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Summary

Oxford Archaeology East conducted an archaeological evaluation comprising a total
of 47 trenches on land to the south of Wimpole Hall, in advance of the proposed
construction of a new car park (in two phases) with a Visitor Centre, and new paths
to the estate grounds.

The  evaluation  revealed  a  sequence  of  archaeological  remains  dating  from the
Iron Age to the Early  Roman period.  This  activity  was concentrated on the high
ground  in  the  north-western  part  of  the  development  area.  The  site  was
characteristic  of  an  enclosed  farm  settlement  and  the  features  observed  and
investigated included ditches, pits and the possible remnants of potential structural
remains. Activity on the site was dense and the level of preservation was very good;
better even than the remains identified by a preceding geophysical survey. 

The  finds  suggest  that  the  occupation  of  the  site  spanned the  latest  Iron  Age
(c.1BC/AD) to the mid 1st century AD, with the pottery indicating a peak in activity
during the latter part of this timespan. Some of the linear features, particularly those
in  Trenches  6,  7  and  11,  were  very  substantial  and  it  is  suggested  that  these
represented  the  boundaries  to  several  enclosures.  Overall,  the  large  number  of
ditches and their varying alignments, would indicate multiple phases of activity and
use during the lifespan of the settlement.

Numerous  smaller  linear  and  discrete  features  were  recorded  that  have  been
interpreted as internal features of the settlement. Other notable features included a
cobbled surface, roundhouse ring gullies and the remnant of an oven. The limits of
the settlement were fairly well defined, with activity tailing off fairly sharply beyond
the boundary ditches. 

It would appear that the settlement fell out of use by the end of the Early Roman
period. However, the recovery of a Late Roman coin from a possible cultivation ditch
on the south facing slope to the south of the settlement does indicate that the land
was under cultivation until at least the Late Roman period.

Subsequently, the only other activity recorded on site was post-medieval coprolite
mining on the high ridge running north to south across the site.
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1  INTRODUCTION

1.1   Location and scope of work
1.1.1 An archaeological evaluation was conducted on land to the south of Wimpole Hall in

advance of the proposed construction of a new car park (in two phases) with a Visitor
Centre, and new paths to the estate grounds. The extent of the full  scheme are still
under discussion.

1.1.2 This archaeological evaluation was undertaken in accordance with a Brief issued by
Kasia Gdaniec of  Cambridgeshire County Council  Historic Environment Team (CCC;
Pre-planning Application), supplemented by a Specification prepared by OA East. 

1.1.3 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  National  Planning  Policy  Framework  (Department  for
Communities and Local Government March 2012).  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.

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

1.2   Geology and topography
1.2.1 Wimpole  Park  lies  c.13km  south-west  of  Cambridge,  situated  in  the  angle  formed

between the line of two Roman roads: the present A603 (Akeman Street) and A1198
(Ermine Street). The southern part of Wimpole Park lies on fairly flat ground over Gault
clay, rising gently from the River Rhee towards Wimpole Hall. North of the hall, the land
rises more steeply into a low but locally dominant ridge of Lower Chalk, which at the
northern edges of the park is capped by Boulder clay (BGS 1976, Sheet 204). Much of
the site is open parkland and grass/pasture.

1.2.2 The proposed development site is currently under arable cultivation. The north eastern
part of the site is located on a small plateau at the crest of a south and west facing
slope.  The  ground  level  drops  away  quite  sharply  to  the  west  towards  the  field
boundary, which lies at the base of the slope.

1.3   Archaeological and historical background
1.3.1 Wimpole  Hall  (Grade  I  Listed)  is  the  largest  house  in  Cambridgeshire.  Over  the

centuries, many notable architects have worked on it, including its first owner, Thomas
Chicheley  (1640-1670),  James  Gibbs  (1713-1730),  James  Thornhill  (1721),  Henry
Flitcroft (c.1749), John Soane (1790s), and H.E. Kendall (1840s).

1.3.2 Before the present Wimpole Hall was built in c.1640, there was a moated manor house
set in a small park of 81 hectares (200 acres). Situated to the north and south of this
were three medieval villages: Bennall End, Thresham End and Green End. Wimpole
Hall's  grounds were laid  out  and modified  by landscape designers such as George
London and Henry Wise (1693–1705), Charles Bridgeman (1720s),  Robert Greening
(1740s), Capability Brown (1767) and Humphry Repton (1801–1809). The parkland as
it  exists  today  is  an  amalgamation  of  the  work  of  these  landscape  designers  and
gardeners, and was completed under the ownership of Elsie and George Bambridge.
Elsie, the daughter of Rudyard Kipling, reworked and revitalised the house. 
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1.3.3 Bridgeman's formal grand avenue sweeps away from the south front of the house for
two and a half miles, in contrast with the remainder of the park which was "naturalised"
by Capability Brown (Adshead 2007). The North Park is particularly attractive, with its
belts of woodland and gentle rolling hills with individual trees and clumps of trees. The
central feature of the North Park is the Gothic Folly and the restored lakes in the valley
below.

1.3.4 Wimpole Home Farm lies to the north-east of Wimpole Hall and was designed by Sir
John Soane and built as a model farm in the late 18th century.  I t features the Great
Barn at its centre (DCB 6893), a large 8-bayed timber framed barn which was built for
the Earl of Hardwicke around 1800.

1.3.5 The  Cambridgeshire  HER records  a  number  of  known  archaeological  features  and
significant remains within the designated Wimpole Hall Park (CHER DCB 504).  To the
west are the remains of designated Deserted Medieval Villages (DCB 468, MCB 11405)
and  a  possible  Roman  structure  (MCB 11404).  East  of  the  area  is  the  designated
medieval moated site at Cobbs Wood (DCB 222) and undesignated moated site (MCB
14620) to the north.

1.3.6 The proposed site  adjoins the south-easternmost  area of  designations,  close to the
Thresham End earthworks (MCB15688). In October 2015 Geophysical Survey of the
site was undertaken by Cranfield University under the direction of Oxford Archaeology
East (Master 2015). The survey found evidence of enclosures, field systems, boundary
and linear features of unknown date (MCB 20844, 20845), located towards the west of
the field.  These remains might be of earlier Iron Age or Roman date based on their
morphology,  however their  proximity to Thresham End village may indicate they are
medieval or post-medieval in date. 

1.3.7 In November 2015, the Cambridge Field Archaeology Group (CAFG) fieldwalked the
field  (CAFG  2105),  however  very  few  artefacts  were  recovered,  only  a  handful  of
heavily abraded Roman pottery were recovered (Terry Dymott pers comm.).

1.4   Acknowledgements
1.4.1 The author would like to thank The National Trust who commissioned and funded the

work.  Thanks  also  to  Simon  Damant  and  Angus  Wainwright  for  their  advice  and
assistance. The project was managed by Stephen Macaulay. Chris Thatcher directed
the  fieldwork,  with  the  assistance  of  James  Fairbairn,  Steve  Graham,  Toby Knight,
Joanna  Nastaszyc,  Jo  Page  and  Sam  Thomas.  The  evaluation  was  monitored  for
Cambridgeshire County Council by Kasia Gdaniec. The illustrations were produced by
Séverine Bézie.
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2  AIMS AND METHODOLOGY

2.1   Aims
2.1.1 The objective of  this evaluation was to determine as far  as reasonably possible the

presence/absence, location, nature, extent, date, quality, condition and significance of
any surviving archaeological deposits within the development area.

2.1.2 It sought to ground truth geophysical results, by testing a range of anomalies of likely
archaeological origin, and also areas where no anomalies registered. 

2.1.3 An additional aim was to provide sufficient coverage to evaluate the likely impact of
past land uses, and the possible presence of masking deposits. Also, to set the results
in the local, regional, and national archaeological context and, in particular, its wider
cultural landscape and past environmental conditions.

2.2   Methodology
2.2.1 The Brief required that a total of 47 trenches measuring between 20 – 50m long by 2m

wide  be  excavated  (1×20m,  3×25m,  13×30m,  5×40m,  24×50m,  1×60m).  During
machine stripping, the alignments of Trenches 42-47 were altered slightly in order to
minimise  damage to  the mature  crop  in  the  western  part  of  the  site.  Their  revised
locations were re-surveyed.

2.2.2 Machine excavation was carried out under constant archaeological supervision with a
tracked 360° type excavator using a toothless ditching bucket. 

2.2.3 Bucket samples of 90 litres of excavated soil were taken from the end of each trench, in
order to characterise artefactual remains in the topsoil and other soil horizons above
the archaeological level. These were seived off site for the purposes of finds retreival.

2.2.4 A total  of  nine  environmental  samples  were  taken  from fills  and  deposits  recorded
across the site. Each sample was sieved in order to retrieve artefacts. 

2.2.5 The site survey was carried out by David Brown using Leica 1200 GPS with SmartNet.

2.2.6 Spoil, exposed surfaces and features were scanned with a metal detector by Dominic
Shelley. These finds were located by GPS. All metal-detected and hand-collected finds
were retained for inspection, other than those which were obviously modern.

2.2.7 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.

2.2.8 Weather conditions on the site were good overall with bright and dry weather for the
most part and infrequent periods of wet weather. Ground conditions were very dry, with
the underlying natural deposits extremely hard and compacted. 
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3  RESULTS

3.1   Introduction 
3.1.1 The evaluation recorded a relatively well defined area of settlement and activity in the

north-western part of the proposed development. For the purposes of this report the
trenches that fall within this zone of activity are discussed in detail below. Trenches that
contained  no  archaeological  remains  are  listed  in  the  attached  tables  but  are  not
described any further.

3.1.2 The sampling of the excavated top and subsoil at the end of each trench produced no
artefactual remains, this is in keeping with the field walking surveys of the site, which
also produced very little artefactual evidence (CAFG 2015).

3.1.3 The overlying soil sequence was relatively shallow, comprising a layer of topsoil that
was on average 0.25m thick. The subsoil layer was intermittent and, where present,
often less than 0.10m thick.

3.2   Area of Settlement

Trench 3

3.2.1 Trench 3 was 50m long, aligned north-west to south-east and located in the northern
part  of  the  putative  area  of  settlement  identified  by  the  evaluation  (Fig.  3).  In  the
southern half of this trench were two ditches aligned broadly north-east to south-west.
These were not excavated.

3.2.2 In  the  central  part  of  the  trench,  two  shallow  features  (pit  307 &  ditch  309)  were
investigated. Pit 307 was not fully exposed within the trench, it was slightly irregular in
plan and 0.30m deep. This feature contained a single mid yellow brown silt clay and
may have been a natural anomaly. Ditch 309 was aligned north-west to south-east and
was 0.75m in width by 0.25m deep. It too contained a sterile mid yellow brown silt clay
fill (310).

Cobbled Surface

3.2.3 Towards the northern end of the trench a cobbled surface (303) was exposed that was
composed of rounded stones of widely varying size (Plate 1). It spanned the full width
of the trench and approximately 11m of its length. The pottery recovered overlying this
surface (302) dated from the Late Iron Age to Early Roman period. Animal bone was
also recovered from the surface of this layer.

3.2.4 The southern edge of cobbled surface 303 was bounded by a shallow ditch (305). This
feature was approximately 1m wide by 0.30m deep with fairly steep straight sides. It
was filled by a single, mid yellow brown silt clay deposit (306).

Trenches 4 & 5

3.2.5 These trenches were arranged in a cross with Trench 4 aligned north-east to south-
west and Trench 5 perpendicular; the two intersecting towards the southern end of 4
and the northern third of 5 (Fig. 3). They lay to the west of Trench 3, on the high ground
in the north-western corner of the proposed development. 

3.2.6 The features observed in these trenches are described below in trench order and within
each trench, from earliest to latest; based upon stratigraphy and dating evidence.

