200

OS/91029 13803 V 63 65 TL 192 598 TL 187 586 12 APR 1991 7700

OS/96303 20778 V 268 270 TL 204 585 TL 194 585 15 SEP 1996 7700

OS/96304 20780 V 24 26 TL 204 595 TL 194 595 15 SEP 1996 7700

OS/96304 20780 V 65 67 TL 194 575 TL 204 575 15 SEP 1996 7700

Most informative photographs

TL1858/1/32
Aerofilms Run 19: 1683
Aerofilms Run 20: 1739

Flashearth Microsoft layer (current, September 2008)

C.2      Endnote and Acknowledgement

C.2.1  This Assessment was commissioned at short notice before I was due to be out of the

country for three weeks.  As such it is not as thorough as it may have been, although

my past experience of aerial photographic cover on the claylands is thought to have

allowed selection of the most relevant photographs for the purposes of compiling this

report.   In  this  I  am grateful  to  Stephen Coleman,  Bedfordshire  County  Council,  for

providing me with scans of photographs held by the Historic Environment Record.
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APPENDIX D.  GEOPHYSICAL SURVEY REPORT

By Peter Masters 

D.1      Introduction

D.1.1  OA East commissioned the Centre for Archaeological and Forensic Analysis, Cranfield

University  to  undertake  a  magnetic  susceptibility  and  gradiometer  survey  on  land

proposed for development at Wintringham Park, St Neots, Cambridgeshire. This work

was carried out between the 1st September and 3rd November 2008.

D.1.2  The purpose of the survey was to assist in defining the character and extent of any

archaeological  remains  that  may  exist  in  the  proposed  development  area.  Previous

archaeological excavations have taken place immediately to the north of the Cambridge

Road on Love’s Farm.

D.1.3  The survey methodology described in this report was based upon guidelines set out in

the English Heritage document ‘Geophysical Survey in Archaeological Field Evaluation’

(EH 2008).

D.2      Methodology

 Magnetic Susceptibility

D.2.1  Magnetic discontinuities in the topsoil  are often more readily identified by an ‘active’

instrument,  such  as  the  Bartington  Magnetic  Susceptibility  Meter.  This  instrument

temporarily  magnetises  the  ground  by  creating  a  low intensity,  alternating  magnetic

field. It then measures the response. 

D.2.2  The  magnetic  susceptibility  survey  was  carried  out  using  a  Bartington  Magnetic

Susceptibility Meter. The readings were logged in SI volume susceptibility units at 20m

intervals along transects spaced 20m apart using the MSD field loop.

D.2.3  The data was processed using Archeosurveyor 1.3.2.8. The data were despiked and

interpolated in order to give a much smoother appearance. 

Gradiometry

D.2.4  Gradiometry is a non-intrusive scientific prospecting technique used to determine the

presence/absence  of  some  classes  of  sub-surface  archaeological  features  (eg  pits,

ditches, kilns, and occasionally stone walls). By scanning the soil surface, geophysicists

identify  areas  of  varying  magnetic  susceptibility  and  can  interpret  such  variation  by

presenting  data  in  various  graphical  formats  and  identifying  images  that  share

morphological  affinities  with  diagnostic  archaeological  as  well  as  other  detectable

remains (Clark 1990).

D.2.5  The use of gradiometry is used to establish the presence/absence of buried magnetic

anomalies, which may reflect sub-surface archaeological features.

D.2.6  The area survey was conducted using a Bartington Grad 601 dual fluxgate gradiometer

with DL601 data logger set to take 4 readings per metre (a sample interval of 0.25m).

The zigzag traverse method of survey was used, with 1m wide traverses across 30m x

30m grids. The sensitivity of the machine was set to detect magnetic variation in the

order of 0.1 nanoTesla. 
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D.2.7  The  data  was  processed  using  Archeosurveyor  v.1.3.2.8.  The  enhanced  data  was

processed by using zero-mean functions  to  correct  the unevenness of  the  image in

order to produce a smoother graphical  appearance.  It  was also processed using an

algorithm to remove magnetic  spikes, thereby reducing extreme readings caused by

stray iron fragments and spurious effects due to the inherent magnetism of soils. The

data was also clipped to reduce the distorting effect of extremely high or low readings

caused by discrete pieces of ferrous metal. 