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 11 of 66 Report Number 2000



3.2.7 The northern half of Trench 4 appeared to have undergone significant disturbance as a
result of coprolite mining. This sequence was investigated by hand, revealing a number
of features (405, 409 & 411) The full extent of these features were not exposed within
the trench so their overall size and shape in plan could not be discerned. The deepest
of  these  features  (405)  was  0.50m  deep  in  section.  They  were  filled  by  a  mixed
sequence of relatively loose, topsoil derived and natural derived deposits (406-8, 410 &
412).  The  finds  recovered  from these  features  were  all  dated  to  the  Early  Roman
period.

3.2.8 A fairly dense and complex sequence of archaeological features were recorded in the
southern part of the trench.

Possible ring gullies 403 & 420

3.2.9 The earliest features were two gullies at its southern end. Gully 403 was curvi-linear in
plan, it was truncated at either end, making it impossible to ascertain its overall shape
and area that it encompassed. In section it was 0.38m wide by 0.12m deep with a u-
shaped profile. A number of sherds of Late Iron Age pottery were recovered from its
single mid yellow brown silt clay fill (404).

3.2.10 Approximately  1m to  the  north  another  gully  of  similar  size  was  recorded  (420).  It
extended approximately 1.50m into the trench from its eastern edge before terminating.
Gully (420)  contained a single mid grey brown silt  clay fill  (421) from which a small
quantity of Late Iron Age pottery was recovered.

Ditch 413

3.2.11 Immediately to the north of the ring gullies was a fairly large ditch, aligned north north-
east to south south-west (Plate 2). Ditch 413 was visible for approximately 9m, it was
truncated by later features to the south and continued beyond the limit to the trench to
the north. In plan it widened dramatically at the point where it intersected with a later
feature, from 0.75m to 1.25m. It may in fact have been two features but this was not
clear, as a result of later truncation. In section, ditch 413 was 0.60m deep, with a wide
based, u-shaped profile containing two fills (414 & 415). Fill 414 contained animal bone
and a number of sherds of Late Iron Age pottery.

Ditches 418 & 422

3.2.12 Two ditches, aligned north north-west to south south-east, were also uncovered in this
southern part of the trench. Ditch 418 was 0.60m wide by 0.20m deep, it contained a
mid grey brown silty clay fill  from which sherds of  Late Iron Age and Early Roman
pottery were recovered along with animal bone.

3.2.13 Ditch 422 lay just over 4m to the south, partially emerging from the southern edge of
the trench. Only its northern side was exposed so, although its full width could not be
ascertained, it was at least 1.50m wide. It was only partially excavated, which revealed
it to have relatively steep, straight sides and no finds were recovered from its mid grey
brown silty clay fill (423).

3.2.14 The latest feature in Trench 4 was a north to south aligned ditch (416) that was 0.60m
wide and 0.16m deep. This feature truncated ditch 413. It contained a single dark grey
brown, silty clay fill (417).
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Oven 507

3.2.15 The earliest feature in Trench 5 was the remnant of a possible oven (507) that had
survived beneath a later ditch (505). Feature 507 was sub-circular in plan and 0.54m in
diameter,  a  portion of  the firing tunnel was visible on the east  side of  the surviving
chamber. The chamber itself was lined with a 0.06m thick clay, bright red from firing
(508) (Plate 3). The basal fill of the oven (509) comprised a dark grey charcoal deposit
0.03m thick. This was overlain by a mid grey brown silty clay that  also contained a
proportion  of  charcoal  (510).  No  finds  were  recovered  from either  of  these fills  but
based on the stratigraphy in the trench it is suggested that this feature most likely dated
to the Iron Age.

Gullies 503, 523/531

3.2.16 At the eastern end of the trench were two shallow gullies aligned east north-east to
west south-west (503 & 523/531). Gully 503 was 0.48m wide by 0.12m deep with a u-
shaped profile.  Approximately 2m to the north was the second gully (523/531).  This
feature was truncated by a sequence of  intercutting features.  It  was 0.50m wide by
0.10m deep with a very shallow u-shaped profile. These features contained single, dark
grey brown silty clay fills (504, 524 & 532), a small quantity of Late Iron Age and Early
Roman pottery was recovered from fill 504.

Ditches 505 & 513

3.2.17 Approximately 3m to the west were two north to south aligned ditches (505 &  513).
Although truncated by a later and more substantial feature (511), the surviving width of
Ditch 505 was 1.20m. In section it had a relatively shallow sloped, u-shaped profile that
was  0.30m deep.  Its  fill  (506)  was  a  mid grey brown silty  clay from which a  small
quantity of Late Iron Age pottery was recovered. It was truncated on its western edge
by a shallow feature (515) that was in all likelihood, a tree throw or root disturbance.

3.2.18 Ditch 513 lay 1.50m to the west. This feature was also truncated but was at least 1m
wide with a steep sided, flat based section. It too contained a single fill (514) that was
similar in character to 506; it contained a similar assemblage of finds.

Ditches 527 & 529

3.2.19 At the eastern end of the trench was another north to south aligned ditch (527) that was
1.20m wide and 0.55m deep. In section it had steep, straight sides and a flat base and
contained a single green grey silty clay fill from which Early Roman pottery and animal
bone were recovered.

3.2.20 It was truncated on its eastern side by a relatively shallow ditch (529). No finds were
recovered from this feature, which was 0.90m in width by 0.26m deep.

Ditch 511

3.2.21 This ditch lay between ditches 505 and 513 and may have represented a third stage of
recutting  of  the  boundary represented these features.  It  was 1.30m wide by 0.48m
deep, with a similar profile and single fill (512) to the other associated ditches.

Pit 525

3.2.22 Pit 525 was immediately adjacent too and truncated ditch 527, it was not fully exposed
within the trench but the visible portion appeared to be sub-circular. It is possible that
this feature in fact represented the terminus of a ditch. In profile it was just 0.20m deep,

© Oxford Archaeology East Page 13 of 66 Report Number 2000



with a width of 1.40m. A small quantity of Early Roman pottery and animal bone was
recovered from its single mid brown silty clay fill (526).

Ditches 517, 521 & 519

3.2.23 At the far, western, end of the trench was a sequence of three, north-east to south-west
aligned,  shallow,  intercutting  ditches  (517,  521 &  519).  Ditches  517 and  521 were
truncated by ditch 519 but survived to a width of 0.30m and were less than 0.10m deep.
These features contained single, mid grey brown silty clay fills (518 & 522) with a small
quantity of Early Roman pottery recovered from 518.

3.2.24 Ditch 519 was slightly larger, at 0.65m in width by 0.14m deep. The sides of this feature
were very steep with a fairly flat base. Its fill (520) was a mid yellow brown silty clay
containing Late Iron Age pottery.

Trench 6

3.2.25 Trench 6 was 50m long, aligned west north-west to east south-east and located in the
western central part of the putative area of settlement (Fig. 3). Numerous very large
ditches  were  recorded  at  the  western  end  of  the  trench,  with  smaller  ditches  and
intercutting sequences of pits recorded to the east.

Pit 645

3.2.26 The earliest feature recorded here was pit  645, which lay just west of the centre line
and  was  partially  exposed,  emerging  from  the  southern  trench  edge.  It  was
approximately 2m in width but  only 0.16m deep.  No finds were recovered from this
feature.

3.2.27 This feature was apparently truncated by two shallow gullies (641 & 643) that were not
excavated during the evaluation. These features were aligned west north-west to east
south-east and north-west to south-west respectively.

Major boundary ditches 620, 621 & 631

3.2.28 Three particularly large ditches were recorded at the western end of the trench. These
broadly matched one of the features identified by the geophysics. The earliest of these
ditches was 620 which, although not fully excavated, was at least three metres in width
and 1m deep (Fig.6,  Section 13 & Plate 4).

3.2.29 It contained four fills (622, 623, 624 & 625). The primary deposit (622) contained an
assemblage of Early Roman pottery and animal bone. This was overlain by 623 and
624, which appeared to be consist of naturally derived material and contained several
large pieces of rounded stone; as such these fills may have represented slumping of
bank material. The uppermost fill of the ditch (625) was a mid green grey silty clay that
contained Late Iron Age and Early Roman pottery and animal bone.

3.2.30 Ditch 621 truncated the eastern side of 620 and was similar to its precursor in both its
size and steep sided, narrow based section (Fig.6, Section 13 & Plate 4). Its initial fills
(626  &  627)  appeared  to  be  naturally  derived  from  silting  and  weathering,  the
positioning of 627 on the eastern side of the ditch might indicate the presence of a bank
along this edge. Disuse fills 628 and 629 were darker and more soil derived, with 629 in
particular  containing  a  higher  proportion  of  stone  and  chalk  that  may  also  have
represented the slumping of bank material into the ditch along this edge of the trench.
An  assemblage  of  Late  Iron  Age  and  Early  Roman  pottery  and  animal  bone  was
recovered from these fills. The tertiary deposit (630) comprised a dark grey brown silty
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clay, presumably infilling the shallow depression left once the ditch had fallen from use,
the pottery recovered from 630 was dated to the Early Roman period.

3.2.31 Less than two metres to the west of ditch 620 lay ditch 631 (Fig.6, Section 16 & Plate
5).  This ditch was 3.50m in width by 1.30m deep with a steep sided, narrow based
almost v-shaped profile. The fill sequence (632, 633, 634 & 635) was also very similar
to the preceding features and contained an assemblage of pottery and animal bone
dated to Late Iron Age and Early Roman periods.

Ditches 608, 606 & 611, 616 & 618, 647 & 649, 651

3.2.32 Numerous broadly north to south aligned ditches were recorded at intervals along the
trench. These all lay to the east of the boundary ditches described above and as such
may  represent  internal  sub  divisions  of  the  area  that  ditches  620,  621 and  631
enclosed.

3.2.33 The easternmost of the features (616 & 618) intercut one another but their stratigraphic
relationship could not be discerned. They were close to a metre in width and no more
than  0.10m  deep.  Small  quantities  of  Early  Roman  pottery  and  animal  bone  were
recovered from fill 617. Ditches 608, 606 & 611 and were located approximately 5m to
the west  (Fig.  6,  Section 1).  They were between 0.80m and 1m in width and up to
0.50m deep, their fills were dark grey brown silty clays that revealed an assemblage of
pottery and animal bone and contained three fragments of kiln plate from ditch 611.

3.2.34 Ditch 651 was located further to the west, close to the centre of the trench. It too was
approximately 1m wide by 0.10m deep. Ditches 647 & 649 lay just four metres to the
west; they were similarly ephemeral and contained no finds.

Possible structure 656 and pit 603

3.2.35 Two further shallow features, pit 655 and ditch 658, were also recorded in the eastern
part of Trench 6. Pit  655 was notable for the large quantity of stone (656) in its base.
This may have represented a structural remnant, arranged as it was in a broadly linear
fashion along the western edge of the feature. Late Iron Age pottery and animal bone
were recovered from fill 657.

3.2.36 Pit 603 lay immediately to the east of 656 (Fig. 6, Section 1). It was truncated by both
ditch 606 and 608. As a result, its shape in plan was not evident. It was at least 1.60m
wide by 0.90m deep with steep, stepped sides and a wide, flat base. Its fills (604 & 605)
comprised mid to dark grey brown silty clays that were found to contain pottery dated to
the Late Iron Age period along with animal bone.

Ditch 636 & 639

3.2.37 Only two features (636 & 639) were observed to the west of the major boundary ditches
(620,  621 &  631),  which  may lend  further  credence  to  the  inference  that  the  area
enclosed lay to the east of these ditches. These outermost ditches were considerably
smaller than the boundaries, being only 1.40m wide by 0.60m deep (636) and 0.70m
wide  by 0.30m deep  (639).  Fill  638,  which comprised  a  dark  grey green  silty  clay,
contained Early Roman pottery and animal bone.

Trench 7

3.2.38 Like Trenches 3-6, Trench 7 was situated on the plateau at the highest point in the field
(Fig.  5).  It  50m  long,  aligned  north  north-east  to  south  south-west  and  located
immediately  to  the  south  of  Trench  6,  situated  in  what  appeared  to  be  the  south-
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western  part  of  the  putative  area  of  settlement.  A relatively  complex  sequence  of
ditches were uncovered in this part of the site. As with the major boundaries in Trench
6, these too were notable for their size.

Ditch 703

3.2.39 This feature lay at the northern end of the trench, aligned perpendicular with it. It was
2m wide by 0.80m deep.  It  contained a single,  homogeneous silty clay fill  (704).  A
relatively large quantity of animal bone was recovered from this deposit along with a
quantity of Late Iron Age pottery.

Ditch 707

3.2.40 This feature lay approximately five metres to the south of Ditch 703. and was aligned
parallel with it. Elements of up to three sides of the enclosure formed by this ditch (707)
were exposed within the trench. The visible, northernmost part was a 1m section of the
enclosure's northern side. In the centre of the trench the ditch turned abruptly to run
southwards  for  approximately  11m,  at  which  point  it  turned  sharply  westwards  and
continued out of the trench. 

3.2.41 A section was excavated through this feature in its north-east corner, this revealed ditch
707 to exceed two metres in width by 0.90m in depth with convex sides that increased
in slope to almost vertical close to the base (Fig. 6, Section 29 & Plate 6). 

3.2.42 Two deposits (708 & 709) filled this ditch, they were homogeneous in composition and
contained an assemblage of Late Iron Age pottery and animal bone. Primary fill  709
had a green tint that may have represented cess.

Ditches 715 & 718

3.2.43 Twelve metres  to  the south  of  ditch  707 were  two  further  north-west  to  south-east
aligned ditches (Fig. 6, Section 35). Ditch 715 was severely truncated by its successor
(718). Its two surviving fills (716 & 717) were quite cessy in composition and contained
a small quantity of Late Iron Age pottery. It is possible, given how little of this feature it
was possible to excavate, that 715 was in fact an internal feature of ditch 718, possibly
even representing part of a palisade.

3.2.44 Ditch  718 was 4.50m in width and up to 0.80m deep. It was excavated to a width of
1.70m, which revealed it to have steep, concave sides and contain three fills (719, 720
&  721).  These  were  very  homogeneous  and  appeared  to  be  derived  from  natural
weathering. A relatively large assemblage of Late Iron Age and Early Roman pottery
and animal bone were recovered from 720 and 721.

Ditch 710

3.2.45 Another ditch (710), on a slightly divergent alignment, lay immediately to the south of
ditch 718. This feature was 0.70m deep with fairly steep sides and a concave base. Its
fills (711 & 712) contained sherds of Late Iron Age pottery and animal bone.

Ditches 705 & 713

3.2.46 The two latest  features recorded in  Trench 7 were both aligned north to south and
spaced approximately 10m apart. These features were no more than 1m in width by
0.25m deep and contained no finds.
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Trench 8

3.2.47 Trench 8 was 50m long, aligned east north-east to west south-west and located on the
eastern side of the settlement area (Fig. 5). Three relatively small features (803, 805 &
807) were recorded just to the north of the trench's centreline. Gully  803 was half a
metre wide and 0.10m deep. Its single fill (804), a mid grey brown silty clay, contained
no  finds.  Immediately  to  the  south  lay  a  shallow,  sub-circular  pit  (805)  that  also
contained no finds. The final feature, ditch  807 was approximately 1m wide by 0.20m
deep. Once again, no finds were recovered from this feature.

3.2.48 Based upon the relatively sparsity of features and complete lack of finds it is suggested
that this trench in all likelihood lay beyond the limit of the settlement activity recorded to
the west.

Trenches 9 & 10

3.2.49 These trenches were arranged in a T shape with Trench 9 aligned north-east to south-
west and Trench 10 perpendicular; the two intersecting at the southern end of 9 and the
centre of 10 Fig. 5). They were located to the east of Trench 7, just off the top of the
slope in the north-western corner of the proposed development. 

3.2.50 The features observed in these trenches are described below in trench order and within
each trench, from earliest to latest; based upon stratigraphy and dating evidence.

3.2.51 Two ditches were recorded in  Trench 9 (904 &  906).  Ditch  904 was located in  the
southern half of the trench and was aligned north to south. It was 1m in width by 0.32m
deep with steep sides and a slightly irregular shape in section. It contained a single,
mid  grey  brown silty  clay  fill  (905)  from which  sherds  of  Early  Roman pottery and
animal bone were recovered. This feature continued southwards across Trench 10; it
was not excavated in the latter trench.

3.2.52 Ditch 906 lay at the southern limit of the trench. It was aligned east to west, on a line
convergent with ditch 904 not far from the eastern edge of the trench. This feature was
1.30m wide by 0.30m deep with  a  wide based,  relatively  shallow sloped profile.  Its
single  fill,  a  mid  grey  brown  silty  clay  (907),  contained  an  assemblage  of
pottery and animal bone.

3.2.53 Immediately to the south-west of ditch 906, within Trench 10, was ditch 1022 which was
on a very similar alignment to the afore-mentioned feature. Ditch 1022 was 1m in width
by 0.40m deep, no finds were recovered from its silty clay fill (1023).

3.2.54 A third east to west aligned ditch (1004) lay approximately 5m to the south-east. Ditch
1004 was considerably smaller  than the other ditches,  being just  0.50m in width by
0.10m deep. This feature was also undated.

Ditch 1006, 1008, 1010, 1012 & 1014

3.2.55 A total of six north to south aligned ditches were observed in Trench 10, including the
southwards  continuation  of  ditch  904.  Ditches  1006,  1010 and  1012 were  all  on
average 0.80m wide by 0.15m deep, in plan they were spaced on average 12m apart.
These  shared  characteristics  might  suggest  a  single  phase  of  activity,  perhaps
representative of cultivation beds or a field system close to the settlement. F ills (1011 &
1013) contained a small quantity of post-medieval pottery and animal bone.

3.2.56 At the far eastern end of Trench 10 was a more substantial ditch (1008). This feature
was 1.60m wide by 0.30m deep. In section it  had slightly irregular sides with a wide
undulating base. This feature was of note as a result of the presence of numerous large
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pieces of stone and also for the recovery of a late 4th to early 5th Roman coin (SF2); a
Siliqua with Emperor Honorius (393 – 423) on the obverse.

3.2.57 Ditch 1014 lay immediately to the west of 1010, its fill (1015) contained a small quantity
of Late Iron Age pottery and animal bone.

Ditches 1016 & 1018

3.2.58 At the far western end of the trench were two intercutting ditches on a north-east to
south-west alignment. The earlier of the two (1016) survived to a width of 0.70m and
was 0.48m deep. Ditch 1018 was more substantial, at 1.70m wide by 0.70m deep. No
finds were recovered from its three fill (1019, 1020 & 1021).

Trench 11

3.2.59 Trench 11, located to the south of Trenches 9 & 10, was 50m long and aligned north to
south, in the southern part of the settlement area (Fig. 5). This was off the top of the
slope in the north-western corner of the proposed development. 

Ditch 1107/1115

3.2.60 By far the most prominent feature here was a large, 2m wide ditch that ran north north-
east  to  south  south-west  along  most  of  the  length  of  the  trench.  Two  slots  were
excavated through ditch 1107/1115 which revealed it to be at least 1m deep with very
steep sides and what appeared to be a fairly narrow, flat base. A total of four deposits
were observed filling this feature (in  1107 –  1108, 1109, 1110, 1111. In  1115 – 1116,
1117, 1118 & 1119) (Fig. 6, Section 39 & Plate 7). These contained an assemblage of
pottery and animal bone. 

3.2.61 The ditch was aligned down the slope which is of note, given its size, as it would not be
necessary for a drainage feature to be so large on a relatively steep slope. This feature
continued  northwards  through  Trench  10,  where  it  was  not  excavated.  It  broadly
matched one of the linears identified by the geophysics but it is suggested that, as with
many of the features identified by the geophysical survey, its true extent and complexity
was not revealed.

Ditches 1103, 1105, 1112 & 1122

3.2.62 The remaining features in this trench were all east to west aligned ditches (1103, 1105,
1112 &  1122).  One of  these (1112),  truncated ditch  1107/1115  (Fig.  6,  Section 39).
Suggesting at least two phases of activity in this part of the site. The pottery recovered
from these features had a date range of Late Iron Age to Early Roman. Animal bone
was also recovered.

Trenches 13 & 14

3.2.63 These trenches were arranged in a T shape with Trench 13 aligned north to south and
Trench 10 perpendicular; the two intersecting at the eastern end of 13 and the centre of
14 (Fig. 4). They were located to the east of Trench 3, at the crest of the slope in the
north-western corner of the proposed development.

3.2.64 The relatively low feature density and low frequency of finds in these trenches suggest
that this trench probably lay beyond the limit of the settlement activity recorded to the
west. 

3.2.65 A single feature was recorded at the western end of Trench 13 (1303). Ditch 1303 was
aligned north-east to south-west and was 0.95m wide by 0.50m deep. It had a steep
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sided  u-shaped  profile  that  contained  two  silty  clay  fills  (1301  &  1302)  from which
sherds of Early Roman pottery and animal bone were recovered.

3.2.66 In the northern portion of Trench 14 was a sequence of three ditches (1403,  1405 &
1407). Of these, 1403 was far and away the largest at 3m wide by 0.50m deep. The
other ditches were approximately half this size. The finds recovered from these features
included animal bone and pottery with a date range spanning the Late Iron Age and
Early Roman periods.

3.2.67 The latest feature in this trench was a possible pit that truncated ditch 1407. Pit  1409
was only partially exposed within the trench and as such may even have represented
the  terminus  of  a  ditch  extending  westwards  beyond  the  trench.  No  finds  were
recovered from this feature.

3.2.68 It  is  of  note  that  other  features  putatively  identified  by  the  geophysics  as  passing
through this  trench were not  present.  In particular,  a  possible sub-square enclosure
lying in the western part of Trench 13.

Trench 15

3.2.69 Trench 15, located to the east of Trench 8, was 50m long and aligned east north-east
to west south-west.  It  was situated in the south eastern part  of the settlement area.
Only one,  narrow ditch  (1503),  that  contained  no  finds,  was  located  here  and  it  is
suggested that this trench lay outside the limit of the settlement recorded to the north
and west.

3.3   Coprolite Mining
3.3.1 Evidence for coprolite mining was observed in several trenches, all of which lay on the

higher ground in the northern part of the site. Trench 1 was located in the north-western
corner of the proposed development area. It was 20m long and aligned north-west to
south-east. 

3.3.2 The deposits  recorded at  the  base of  the  trench were very mixed,  with  patches of
greensand and a high frequency of chalk outcrops observed throughout the clay. These
deposits  were  investigated  using  the  mechanical  excavator.  This  revealed  that  the
pitting itself  was no more than 0.50m deep.  A very similar sequence of activity was
recorded in Trench 2 and also the northern part of Trench 4 (405, 409 & 411).

3.3.3 Further to the east, in Trench 21, another sequence of pits were observed, along with
numerous coprolites on the surface. One of these pits were excavated, which revealed
it to be no more than 0.50m deep with an uneven base and shallow sides.

3.4   Outlying features
3.4.1 Modern  boundary  features,  identified  by  the  geophysical  survey.  These  were

investigated in several of the trenches, revealing them to be of post medieval origin.
The ridge and furrow also identified by the geophysics was not visible and it may be
that these features were not particularly prominent when extant.