D.3      Interpretation and analysis of Results (see Figure 9 in main report figures)

D.3.1  The area of  investigation covered some 160ha of  land. The fields were lettered A-K

from south-north with each field initially sampled by magnetic susceptibility except Field

A where a sampling strategy was devised. A strip sample survey was carried out in Field

A covering approximately 25% of the area. 

D.3.2  A magnetic susceptibility survey was undertaken in Fields C to K covering a total area

of  c.116ha.  Zones  of  magnetically  enhanced  susceptibility  were  targeted  for  further

sampling  by  detailed  gradiometry.  Field  B  was  not  surveyed  due  to  the  overgrown

undergrowth and dumped household refuse. 

D.3.3  Distinct zones of magnetic enhancement or ‘hotspots’ were identified in Fields C, D, F,

G, H, I, and K. Other areas exhibited smaller, though potentially significant magnetic

variation. 

D.3.4  The magnetic susceptibility survey results, where relevant, are discussed with reference

to the gradiometer results.

Field A

D.3.5  Ten 30m wide staggered strip samples were surveyed in detail  by gradiometer.  The

area situated in the south-western corner of  the field contains extensive cropmarks.

Where  extensive  magnetic  anomalies  were  recorded,  further  detailed  survey  was

carried out to infill between the strip samples. Three areas were infilled in order to give

a more comprehensive coverage and understanding of the anomalies detected in the

initial strip samples. 

D.3.6  All the strip samples indicated the presence of the ploughed out remains of the pre-

enclosure field system of ridge and furrow closely spaced linear anomalies  (Figure 9:

dark brown lines). In additional, a number of linear dipolar anomalies  (Figure 9: black

lines) denote the grubbed out remains of the former field boundaries as depicted on the

First  Edition  Ordnance  Survey  maps  (www.old-maps.co.uk,  Bedfordshire  1888,

1:10,560). 

D.3.7  The survey detected discrete and groups of dipolar anomalies across the majority of the

field  (Figure  9:  examples  circled  in  pink).  These  typically  indicate  boundary  debris,

ferrous objects or brick/tile fragments. 

D.3.8  Along  the  boundary  adjacent  to  the  East  Coast  Main  railway  line,  a  zone  of  high

magnetic variation was detected indicating the presence of an existing gas main. The

pipeline appears to have truncated the extensive crop marks to its east. To the east of

this a series of linear, curvilinear and rectilinear anomalies were detected denoting the

presence of significant archaeological remains. 
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D.3.9  Linear and rectilinear anomalies (Figure 9: red lines) detected reflect the presence of a

series of enclosure ditches, within which other associated features such as pits and

possible areas of burning were recorded. 

D.3.10  The eastern extent of the crop marks have been clearly detected with additional detail

not  depicted  on  the  aerial  photographic  coverage.  A  large  sub-rectilinear  shaped

anomaly denotes a large ditched enclosure with further subdivisions within including

individual anomalies indicating the presence of pit-like features. 

D.3.11  Within  the  angle  of  the  sub-rectilinear  enclosure,  an  individual  anomaly  (Figure  9:

circled  orange) was  recorded  possibly  indicating  the  presence  of  a  kiln/hearth-like

feature  or  probably  an  area  of  burning  that  may  signify  the  presence  of

industrial/domestic activity.

D.3.12  The central  northern  group of  anomalies  appear  to  extend southwards  into  a  small

plantation/wooded copse. A series of linear and rectilinear anomalies appear to reflect

the  presence  of  ditches  whilst  at  the  southernmost  extent  of  these,  a  small  sub-

rectangular anomaly was detected denoting the remains of a ditched enclosure. Inside

this enclosure, two individual anomalies in the resultant grey scale plot indicating the

presence of pit-like features. 