Trench 16

3.4.2 Trench 16, located to the east of Trench 12, was 50m long and aligned north to south.
The post medieval boundary identified by the geophysics and also on the Bridgeman
map (1720) (Fig. 7), was excavated in this trench. It was approximately 2m wide by
0.60m deep with a steep sided u-shaped profile. 
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Trench 29

3.4.3 Trench 29,  located in  the central  part  of  the development  area,  was 50m long and
aligned north to south. The post medieval boundary identified by the geophysics and
also on the Bridgeman map (1720) (Fig. 7), was excavated in this trench. It was 1.80m
wide by 0.70m deep with a steep sided u-shaped profile. 

3.5   Field Surveys

Soil Sampling

3.5.1 The  bucket  sampling  strategy  outlined  in  the  methodology  failed  to  produce  any
artefactual  remains  from the topsoil  and other  soil  horizons,  where present.  This  is
perhaps unsurprising when it is considered that previous fieldwalking surveys of the site
also produced almost entirely negative results (CAFG 2015). 

3.5.2 It  might  have been expected that  the close proximity to  the ground surface of  well
preserved Iron Age and Roman remains would have resulted in finds being dragged
into the upper soils over the years, as a result of agricultural practises. One possible
explanation for this was offered in conversation with the farmer, on site, who stated that
the heavy clay natural  precludes deep ploughing,  for  fear  of  dragging clay into  the
already thin soil layers, thus reducing its quality. 

3.5.3 It seems reasonable to presume that this is what has happened at this site because the
effects of shallow ploughing – a paucity of archaeological finds being brought to the
surface and better than expected preservation of the in situ  archaeological deposits –
are what was observed during the works. 

Metal Detector Survey

3.5.4 A metal detector survey of the site was undertaken by OA East staff once the trenches
were opened. This was supplemented by a further metal detecting survey on the 13th
September conducted by Dominic Shelley. The trenches, features and spoil heaps were
scanned and the finds were located by GPS and retained for  inspection,  other than
those  which  were  obviously  modern.  These  have  been  included  in  the  small  finds
assessment (App. B1). 

3.6   Finds Summary

Small Finds

3.6.1 A total of seven small finds were recovered from the site by hand collection and metal
detector, these include two knife blades of Roman date, two coins, one in copper the
other silver, an incomplete Roman copper alloy Polden Hill type brooch, dating AD75-
125 and two fragments of lead weight.

Pottery

3.6.2 A total  of  548 sherds,  weighing 5519g,  of  primarily  late  Iron Age and early  Roman
pottery was recovered. The assemblage was fairly small and largely comprised Late
Iron  Age  and  Early  Roman  utilitarian  coarse  wares,  with  a  small  amount  of  finer
material also found. The pottery was recovered from stratified deposits, mostly ditches. 

Flint

3.6.3 Three residual,  Early  Neolithic  flakes flints  were recovered from contexts  (704)  and
(1110)  and  (1404).  All  three  flakes,  which  show  signs  of  structured  working,  are
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moderately patinated and in reasonable condition although all  show signs of  having
been rolled.

Ceramic Building Materials

3.6.4 A total of twelve fragments (234g) of Ceramic Building Material (CBM). The assemblage
is  fragmentary  and  abraded  and  therefore  not  closely  datable.  The  fragments  are,
however, broadly post medieval and modern.

Fired Clay

3.6.5 A total of seven fragments (40g) of fired clay were recovered. Three amorphous (20g)
and four structural (20g) fragments, that may have been part of portable kiln furniture.

3.7   Environmental Summary

Environmental samples

3.7.1 Nine bulk samples were taken from Iron Age/Romano British features. Preservation is
by carbonisation and is generally poor with charred plant remains only recovered from
three samples; an indeterminate cereal grain from ditch 413, a barley grain from ditch
707 and a clover seed from ditch 710.
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4  DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

4.1   Late Iron Age to Early Roman settlement

Introduction

4.1.1 The evaluation revealed ditches, pits and remnants of potential structural remains that
suggested the presence of an enclosed settlement site. The activity recorded here was
dense and the level  of  preservation was unprecedented.  The finds suggest  that  the
occupation of the site spanned the latest Iron Age (c. 1BC/AD) to the mid 1st century
AD, with the pottery indicating a peak in activity during the latter part of this timespan. It
would appear that activity was quite dense and intensive, with widespread evidence for
intercutting of features and their re-cutting and maintenance. 

4.1.2 The extent of this activity was well defined, concentrated as it was on the high ground
in the north western part of the development area. The topographical setting of the site
would have been an attractive location for settlement, sitting as it did on a vantage point
that afforded excellent views far to the south and east. It was also situated less than a
mile from both Akeman Street (the present day A603) and Ermine Street (the present
day A1198), which would have further increased its desirability. It was observed on site
that although located on the high ground, the settlement itself appeared to sit in a very
slight dip in the topography, this was also noted at a similar settlement at Cambourne
(Thatcher 2015). A slightly sheltered aspect would no doubt also have been considered
beneficial to settlement.

4.1.3 This  site  fits  well  within  the established chronology and character  of  Late  Iron Age
farming settlements in that it appears to have survived into the earlier Roman period
but was abandoned at some point during the more widespread Romanisation of the
landscape that took place form the 2nd century onwards. Large scale, extensive works
undertaken to the north and west at Cambourne (Wright  et al.  2009, Thatcher 2015),
the A428 improvement works (Abrams and Ingham 2008) and  Wintringham Park, St
Neots (Phillips and Hinman 2009), have revealed a similar  pattern of habitation and
settlement. 

4.1.4 During the later Roman period it seems likely that this site reverted to field systems, as
indicated by the presence of  possible cultivation ditches,  from one of  which a Late
Roman coin was recovered.

Settlement Density

4.1.5 The results  of  the  evaluation  were in  line  with  the broad overview provided by the
geophysical survey (Fig. 2). However, upon physical excavation it  became clear that
the geophysics had not revealed the true extent, density and complexity of the putative
settlement itself.

4.1.6 One  possible  reason  for  this  might  be  found  in  the  composition  of  the  ditch  fills
recorded in Trench 6. The ditch whose alignment most closely matched the geophysical
survey (620) was backfilled with what appeared to be soil derived material. The ditches
either side of it, which were similarly large, contained deposits whose composition was
closer to the surrounding natural silty clays. These latter features were not identified by
the geophysics and it  may well  be that  the composition of  the fill  sequence directly
impacted their visibility to geophysical techniques.

4.1.7 The evaluation has revealed that the settlement was subject to numerous phases of
activity.  It  is  possible  to tentatively  conclude that  the ditches at  the western end of
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Trench 6 (620, 621 & 631) represent three phases of the western settlement boundary,
also  that  the  eastern  settlement  boundary lay somewhere either  side of  the line  of
Trench 8. 

4.1.8 This is based upon both the size of said ditches and the significantly increased density
of  features between these two points;  particularly along the length of  Trench 6,  the
southern part of Trench 4 and in the northern part of Trench 7. It is inferred that these
features,  which were generally  relatively  small  and a mixture  of  linear  and discrete
types,  represent  internal  features  of  the  settlement.  This  view is  supported  by  the
presence of a cobbled surface (304), putative roundhouse ring gullies (403 & 420), the
remnant  of  an oven (507) and possible  structural  stone (656)  within  this  area.  The
differing  alignments  and  intercutting  nature  of  the  features  would  attest  to  multiple
phases of activity within the settlement.

4.1.9 To the north and south, both the extent and character of the settlement is slightly harder
to discern. It seems likely that a portion of the northern edge of the settlement has been
significantly disturbed by modern coprolite mining. Despite this truncation it is possible
that, if the entire settlement were bounded by ditches as large as those in Trench 6,
these  larger  features  would  partially  survive  beneath  the  modern  pitting;  where
investigated the coprolite pits did not seem to extend below approximately 0.50m.

4.1.10 The southern limit of the settlement is more intriguing. Here, the activity appeared to
carry on a short  distance down the south facing slope in  the form of  major ditches
(1107/1115) that do not comfortably align with those to the north. These may therefore
represent an entirely separate enclosure and different phase of activity. 

4.1.11 The overall shape of this enclosure was not possible to determine, the geophysics for
this part of the site indicated the presence of a number of smaller enclosures, between
15-30m wide on their longest axis. However, based upon the archaeological remains
within  the trenches  here  it  seems likely  that  the  full  extent  and  character  of  these
features is more complex.

4.1.12 Slightly to the north, in Trench 7, was a small, potentially square enclosure (707). This
feature is of note on account of the large size of its enclosure ditch. The area enclosed
was no more than 12m across, whilst the ditch was at least 2m wide by 1m deep, At
present the enclosure's function is uncertain. A similar feature at the West Cambourne
evaluation (Thatcher, 2015) was interpreted as surrounding a putative workshop, this
was based on the large quantities of ash and burnt material recovered from its fills. The
fills of ditch 707 were far more sterile in composition.

Hinterland

4.1.13 The limits of the settlement were fairly well defined, with activity tailing off fairly sharply
beyond  the  boundary  ditches.  A number  of  Roman  ditches  were  recorded  on  the
outskirts of the settlement, particularly in Trench 10, on the south facing slope, where
possible  cultivation  ditches  (1004,  1006,  1008,  1010 &  1012)  were  recorded.  The
recovery of a Siliqua, dated (393–423) suggests that perhaps the site, once no longer
used for settlement was still under cultivation.

4.2   Significance
4.2.1 The evaluation has identified a significant and relatively complex settlement site that

was active from the latest Iron Age and continued in use until the Early Roman period.
This pattern of discrete, enclosed settlements originating in the Late Iron Age can be
paralleled  on  other  sites  to  the  north  on  the  western  claylands  of  Cambridgeshire,
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including Lower  Cambourne (Wright  et  al.  2009)  and on sites excavated during the
A428 improvement works (Abrams and Ingham 2008). Further west, a similar pattern
occurs  at  Love's  Farm,  St  Neots  (Zant  and  Hinman,  forthcoming)  and Wintringham
Park, St Neots (Phillips and Hinman 2009). 

4.3   Recommendations
4.3.1 Recommendations  for  any  future  work  based upon this  report  will  be  made by the

County Archaeology Office.
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APPENDIX A.  TRENCH DESCRIPTIONS AND CONTEXT INVENTORY

Trench 1

General description Orientation NW-SE

Trench devoid of archaeology. Consists of soil and subsoil overlying a 
natural of silty sand.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 20

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

100 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

101 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

102 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 2

General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench devoid of archaeology. Consists of soil and subsoil overlying a 
natural of silty sand.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 40

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

200 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

201 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

202 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 3

General description Orientation NW-SE

Cobbled surface and several linear features identified.

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

300 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

301 Layer - 0.15 Subsoil - -

302 Layer - - Natural pot LIA-ERB

303 layer 12 cobbles - -

304 layer 12 0.2 natural silting - -

305 Ditch cut 1 0.3 trackway ditch - -

306 Ditch fill 1 0.3 disuse - -

307 Pit cut 1 0.3 unknown - -

308 Pit fill 1 0.3 disuse - -

309 Ditch cut 1.2 0.2 ? - -
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310 Ditch fill 1.2 0.2 disuse - -

Trench 4

General description Orientation NE-SW

Numerous ditches, including possible ring gullies. Coprolite mining pits at 
northern end.