D.3.13  Down  slope  towards  the  north-east  corner  of  the  field,  a  small  rectilinear  shaped

anomaly was detected, which appears to represent the presence of a small  square-

shaped  enclosure.  Immediately  to  the  north,  two  parallel  linear  anomalies  were

recorded in  the resultant  greyscale image indicating  two  ditch-like  features  set  10m

apart that may indicate a possible track or droveway.

D.3.14  Linear and rectilinear anomalies were also recorded to immediately to the north and

south  indicating  the  fragmentary  remains  of  likely  enclosure  ditches.  An  individual

anomaly (Figure 9: circled orange) may indicate a zone of burning, which could resolve

as a hearth-like feature.

Fields C and D

D.3.15  The survey has produced some exceptional results relating to a complex arrangement

of linear, rectilinear and curvilinear anomalies, which appear to relate to more than one

phase of activity on this site. Fields C and D are separated by an existing field boundary

but the extensive archaeological remains appear to relate to one site. These fields will

be interpreted and discussed as a single entity.

D.3.16  Magnetic  susceptibility  survey  covered  the  entire  two  fields  and  produced  zones  of

enhanced magnetism or ‘hotspots’ of archaeological significance. The southern end of

the field produced a zone of high magnetic susceptibility, which partly appears to reflect

the  remains  of  the  pre-enclosure  field  system  of  ridge  and  furrow.  This  has  been

reflected elsewhere across the entire survey area. 

D.3.17  The dense complex of underlying archaeological features have been truncated by the

pre-enclosure field system of ridge and furrow,

D.3.18  Three linear dipolar anomalies (Figure 9: black lines) were detected in Fields C and D,

which reflect the grubbed out remains of former field boundaries as depicted on the

First  Edition  Ordnance  Survey  map  of  1888  (www.old-maps.co.uk,  Bedfordshire

1:10,560).

D.3.19  A large oval shaped anomaly was recorded in the resultant grey scale image on the

eastern side of Field D, possibly denoting the presence of a double ring ditch. On south-

west side of the oval-shaped ditched feature is a possible entrance. However, it  has

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 109 of 119 Report Number 1062



also been affected by the ridge and furrow ploughing, therefore masking some of the

outlines  to  this  anomaly.  This  anomaly  may  represent  the  remains  of  Late

Neolithic/Bronze  Age  barrow.  Similar  examples  have  been  found  in  this  region

uncovered through previous archaeological excavations such as at Haddenham (Evans

& Hodder 2006), and at Eynesbury, St Neots (Ellis 2004).  

D.3.20  At the south-western corner of the detailed survey area in Field C, an arrangement of

sub-rectangular and sub-ovoid shaped anomalies was detected denoting the presence

of ditched enclosures. In the sub-ovoid enclosure (north-west side), a circular anomaly

was recorded denoting the presence of  a ring-ditch possibly representing the eaves

gully of a hut circle. A similar arrangement of enclosures was also detected in Field D

situated immediately to the north of a modern electricity pylon. They also straddle and

conjoin with a curvilinear anomaly probably forming a boundary ditch.

D.3.21  A series of weakly magnetic linear, rectilinear and sub-circular anomalies were recorded

in  the  resultant  image.  Their  responses  reflect  the  remains  of  enclosures  and  ring

ditches probably denoting the earliest phase of settlement during the Iron Age period. It

is likely that they merely reflect the remains of a dispersed settlement and they appear

to lie on the periphery of the well developed linear arrangement of rectilinear shaped

anomalies straddling the field boundary between Fields C and D. 