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

400 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

401 Layer - 0.15 Subsoil Pb weight -

402 Layer - - Natural - -

403 ring gully cut 0.35 0.1 roundhouse - -

404 ring gully fill 0.35 0.1 disuse pot LIA

405 Ditch cut 2.5 0.5 - -

406 Ditch fill 2.5 0.5 disuse pot ERB

407 Ditch fill 1.4 0.1 redeposited natural - -

408 Ditch fill 1.8 0.3 Pot, CBM, FC ERB

409 Ditch cut 1.6 0.2 - -

410 Ditch fill 1.6 0.2 disuse - -

411 Pit cut 0.8 0.3 - -

412 Pit fill 0.8 0.3 - -

413 Ditch cut 1.2 0.6 - -

414 Ditch fill 0.7 0.35 - -

415 Ditch fill 1.2 0.25 pot LIA

416 Ditch cut 0.5 0.18 - -

417 Ditch fill 0.5 0.18 - -

418 Ditch cut 0.5 0.2 - -

419 Ditch fill 0.5 0.2 pot LIA-ERB

420 terminus cut roundhouse - -

421 terminus fill disuse pot LIA

422 Ditch cut - -

423 Ditch fill disuse - -
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Trench 5

General description Orientation NW-SE

Numerous ditches, and pits including possible oven remnant.

Avg.  depth
(m)

0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

500 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

501 Layer - 0.15 Subsoil Cu Brooch RB

502 Layer - - Natural - -

503 Ditch cut 0.48 0.12 - -

504 Ditch fill 0.48 0.2 pot LIA-ERB

505 Ditch cut 1.16 0.3 - -

506 Ditch fill 1.16 0.3 pot LIA

507 Oven cut - -

508 Oven fill 0.54 chamber floor - -

509 Oven fill 0.54 0.03 - -

510 Oven fill 0.54 0.15 - -

511 Ditch cut 1.3 0.48 - -

512 Ditch fill 1.3 0.48 disuse pot LIA-ERB

513 Ditch cut 0.9 0.46 - -

514 Ditch fill 0.9 0.46 pot LIA-ERB

515 Pit cut 0.78 0.1 - -

516 Pit fill 0.78 0.1 - -

517 Gully cut 0.3 0.8 - -

518 Gully fill 0.3 0.8 disuse pot ERB

519 Ditch cut 0.68 0.14 - -

520 Ditch fill 0.68 0.14 pot LIA

521 Gully cut 0.32 0.04 - -

522 Gully fill 0.32 0.04 - -

523 Gully cut 0.4 0.8 - -

524 Gully fill 0.4 0.8 - -

525 Pit cut 1.4 0.22 - -

526 Pit fill 1.4 0.22 - -

527 Ditch cut 1.5 0.56 - -

528 Ditch fill 1.5 0.56 pot ERB

529 Ditch cut 0.95 0.26 - -

530 Ditch fill 0.95 0.26 pot LIA-ERB
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531 Gully cut 0.4 0.06 - -

532 Gully fill 0.4 0.06 - -

Trench 6

General description Orientation NW-SE

Numerous ditches, and pits including very substantial boundary ditches.

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

600 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

601 Layer - 0.15 Subsoil Pot, Pb weight ERB

602 Layer - - Natural - -

603 Pit cut 0.74 0.48 quarrying - -

604 Pit fill 0.38 0.16 natural silting pot LIA

605 Pit fill 0.74 0.34 natural silting Pot, FC LIA

606 Ditch cut 0.82 0.36 - -

607 Ditch fill 0.82 0.36 pot ERB

608 Ditch cut 0.42 0.48 - -

609 Ditch fill 0.42 0.48 pot LIA

610 Spread layer 2 0.2 pot Latest IA

611 Ditch cut 1.22 0.4 - -

612 Ditch fill 0.6 0.1 natural silting pot ERB

613 Ditch fill 1.1 0.16 natural silting pot LIA

614 Ditch fill 1.22 0.14 Pot, FC LIA

615 Spread layer 0.14 pot ERB

616 Ditch cut 1.16 0.15 - -

617 Ditch fill 1.16 0.15 natural silting pot ERB

618 Gully cut 0.66 0.06 - -

619 Gully fill 0.66 0.06 natural silting - -

620 Ditch cut 1.1 0.98 boundary - -

621 Ditch cut 3.3 1.04 boundary - -

622 Ditch fill 0.18 natural silting pot LIA-ERB

623 Ditch fill 0.5 disuse - -

624 Ditch fill 0.3 redeposited natural - -

625 Ditch fill 0.15 disuse pot LIA-ERB

626 Ditch fill natural silting - -

627 Ditch fill slump - -

628 Ditch fill disuse pot LIA-ERB

629 Ditch fill disuse Pot, Knife, FC LIA-ERB
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630 Ditch fill 0.26 disuse Pot, CBM, FC ERB

631 Ditch cut 3.5 1.26 boundary - -

632 Ditch fill natural silting - -

633 Ditch fill disuse - -

634 Ditch fill disuse pot LIA

635 Ditch fill 0.36 disuse Pot, FC LIA-ERB

636 Ditch cut 1.4 0.62 enclosure - -

637 Ditch fill 1.4 0.2 natural silting - -

638 Ditch fill 0.44 disuse pot ERB

639 Ditch cut 0.7 0.3 enclosure - -

640 Ditch fill 0.7 0.3 disuse - -

641 Ditch cut 0.48 0.18 - -

642 Ditch fill 0.48 0.18 disuse pot LIA

643 Ditch cut 0.3 0.18 - -

644 Ditch fill 0.3 0.18 disuse pot ERB

645 Pit cut 2.2 0.15 - -

646 Pit fill 2.2 0.15 - -

647 Ditch cut 1.3 0.1 - -

648 Ditch fill 1.3 0.1 disuse - -

649 Ditch cut 0.44 0.2 enclosure - -

650 Ditch fill 0.44 0.2 disuse - -

651 Ditch cut 1.1 0.14 - -

652 Ditch fill 1.1 0.14 disuse Pot, Knife LIA

655 Pit/ditch cut 1.04 0.12 - -

656 pit/ditch fill 1.04 0.12 - -

657 Ditch fill 1.04 0.12 disuse pot LIA

658 Ditch cut 1.72 0.12 enclosure - -

659 Ditch fill 1.72 0.12 disuse - -

Trench 7

General description Orientation NE-SW

Three  sides  of  possible  square/rectilinear  enclosure  with  major  ditched
boundary.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

700 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

701 Layer - 0.15 Subsoil - -

702 Layer - - Natural - -

703 Ditch cut 0.8 - -
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704 Ditch fill 0.8 disuse Pot, Flint LIA

705 Ditch cut - -

706 Ditch fill disuse - -

707 Ditch cut 1.1 0.9 enclosure - -

708 Ditch fill 1.1 0.9 disuse - -

709 Ditch fill disuse pot LIA

710 Ditch cut 1.6 0.7 - -

711 Ditch fill 0.8 0.3 - -

712 Ditch fill 1.6 0.45 pot LIA

713 Ditch cut - -

714 Ditch fill disuse - -

715 Ditch cut 0.6 1 - -

716 Ditch fill 0.3 0.2 cess pot LIA

717 Ditch fill 0.6 0.4 - -

718 Ditch cut 1.6 0.85 - -

719 Ditch fill 1.6 0.1 redeposited natural - -

720 Ditch fill pot ERB

721 Ditch fill pot LIA-ERB

Trench 8

General description Orientation NE-SW

Low density of archaeology, possible minor boundary ditch.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

800 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

801 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

802 Layer - - Natural - -

803 Gully cut 0.56 0.1 - -

804 Gully fill 0.56 0.1 - -

805 Pit cut 0.22 - -

806 Pit fill 0.22 - -

807 Ditch cut 1 0.12 - -

808 Ditch fill 1 0.2 - -

Trench 9

General description Orientation NW-SE

Two possible boundary features

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30
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Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

900 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

901 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

902 Layer - - Natural - -

904 Ditch cut 1 0.3 boundary - -

905 Ditch fill 1 0.3 disuse pot ERB

906 Ditch cut 1.3 0.25 boundary - -

907 Ditch fill 1.3 0.25 disuse Pot, CBM LIA

Trench 10

General description Orientation NW-SE

Several boundary ditches and possible cultivation ditches

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 40

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

1000 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

1001 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

1002 Layer - - Natural - -

1004 Gully cut 0.5 0.08 - -

1005 Gully fill 0.5 0.08 - -

1006 Ditch cut 0.75 0.15 boundary - -

1007 Ditch fill 0.75 0.15 disuse - -

1008 Ditch cut 1.58 0.33 boundary Cu Coin LRB

1009 Ditch fill 1.58 0.33 disuse pot IA-ERB

1010 Ditch cut 0.8 0.1 boundary - -

1011 Ditch fill 0.8 0.1 disuse Pot, CBM PMED

1012 Ditch cut 0.7 0.2 drainage? - -

1013 Ditch fill 0.7 0.2 disuse - -

1014 Ditch cut 0.5 0.2 boundary - -

1015 Ditch fill 0.5 0.2 disuse pot LIA

1016 Ditch cut 0.7 0.48 - -

1017 Ditch fill 0.48 disuse - -

1018 Ditch cut 1.7 0.75 enclosure - -

1019 Ditch fill 0.75 disuse - -

1020 Ditch fill 0.7 disuse - -

1021 Ditch fill 0.52 disuse pot LIA-ERB

1022 Ditch cut 1 0.4 - -

1023 Ditch fill 0.4 disuse - -
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Trench 11

General description Orientation N-S

Very  large  boundary  ditch  and  several  smaller  perpendicularly  aligned
ditches.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 40

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

1100 Topsoil layer 0.20 - -

1101 Subsoil layer 0.10 pot RB

1102 Natural layer - -

1103 Ditch cut 0.68 0.26 - -

1104 Ditch fill 0.68 0.26 disuse pot ERB

1105 Ditch cut 0.76 0.24 - -

1106 Ditch fill 0.68 0.26 disuse pot LIA-ERB

1107 Ditch cut 1.9 1.02 boundary - -

1108 Ditch fill 0.5 0.24 disuse pot LIA

1109 Ditch fill 0.72 0.24 disuse - -

1110 Ditch fill 0.76 0.26 disuse Pot, Flint LIA

1111 Ditch fill 1.9 0.34 backfill - -

1112 Ditch cut 1.3 0.5 - -

1113 Ditch fill 0.6 0.14 disuse pot LIA

1114 Ditch fill 1.3 0.36 backfill pot LIA-ERB

1115 Ditch cut boundary - -

1116 Ditch fill 0.92 disuse - -

1117 Ditch fill 0.9 disuse - -

1118 Ditch fill 0.74 disuse - -

1119 Ditch fill disuse pot LIA-ERB

1120 Ditch cut 1.7 0.3 - -

1121 Ditch fill 0.3 disuse - -

1122 Gully cut 0.8 0.18 - -

1123 Ditch fill 0.8 0.18 disuse pot ERB

Trench 12

General description Orientation N-S

Trench  devoid  of  archaeology.  Consists  of  soil  and  subsoil  overlying  a
natural of silty sand.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

1200 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -
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1201 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

1202 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 13

General description Orientation E-W

Low density of features, small ditch at western end.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30

Contexts

context
no

type
Width
(m)

Depth (m) comment finds date

1301 Ditch fill 0.95 0.4 disuse - -

1302 Ditch fill 0.52 0.2 disuse - -

1303 Ditch cut 0.95 0.5 enclosure - -

Trench 14

General description Orientation N-S

Low density of archaeological features, three shallow ditches/gullies in the
northern part.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 20

Length (m) 40

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

1400 Topsoil layer 0.20 - -

1401 Subsoil layer 0.10 Cu Coin RB

1402 Natural layer - -

1403 Ditch cut 2.8 0.56 - -

1404 Ditch fill 2.8 0.56 Pot, Flint LIA-ERB

1405 Gully cut 0.54 0.26 - -

1406 Gully fill 0.54 0.26 - -

1407 Ditch cut 0.7 0.3 - -

1408 Ditch fill 0.7 0.3 pot ERB

1409 Pit cut 2 0.4 - -

1410 Pit fill 2 0.4 - -

Trench 15

General description Orientation NE-SW

Two small, post med linear features.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

1500 Topsoil layer 0.2 - -
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1501 Subsoil layer 0.1

1503 Gully cut 0.78 0.2

1504 Ditch fill 0.78 0.2 disuse

Trench 16

General description Orientation N-S

Trench devoid of archaeology. 