D.3.22  Parallel  linear and curvilinear anomalies running roughly in an east to west direction

were detected in both fields and probably denote the presence of roadside ditches set

8-10m apart. The southern roadside ditch aligns with a field boundary to the east of the

A428 and can be traced for several kilometres to Caldecot. Another significant point to

note is that the southern roadside ditch appears to divert around Anomaly 1 suggesting

that  the  barrow  was  respected  in  the  Late  Iron  Age/  Roman  period  as  a  funerary

monument.

D.3.23  To  either  side  of  the  field  boundary,  a  linear  arrangement  of  linear  and  rectilinear

anomalies were detected, which represent a series of ditched enclosures forming a well

developed ‘ladder’ type settlement. These ‘ladder’ settlements appear to clearly indicate

an intensified demarcation of land dating from the later phase of activity in the Iron Age

extending into the Roman period. These are particularly a common landscape feature in

the  Yorkshire  Wolds  (The  Wolds  Research  Project:

www.york.ac.uk/arch/Wolds/crossroads.html).

D.3.24  Some of these ditches, especially at the southern end of the linear arrangement, appear

to  be highly  magnetic  suggesting that  these responses may reflect  the presence of

burnt material in their fills.

D.3.25  An ephemeral D-shaped anomaly detected on the west side of the linear arrangement

of enclosures may belong to the earlier phase of activity on this site.

Field E

D.3.26  This field is  situated in the north-west  corner of the survey area, which contained a

number of obstacles, mainly those discarded by the occupants of the gypsy camp. The

magnetic  susceptibility  survey indicated zones of  high magnetic readings associated

with modern activity and produced no indications of archaeological activity. 

D.3.27  No detailed gradiometer survey was carried out in this field.
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Field F

D.3.28  No  finds  were  retrieved from the  surface  collection  survey  in  this  field.  A magnetic

susceptibility survey was carried out over the entire field. 

D.3.29  Two zones of enhanced magnetism was recorded, one towards the centre of the field

close to a former quarry hollow and the other in the northern half of the field. 

D.3.30  Detailed gradiometer survey undertaken in the northern half of the field based on a strip

sample  30m  wide  and  210m  long.  The  results  indicated  the  presence  of  linear

anomalies denoting the remains of ridge and furrow. 

D.3.31  The central area of the field was initially surveyed to define the limits of the site. The

two strip samples indicated a number of significant anomalies whereupon the gridded

area was expanded to determine the full extent of the site. In total, an area of some

c.2.6ha was surveyed.

D.3.32  An  arrangement  of  three  conjoined  sub-rectangular  anomalies  were  detected

representing  the  remains  of  ditched  enclosures.  Within  each  of  these  enclosures,

further internal anomalies denote the presence of smaller enclosures and possible hut

circles. Some of these anomalies reflected in the resultant plot appear as faint/weakly

magnetic features. Furthermore, these remains also appear to have been truncated by

the later ridge and furrow cultivation lines and therefore it is likely that they may mask

other significant anomalies not apparent in the greyscale image.

D.3.33  Immediately to the north of  the enclosures, a square-shaped anomaly was detected

indicating the presence of a small  square-shaped enclosure. Its function is presently

unknown without further archaeological investigation. Attached to its south-west corner

is a small  curvilinear anomaly possibly indicating a smaller enclosure containing two

individual anomalies. Their magnetic responses appear to reflect the presence of pit-like

features but could also indicate areas of burning, for example hearths.

D.3.34  Immediately to the south of the enclosures, is an amorphous shaped anomaly (Figure 9:

circled purple) denoting the remains of a former quarry hollow. Aligned east to west and

truncating the quarry hollow is a linear anomaly (Figure 9: black line), which reflects the

remains of a former field boundary as shown on the First Edition Ordnance Survey map

of 1888 (www.old-maps.co.uk, Bedfordshire 1:10,560). 

Field G

D.3.35  Magnetic susceptibility survey highlighted a zone of high magnetism. A sample area of

detailed gradiometry was undertaken covering an area of c.1ha. 

D.3.36  The  gradiometer  results  revealed  the  presence  of  linear  anomalies  denoting  the

presence of ridge and furrow cultivation.