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

1600 Layer - 0.28 Topsoil - -

1601 Layer - 0.07 Subsoil - -

1602 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 17

General description Orientation E-W

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

1700 Layer - 0.25 Topsoil - -

1701 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

1702 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 18

General description Orientation E-W

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.44

Width (m) 2.10

Length (m) 37.70

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

100 Layer - 0.28 Topsoil - -

101 Layer - 0.22 Subsoil - -

102 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 19

General description Orientation NW-SE

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30

Contexts
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context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

1900 Layer - 0.23 Topsoil - -

1901 Layer - 0.12 Subsoil - -

1902 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 20

General description Orientation E-W

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

2000 Layer - 0.28 Topsoil - -

2001 Layer - 0.22 Subsoil - -

2002 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 21

General description Orientation E-W

Post medieval coprolite pitting along length.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

2100 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

2101 Layer - 0.12 Subsoil - -

2102 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 22

General description Orientation E-W

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

2200 Layer - 0.2 Topsoil - -

2201 Layer - 0.1 Subsoil - -

2202 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 23

General description Orientation E-W

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30
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Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

2300 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

2301 Layer - 0.12 Subsoil - -

2302 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 24

General description Orientation E-W

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

2400 Layer - 0.23 Topsoil - -

2401 Layer - 0.12 Subsoil - -

2402 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 25

General description Orientation N-S

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 40

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

2500 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

2501 Layer - 0.20 Subsoil - -

2502 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 26

General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.4

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

2600 Layer - 0.2 Topsoil - -

2601 Layer - 0.22 Subsoil - -

2602 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 27

General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench devoid of archaeology. Avg. depth (m) 0.4

Width (m) 2
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Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

2700 Layer - 0.28 Topsoil - -

2701 Layer - 0.22 Subsoil - -

2702 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 28

General description Orientation E-W

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2.10

Length (m) 37.70

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

2800 Layer - 0.2 Topsoil - -

2801 Layer - 0.15 Subsoil - -

2802 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 29

General description Orientation E-W

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

2903 Ditch cut 0.20 modern boundary - -

2904 Ditch fill 0.15 disuse - -

2902 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 30

General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

3000 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

3001 Layer - 0.12 Subsoil - -

3002 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 31

General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench devoid of archaeology. Avg. depth (m) 0.35
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Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

3100 Layer - 0.30 Topsoil - -

3101 Layer - 0.05 Subsoil - -

3102 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 32

General description Orientation N-S

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

3200 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

3201 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

3202 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 33

General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

3300 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

3301 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

3302 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 34

General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

3400 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

3401 Layer - 0.15 Subsoil - -

3402 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 35

General description Orientation NW-SE
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Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

3500 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

3501 Layer - 0.15 Subsoil - -

3502 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 36

General description Orientation E-W

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.35

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

3600 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

3601 Layer - 0.12 Subsoil - -

3602 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 37

General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

3700 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

3701 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

3702 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 38

General description Orientation N-S

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 40

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

3800 Layer - 0.2 Topsoil - -

3801 Layer - 0.1 Subsoil - -

3802 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 39
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General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.34

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

3900 Layer - 0.24 Topsoil - -

3901 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

3902 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 40

General description Orientation NW-SE

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

4000 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

4001 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

4002 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 41

General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.30

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 50

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

4100 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

4101 Layer - 0.10 Subsoil - -

4102 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 42

General description Orientation E-W

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.20

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

4200 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

4201 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 43
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General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.2

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

4300 Layer - 0.2 Topsoil - -

4301 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 44

General description Orientation NE-SW

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.2

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 30

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

4400 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

4401 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 45

General description Orientation E-W

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.20

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 25

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

4500 Layer - 0.2 Topsoil - -

4501 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 46

General description Orientation NW-SE

Trench devoid of archaeology.

Avg. depth (m) 0.

Width (m) 2

Length (m) 25

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

4600 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

4601 Layer - - Natural - -

Trench 47

General description Orientation E-W

Trench devoid of archaeology. Avg. depth (m) 0.20

Width (m) 2
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Length (m) 25

Contexts

context no type Width (m) Depth (m) comment finds date

4700 Layer - 0.20 Topsoil - -

4701 Layer - - Natural - -

APPENDIX B.  FINDS REPORTS

B.1  Small Finds Catalogue

By James Fairbairn

Small Find 1 (629)
Object type: Knife 

Broad period: Roman 

B.1.1  Incomplete Roman iron knife,  heavily corroded, The narrow V shaped blade with  convex cutting edge
curves up to the tip. Tang and handle are missing. Length 80mm, Width: 22mm, Thickness 5mm, Weight
22.9gms.

Small Find 2 (1008)
B.1.2  Object type: Cu Coin (Siliqua)

Period: Late Roman – Honorius (393 – 423)

Obv. D N HONORI – VS P F AVG Rev. [VIRTVS RO] – MANORVM, //MDPS 

AR XII 1.14g; 16.4mm RIC X, p. 321, no. 1228e, Milan, 395-402. 

Small Find 3 (1404)
Object type: Copper Alloy coin

Broad period: Roman

B.1.3  Copper alloy probable coin. Radiate or nummus indeterminate, probably a later Roman issue of 260-410.
No detail remains on either side of the heavily corroded flan. Diameter: 16.0mm, Weight: 1.6gms 

Small Find (401)
Object type: Lead weight 

Broad period: 

B.1.4  A cast, lead weight dating from the Roman to the late medieval period. The object is sub-conical with a flat
base and bevelled edges. At the centre of the weight is a circular hole. The weight is undecorated and
measures 16.5mm in diameter, 11mm in thick and weighs 10.01gms. The central aperture is off centre and
has a diameter of 5mm.

Small Find (501)
Object type: Brooch

Broad period: Roman

B.1.5  An incomplete Roman copper alloy Polden Hill type brooch, dating AD75-125. The head and part of the
bow remain, formed of a semi-cylindrical crossbar and a double perforated lug. The catch plate and spring
pin are no longer present. There is a pronounced ridge running up the centre of the bow, but there is no
other visible decoration. The brooch has a width of 20mm and a remaining length of 20mm.
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Small Find (601)
Object type: Lead weight

Broad period: Roman

B.1.6  Undated domed cast lead alloy weight with flat base. Unlikely to be used with a steelyard as there is no
evidence of a suspension loop, 12mm in length and 19mm in diameter (at base) with a weight of 29.2gms. 

Small Find 7 (652)
Object type: Knife

Broad period: Roman

B.1.7  Iron knife fragment. Wrought iron blade of  V section and complete tang of  a small knife with a broken
blade. The remaining blade is straight-backed but  has been bent in antiquity. The tang measures 50mm.
Length: 103mm, Width: 25mm, Thickness: 5.1mm, Weight: 36.8gms. 

B.2  Pottery

By Alice Lyons

Introduction and methodology

B.2.1  A total  of  548  sherds,  weighing  5519g,  of  primarily  late  Iron  Age  and  early  Roman
pottery was found (Pot table 1). The assemblage consists of late Iron Age handmade
sand tempered jars  and storage jars,  also  early  Roman wheel  made pedestal  urns,
cordoned jars and storage jars. A small number of handmade shelly ware storage jars
were  found  in  both  ceramic  traditions.  Fine  wares  were  very  poorly  represented,
although some early Roman fine grey wares and a few fragments of  south Gaulish
samian were found. 

Period Sherd Count Weight (g) Weight (%)

Iron Age 1 12 0.23

Late Iron Age 238 2534 45.91

Early Roman 308 2970 53.81

Post medieval 1 3 0.05

Grand 548 5519 100.00

Table 1. The pottery by Ceramic Period
B.2.2  The pottery was mostly recovered from ditches, although also from spreads and other

features (Pot table 2). None of the pottery was discovered  in situ, rather this material
had found its way into these features as part of a rubbish disposal regime. The pottery
is, therefore, severely abraded and has an average sherd weight of only 10g.

Row Labels Sherd count Weight (g) Weight (%)

Ditch 485 5097 92.35

Spread 40 253 4.58

Subsoil 17 113 2.05

Pit 3 32 0.58

Ring Gully 2 23 0.42

Gully 1 1 0.02

Total 548 5519 100.00

Table 2. The pottery from features
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Methodology

B.2.3  The  Roman  pottery  was  analysed  following  the  guidelines  of  the  Study  Group  for
Roman Pottery (Barclay et al 2016, 14-18). The total assemblage was scanned and a
catalogue was prepared (Appendix 1). The sherds were examined using a hand lens
(x10 magnification) and were divided by ceramic era. Broad fabrics and Vessel forms
(jar,  bowl)  were noted.  The sherds were counted and weighed to the nearest  whole
gram and recorded by context. OA East curates the pottery and archive. (OA East) The
Iron Age pottery was spot dated by Sarah Percival.

Potential

B.2.4  This is a relatively small pottery assemblage largely comprising both late Iron Age and
Early Roman utilitarian coarse wares, with a small amount of finer material also found.
The pottery was recovered from stratified deposits, mostly ditches, and is well recorded.

B.2.5  It is worthy of note that both handmade clamp fired and wheel made kiln fired vessels
are found in contemporary deposits. This pottery was deposited at a time of transition
between the Iron Age and Roman periods; a time of great cultural and technological
change - which is highlighted as an area of interest in the regional research framework
(Medleycott 2011, 26; 31).

B.2.6  The  assemblage  therefore,  has  the  potential  to  benefit  from  a  full  catalogue  and
analysis placing it in the context of the not only the site but also the region where it was
excavated.  In  this  format  it  would  also  contribute  to  the  growing corpus of  ceramic
assemblages  available  for  future  research.  Comparison  with  other  excavated
assemblages in the vicinity (e.g. Lucas 1989) will inform on how typical (or not) it is for
the region.

Task List

B.2.7  Further work should include a full catalogue of the pottery, including pottery from this
evaluation and the environmental samples (2 days). 

B.2.8  If an excavation is undertaken all the pottery should be combined and included in a final
publication report. 

Spot Date catalogue
KEY: B = base, C=century, D = decorated body sherd, Dsc = description, E=early, Eval = evaluation, Ex =
excavation, FLAG = flagon, GW = grey ware, H = Handle, L=late M=mid, R = rim, OX= oxidised, PURN =
pedestal urn, SAM = samian, SOW = sandy oxidised ware, SCW = sandy coarse ware, SGW = sandy grey
ware, SJAR = storage jar, SREDW = sandy red ware, STW = shelly ware, TN = terra nigra, U=undecorated
body sherd.  

Tr Context Cut Feature type Count Weight
(g)

Ceramic
Era

Spot date Description

3 302 Subsoil 4 14 LIA E/MC1 SCW(OX SURFACES) JAR/BOWL

Subsoil 5 15 ERB E/MC1 SOW(GRITTY)  JAR;  SGW  JAR;  SREDW
JAR/BOWL

4 404 403 Ring gully 2 23 LIA C1BC SCW JAR/BOWL

406 405 Ditch 1 71 ERB MC1 STW SJAR

408 Ditch 6 58 ERB E/MC1 SGW(PROTO) JAR/SJAR 

415 413 Ditch 11 125 LIA C1BC SCW JAR/SJAR

419 418 Ditch 1 11 LIA E/MC1 GW(GROG) JAR/BOWL

Ditch 1 41 ERB E/MC1 SGW(MICA) PLATTER BASE TN

421 420 Ditch 3 21 LIA C1BC SCW JAR
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Tr Context Cut Feature type Count Weight
(g)

Ceramic
Era

Spot date Description

5 504 503 Ditch 3 8 ERB E/MC1 SGW JAR/SJAR; SOW(GRITYY) JAR

Ditch 2 9 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR/BOWL; STW JAR

506 505 Ditch 5 50 LIA C1BC SCW JAR/BOWL

512 511 Ditch 7 48 LIA E/MC1 SCW (CHALK) JAR/BOWL

Ditch 12 236 ERB E/MC1 SGW JARS AND STW SJARS

514 513 Ditch 2 16 ERB E/MC1 SGW JAR 

Ditch 6 53 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR

518 517 Gully 1 1 ERB MC1 SGW(OX SURFACES) JAR

520 519 Ditch 2 17 LIA C1BC SCW JAR/BOWL

528 527 Ditch 10 48 ERB MC1 SANDY RED WARE JAR

530 529 Ditch 3 15 ERB E/MC1 SGW JAR BODY AND BASE SHERDS

Ditch 5 28 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR/BOWL FRAGMENTS

6 601 Subsoil 7 76 ERB MC1 SGW JAR AND SJAR FRAGMENTS

604 603 Pit 1 24 LIA C1BC OW(CALC) SJAR

605 Pit 2 8 LIA C1BC SCW JAR/BOWL

607 606 Ditch 1 3 ERB MC1 SGW JAR

609 608 Ditch 1 7 LIA C1BC SCW JAR/BOWL

610 Spread 12 120 LATEST
IA

LC1BC-
ADEC1

SCW JAR(CARINATED); STW JAR/BOWL

612 611 Ditch 3 90 ERB E/MC1 SGW HM SJAR 

613 Ditch 10 82 LIA C1BC SCW JAR

614 Ditch 10 138 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR

615 Spread 28 133 ERB MC1 SGW JAR/BOWL; SOW BOWL FRAG.

617 616 Ditch 1 9 ERB MC1 X1 SGW(BS) JAR/BOWL CORDONED

622 621 Ditch 2 65 ERB E/MC1 X1 SGW JAR/BOWL; X1 GW GROG SJAR

Ditch 11 129 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR/SJAR

625 Ditch 2 13 ERB E/MC1 SGW JAR; SOW(GRITTY) JAR

Ditch 8 48 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR

628 Ditch 7 23 ERB E/MC1 SOW FINE FLAGON FRAGMENTS

Ditch 22 258 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR/SJAR

629 Ditch 2 26 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR

Ditch 70 468 ERB E/MC1 SGW JAR/SJAR; SOW FLAG AND CUP

630 Ditch 17 216 ERB MC1 SGW JAR; SOW FLAG

634 631 Ditch 6 90 LIA C1BC SCW JAR/BOWL

635 Ditch 10 188 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR/SJAR

Ditch 27 287 ERB E/MC1 SGW  JAR/BOWL SHERDS;  STW  SJAR;
SOW(GRITTY) JAR AND SAM DISH BASE

638 636 Ditch 5 32 ERB MC1 SGW  JAR/BOWL;  SGW(OX  SURFACES)
JAR

642 641 Ditch 1 3 LIA C1BC STW JAR

644 643 Ditch 3 9 ERB MC1 SGW JAR 

652 651 Ditch 1 4 LIA C1BC SGW JAR

657 656 Ditch 1 7 LIA C1BC SCW JAR

7 704 703 Ditch 3 16 LIA C1BC SCW JAR/BOWL

709 707 Ditch 16 120 LIA C1BC SCW JAR(CORDONED)

712 710 Ditch 21 416 LIA C1BC SCW JAR/BOWL, SJAR; STW SJAR
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Tr Context Cut Feature type Count Weight
(g)

Ceramic
Era

Spot date Description

716 715 Ditch 3 32 LIA C1BC SCW JAR/BOWL

720 718 Ditch 37 617 ERB MC1 SGW JAR/BOWL; GW FINE ROULETTED
BOWL. SGW CORDONED JAR.

721 Ditch 4 58 ERB E/MC1 SGW JAR FRAGMENTS

Ditch 20 170 LIA E/MC1 STW BOWL FINGER NAIL SLASHED RIM;
SCW JAR/SJAR. X1 POST-FIRING HOLE
(ADAPTED)

9 905 904 Ditch 6 50 ERB E/MC1 SOW  FLAG  HANDLE.  SOW  AND  SGW
JAR FRAGMENTS

907 906 Ditch 3 12 LIA C1BC SCW(OX) JAR/BOWL

10 1009 1008 Ditch 1 12 IA E/MC1 SCW(FLINT) BOWL

Ditch 13 81 ERB E/MC1 STW JAR/BOWL; SOW JAR/FLAG;  SGW
JAR

1011 1010 Ditch 1 3 PMED PMED SREDW(GLAZED)

1015 1014 Ditch 1 8 LIA C1BC SCW JAR/BOWL

1021 1018 Ditch 2 32 ERB E/MC1 X1  SGW  STRAINER  BASE;  X1  SREDW
LID-SEATED JAR

Ditch 8 148 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR/SJAR

11 1101 Subsoil 1 8 RB M/LC1 SAM CUP FRAGMENT

1104 1102 Ditch 1 1 ERB E/MC1 SGW FINE BUTT BEAK

1106 1105 Ditch 1 6 ERB E/MC1 SOW(GRITTY) JAR/FLAG

Ditch 2 6 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR/BOWL

1108 1107 Ditch 1 1 LIA C1BC FRAG

1109 Ditch 1 1 ERB E/MC1 GW JAR

1110 Ditch 5 12 LIA C1BC SCW JAR

1111 Ditch 3 28 LIA C1BC SCW(FLINT) JAR; STW SJAR

1113 1112 Ditch 1 3 LIA C1BC SCW JAR

1114 Ditch 3 13 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR

Ditch 2 32 ERB E/MC1 X1 SGW JAR; X1 SOW FLAG

1119 1115 Ditch 1 8 ERB E/MC1 X1 SOW(GRITTY) JAR

Ditch 1 14 LIA E/MC1 SCW JAR/BOWL

1123 1122 Ditch 8 38 ERB MC1 STW JAR/BOWL; SGW JAR

13 1310 ? ? 12 80 ERB E/MC1 SGW JAR/BOWL SHERDS

14 1404 1403 Ditch 1 4 LIA MC1 SCW JAR/BOWL

Ditch 1 11 ERB MC1 SGW  JAR  (RIM  IMPRESSED  DURING
FIRING)

1408 1407 Ditch 1 14 ERB MC1 X1 GW(GROG) PURN BASE

B.3  Flint

By Anthony Haskins

B.3.1  Three residual flints were recovered from the site. Two Secondary flakes were recovered 
from contexts (704) and (1110) and a tertiary flake was recovered from context (1404). All
three flakes, which show signs of structured working, are moderately patinated and in 
reasonable condition although all show signs of having been rolled.

B.3.2  All pieces recovered have characteristics that suggest they are of Early Neolithic date.
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B.4  Ceramic Building Materials

by Ted Levermore

Introduction

B.4.1  Archaeological  work produced twelve fragments (234g)  of  Ceramic Building Material
(CBM). The assemblage is fragmentary and abraded and therefore not closely datable.
The fragments are, however, broadly post medieval and modern.

Methodology

B.4.2  The assemblage was quantified by context, fabric and form and counted and weighed
to the nearest whole gram. Fabrics were examined using a x20 hand lens and were
described by main inclusions present. Width, length and thickness were recorded where
possible. 

B.4.3  The quantified data and fabric descriptions are presented on an Excel spreadsheet held
with the site archive. A summary of the catalogue can be found in Table 3.

Assemblage and Discussion

B.4.4  This assemblage is made up of post-medieval flat tile and undiagnostic fragments from 
two contexts and modern field drain and tile fragments from three contexts.

B.4.5  The post-medieval CBM recovered here is related to the discard of building material
and  subsequent  dispersal  through  the  landscape.  It  represents  little  more  than
background noise within the modern landscape.

Context Cut Trench Feature Brick Tile Undiag. Weight (g) Comment

408 405 4 Ditch 5 80

629 621 5 Ditch 1 26

630 621 5 Ditch 1 28

907 906 9 Ditch 2 89 Field Drain

1011 1010 10 Ditch 3 11

Total 5 7 234  

Table 3: CBM Catalogue

B.5  Fired Clay

by Ted Levermore

Introduction

B.5.1  Archaeological work produced seven fragments (40g) of fired clay. Three amorphous
(20g)  and four  structural  (20g)  fragments.  The structural  fragments  exhibit  flattened
surfaces. There are no diagnostic fragments, however the structural pieces exhibit signs
of having been part of portable kiln furniture.

Methodology

B.5.2  The assemblage was quantified by context, fabric and form and counted and weighed
to the nearest whole gram. Fabrics were examined using a x20 hand lens and were
described by main inclusions present. 
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B.5.3  The quantified data and fabric descriptions are presented on an Excel spreadsheet held
with the site archive. A summary of the catalogue can be found in Table 4.

Assemblage and Discussion

B.5.4  Five contexts produced fired clay.  The structural  fragments came from two of  these.
Ditch  611 contained three fragments.  These pieces refit  for  form a fragment  of  kiln
plate, possibly LIA to RB in date. These will have been used in pottery kilns.

B.5.5  The amorphous fragments are by their nature undiagnostic  and therefore no function
can be discerned. Fired clay is usually related to walls, hearths, ovens or kilns.

Context Cut Count Weight (g) Comment

614 611 3 13 Kiln plate fragments. Organic Impressions.

408 405 1 6

605 603 1 7

630 621 1 7 ?Kiln Plate. Organic Impressions.

635 631 1 7

Total 7 40

Table 4: Fired Clay Catalogue
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APPENDIX C.  ENVIRONMENTAL REPORTS

C.1  Faunal Remains

By Angelos Hadjikoumis BA MSc PhD

Introduction

C.1.1  The size of the faunal assemblage is modest, with 260 specimens identified to some
degree. Only mammal remains have been identified in this assemblage, all recovered
through hand collection.  

C.1.2  Most contexts from which faunal remains were recovered were dated to either the Late
Iron Age (LIA) or the Early Roman period (ER) (or their combination), based on ceramic
typology. For  the purposes of  the  analyses and discussion of  the  results  presented
here,  all  sub-samples  have been amalgamated into  a general  sample  spanning the
entire LIA-Roman period. This was done in order to avoid dividing the sample into many
smaller, and statistically meaningless, samples.

C.1.3  The  overall  aim of  this  study  is  to  identify  and  describe,  to  the  degree  allowed  by
available data, all human-animal interactions that took place at the site in the LIA-ER
period. Due to the small size of the sample involved, this study focuses on the more
realistic aims of approaching the faunal composition and the management strategies
involving  the  most  common  domestic  taxa,  but  also  comments  on  other  domestic
species not directly involved in food production (e.g. equids). 

Methodology

C.1.4  The faunal material has been processed at the facilities of Oxford Archaeology East in
Bar Hill. During data recording, obvious new breaks were refitted in an effort to improve
identifiability.  Identification  of  anatomical  element  and  species  (or  more  general
taxonomic  category)  was  attempted  on  each  specimen  with  the  aid  of  published
osteological atlases for mammals (e.g. Barone 1976; Pales and Garcia 1981; Schmid
1972), as well as the use of available reference specimens available at Bar Hill. 