Field H

D.3.37  Magnetic susceptibility survey indicated two zones of high magnetism. Two 30m wide

by 180m long strips were surveyed in detailed. Strip 1 orientated north-south produced

a series of linear anomalies running in a north-west to south-east direction, denoting the

remains of ridge and furrow cultivation lines.

D.3.38  A linear anomaly (black line) running in a north-south direction truncates the ridge and

furrow. The linear anomaly reflects the remains of a ploughed out field boundary and is

clearly depicted on the 1888 and 1890 Ordnance Survey maps (www.old-maps.co.uk).
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Field I

D.3.39  This field is located immediately to the south of the Cambridge Road, which forms the

northern limit  of the proposed development area and is to the south of Love’s Farm

development.

D.3.40  Magnetic susceptibility results indicated a zone of high magnetic response adjacent to

the western field boundary.

D.3.41  A  detailed  gradiometer  survey  was  undertaken  to  determine  the  nature  of  the

responses. An area covering c.1.5ha was surveyed revealing the presence of the pre-

enclosure field system of ridge and furrow running in two separate directions, which is

separated by a headland. 

Field J (Fig. 3)

D.3.42  Magnetic  susceptibility  survey  results  produced  no  indications  of  possible

archaeological  remains.  No detailed survey was carried in  this  field.  The landowner

mentioned that in the south-west corner of the field a bomb crater existed, but was not

investigated by detailed gradiometer survey. 

Field K

D.3.43  A magnetic susceptibility survey revealed a significant hotspot in the north-west corner

of the field.  An area 60m x 60m was surveyed in detail  by gradiometer.  The results

revealed the presence of ridge and furrow remains. 

D.3.44  No further anomalies were recorded of an archaeological nature.

D.4      Conclusions

D.4.1  The geophysical survey has produced some highly significant magnetic anomalies of

archaeological importance. The remains appear to date from the Late Neolithic through

to post-medieval times. 

D.4.2  Field  A,  located at  the  southern  end of  the  proposed development  area,  showed a

series of enclosures of probable Iron Age date known from crop mark evidence. Based

on this evidence, the strip sample survey revealed anomalies to be more extensive than

originally  thought  indicating  the  presence  of  more  extensive  settlement  than  first

visualised. 

D.4.3  Fields  C  and  D  produced  excellent  results  of  previously  unknown  archaeological

remains dating from the Late Neolithic through to the post-medieval period. The Late

Neolithic/Bronze Age remains reflect the presence of a possible barrow. Monuments of

this stature have been excavated elsewhere in the county including that at Eynesbury.

D.4.4  Archaeological features of an ephemeral nature appear to represent the earliest phase

of  activity  during  the  Iron  Age  period  in  these  two  fields  indicating  remains  of  a

dispersed settlement.   This correlates well  with evidence revealed by archaeological

excavation to the north at Love’s Farm (Hinman 2008).  Straddling the field boundary

situated between Fields C and D, a linear arrangement of enclosures were detected

indicating the presence of a well developed linear settlement similar to the ‘ladder’ type

settlements found in the Yorkshire Wolds.

D.4.5  In the northern zone of the survey area, Field F revealed a group of enclosures with

internal divisions and an external square shaped enclosure immediately to the north.
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Subsequent trial trenching proved these to date to the later Iron Age period (Hinman

pers comm.). 

D.4.6  Few  anomalies  indicate  the  presence  of  burnt  features  such  as  hearths  and  kilns

although  examples  have  been highlighted  in  the  report.  It  is  likely  that  much  burnt

material may lie in the enclosure ditches especially in Fields C and D as confirmed from

the excavated evidence at Love’s Farm to the north of the present area of investigation.

D.4.7  Based  on  the  survey  results,  it  is  concluded  that  the  development  area  revealed

extensive  archaeological  remains  previously  unknown.  These  appear  to  be  of

archaeological importance at a local and regional level.
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