C.1.5  The most generic level of taxonomic identification for mammals involved the attribution
of mammal remains into large (e.g. cattle, equids, red deer), medium (e.g. sheep/goat,
pig, fallow deer) and small (e.g. cat or smaller) mammal. 

C.1.6  Distinguishing between sheep and goat was attempted on postcranial remains mainly
following Boessneck et al. (1964) and on mandibular cheek teeth following Halstead et
al.  (2002)  and Payne (1985).  The distinction  between equids  (i.e.  horse,  donkey or
mule/hinny)  was  based  on  criteria  from  several  authors  summarised  in  Johnstone
(2004: 165, table 4.1).

C.1.7  Besides anatomical and taxonomic identification, age-at-death was estimated based on
dental eruption and wear, as well as the epiphyseal fusion state of selected postcranial
anatomical elements. Eruption and wear of mandibular dental remains were recorded
following  Payne  (1973;  1987)  for  sheep  and  goats,  Grigson  (1982)  and  Halstead’s
(1985) adaptation of Payne for cattle, and Grant (1982) and Bull & Payne (1982) for pig.
Age-at-death based on epiphyseal fusion follows Silver (1969) for sheep, goat, cattle
and pig. Each specimen was also recorded in terms of sex,  pathological conditions,
occurrence  of  butchery,  fragmentation,  as  well  as  its  potential  to  yield  biometric
information. 
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C.1.8  Moreover,  taphonomic  information  (e.g.  gnawing  and  burning)  was  also  recorded  in
order to achieve a better understanding of the processes that affected the formation of
this faunal assemblage prior to its excavation and study. The extent of erosion/abrasion
on bone surfaces was graded from 0 (unaffected) to 5 (heavy erosion across whole
surface) using a simplified version of Brickley & McKinley’s scheme for human remains
(2004, 14-15).

Quantification

C.1.9  All  identifiable specimens contributed to the Number of Identified Specimens (NISP),
which  is  the  main  quantification  unit  for  all  analyses  involving  species  frequencies.
Minimum  Number  of  Individuals  (MNI)  was  calculated  based  only  on  specimens
identifiable to a taxonomic level more specific than the three size categories ( i.e. large,
medium, small)  and taking into account the most abundant anatomical element,  side
and fusion state. 

C.1.10  Beyond NISP, certain anatomical  elements were also recorded in  terms of  Minimum
Anatomical Units (MinAU) and Maximum Anatomical Units (MaxAU) (Halstead 2011).
MinAU and MaxAU are more suitable units to explore age-at-death and other data, as
well as serving as a check on NISP. The units systematically recorded with this method
were: horncore/antler bases; mandible/loose cheek teeth; atlas; axis; scapula; proximal
and distal halves of humerus, radius, femur, tibia, metapodia (only III and IV in pigs);
proximal  half  of  ulna;  pelvis;  astragalus;  calcaneum  and  phalanges  1-3  (excluding
lateral  phalanges  of  pigs).  These anatomical  elements  have been selected  for  their
durability and identifiability, as well as their high potential in terms of data recording.

Results

Taxonomic composition

C.1.11  Taxonomic analysis was conducted on a combined sample, consisting of all specimens
from LIA-ER contexts. This combined sample consists of 117 LIA, 84 LIA-ER and 59 ER
identified specimens.

C.1.12  The taxonomic composition of mammalian remains is presented in Table 5. Taxonomic
data  are  presented  in  their  raw  numbers  but  were  also  subjected  to  necessary
corrections in order to account for anatomical differences between species. Body parts
that do not exist in all species (e.g. horncores and antlers) were excluded from analyses
on species frequencies and the numbers of foot bones (i.e. metapodials and phalanges)
were corrected accordingly to match the single-digit  equid foot  (e.g.  sheep/goat  and
cattle  phalanges  were  divided  by  two,  pig  metacarpi/metatarsi  by  two,  etc.).   As
indicated in Table 5, differences in the relative proportions of taxa are very small. The
results suggest that the LIA-ER fauna at the site was dominated by sheep/goat (almost
50%)  and  cattle  (35-40%).  If  body  size  is  taken  into  account  cattle  must  have
constituted the primary source of meat. Within the sheep/goat taxonomic category, only
sheep  remains  were  identified.  This  suggests  that  goat  was  either  absent  or  quite
scarce at the site during the LIA-ER period. 

C.1.13  Besides sheep and cattle, the domestic fauna includes equids (8-9%) and pig (4-5%). In
terms of food provision, pig must have played a secondary role compared to sheep and
cattle.  The  equids  on  the  other  hand,  played  a  somewhat  different  economic  (and
probably social)  role that involved transportation of people and products,  agricultural
tasks and even their  consumption as indicated by at  least  three specimens bearing
butchery marks and many breaks whilst bones were still fresh. The only wild mammal
present  at  the  site  was the roe deer,  represented by a single mandible  of  an adult
animal from a LIA context.
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LIA-ER

Taxon
Raw data Corrected

NISP NISP% NISP NISP% MNI
Cattle 82 38.5% 74 36.8% 5
Equids 20 9.4% 17 8.5% 2
Sheep/goat 101 47.4% 100 49.8% 7
Pig 9 4.2% 9 4.5% 2
Roe deer 1 0.5% 1 0.5% 1
Total 213 100.0% 201 100.0% 17
Large mammal 66 71.7% 66 71.7% N/A
Medium mammal 26 28.3% 26 28.3% N/A
Total 92 100.0% 92 100.0% N/A

Table 5: Taxonomic composition of mammalian remains (combined LIA-ER samples)

Age-at-death and sex ratios

C.1.14  Due to the small sample size, the results of analyses involving the age-at-death of the
most abundant taxa cannot be taken at face value but are, nevertheless, presented to
explore, even tentatively so, mortality patterns. The analysis of epiphyseal fusion data
for cattle (Fig. 8) is based only on 25 anatomical units. Despite its limited reliability, it
does suggest  that  mortality was relatively  low in the first  three years  with the main
mortality peak occurring in the fourth year. 

Fig. 8 Age-at-death ratios 

C.1.15  Dental eruption and wear data for cattle are even scarcer than epiphyseal fusion data
but,  most  likely  due  to  the  same  reason,  they  deviate  from  the  mortality  pattern
supported by epiphyseal fusion. From total of seven MinAU contributing to the sample,
five were aged between 8 and 30 months and only two to an age interval older than 30
months. 
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C.1.16  Epiphyseal fusion analyses for sheep/(goat) were based on an even smaller sample
than for cattle. The pattern is, nevertheless, similar in suggesting higher mortality in the
animals older than 30 months old. As with cattle, some mortality is noted in younger age
intervals but the focus is clearly on slaughtering animals at (or close to) their optimal
body size. Dental eruption and wear data were equally scarce with only eight MinAU
assigned an age. Two of them were attributable to 6-12 months, while the remaining six
to age intervals older than 36 months. 

C.1.17  For the remainder of identified mammalian taxa (i.e. equids and pig), age-at-death data
are too scarce. Concerning equids, both fused and unfused postcranial elements were
recorded,  thus  suggesting  breeding  at  the  site.  Concerning  pigs,  only  two  unfused
postcranial  elements were recorded.  As for  the age-at-death data,  a mandible of  an
adult roe deer (worn lower third molar) was recorded.

C.1.18  Concerning the sex of the animals, only three specimens (one sheep/goat pelvis, one
cattle  pelvis and a pig mandibular  canine) yielded such information,  all  belonging to
female animals. 

Butchery and gnawing

C.1.19  Cattle, sheep/goat and equid remains yielded evidence of butchery indicating that they
were all consumed at the site. Pig remains did not yield any butchery marks but it can
be safely assumed that this animal was also consumed. This analysis is based on small
samples  (especially  concerning  equids  and  pig)  but  the  results  suggest  that  the
frequency  of  butchery  is  related  to  carcass  size  (Table  6).  Simply  put,  butchery
frequencies appear to reflect the practical necessity for more cut (or chop/percussion)
marks on larger carcasses.

LIA-ER
Butchered NISP Butchered%

Cattle 17 75 22.7%
Equids 3 16 18.8%
Sheep/goat 16 93 17.2%
Pig 0 7 0.0%

Table 6: Occurrence of butchery marks on mammalian remains (loose teeth and maxillae 
excluded).

C.1.20  Besides butchery, the degree of carnivore (or pig) gnawing on the remains of the most
common species was also explored (Table 7). As it has been mentioned earlier, pig and
equid samples are small. Dogs (or other carnivores/pigs), however, appear to have had
relatively easy access to cattle,  equid and sheep/goat remains after  their discard by
humans. Gnawing also indirectly suggests the presence of dogs at the site, even if their
remains were not recovered.

LIA-ER
Gnawed NISP Gnawed%

Cattle 21 72 29.2%
Equids 5 16 31.3%
Sheep/goat 24 92 26.1%
Pig 1 7 14.3%

Table 7: Occurrence of gnawing on mammalian remains (loose teeth, maxillae and horncores 
excluded). 
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Discussion

C.1.21  Despite  the  small  size  of  the  assemblage,  several  interesting  insights  into  human-
animal interactions can be highlighted. The analyses presented in this study have shed
light  on  the  economic  basis  of  the  site,  as  well  as  glimpses  of  animal  husbandry
practices at the site in the LIA-ER period. 

C.1.22  A faunal composition with a clear predominance of sheep and cattle, a relatively high
percentage of equids and a low pig percentage is usually viewed as characteristic of
rural sites in the Roman period (e.g. Albarella and Pirnie 2008) and this may be true
also for the Iron Age. The result of the analysis on faunal composition are in accordance
with this characteristic (Table 5). This is, however, only part of the story and it is up to
future research to address the relationship between this and other sites (whether rural,
military or urban) in the area. Moreover, these questions need to be addressed anew
with increased chronological resolution as the sample presented here is too small to
support such an approach. 

C.1.23  Sheep husbandry appears to have been the most important (in terms of absolute animal
numbers) at many sites in the wider region during the Iron Age and Roman period but
there  are  also  many  examples  of  cattle-dominated  assemblages,  especially  in  the
Roman period (e.g. Glinton Areas I and II). 

C.1.24  The fact that pig husbandry was of marginal importance at the site is at odds with the
overall trend for an increase in pig percentages during the Roman period but this might
be attributable to the fact that LIA (and mixed LIA-ER) contexts contributed the bulk of
the sample. Low numbers of pigs are best explained by a combination of two reasons.
First,  the  area's  environmental  suitability  to  support  sheep  and  cattle  herds  and,
second, the economic impetus to focus on cattle husbandry may have exerted pressure
to reduce pig numbers. It is also important to bear in mind that contextual provenance
of material  and possible trade of  live animals may contribute to the distortion of the
taxonomic  composition  at  specific  sites.  To remedy this  risk,  synthetic  studies  on a
regional scale are needed. 

C.1.25  Another interesting taxonomic characteristic of this assemblage is the high percentage
of  equid  remains  (predominantly  or  exclusively  horse).  This  characteristic  is  an
important element in discussions revolving around economic, social and technological
issues in the LIA-ER period. An increase in the importance of equids, viewed through
the light of high sheep and cattle numbers, can be interpreted as a step towards the
optimisation of sheep and cattle herding. 

C.1.26  The  discrepancy  between  the  absence  of  dog  remains  in  the  assemblage  and  the
extent of gnawing marks may suggest a different route of deposition for dogs. Moreover,
the  lack  of  any  significant  numbers  of  wild  taxa  present  indicate  that  the  site's
inhabitants were not involved routinely in hunting activities. The presence of a single
roe  deer  remains  may  represent  occasional  hunting  of  wild  animals  attracted  by
cultivations. 

C.1.27  The anatomical representation of each taxon was not analysed due to the small sample
involved.  The numbers of  different  body parts  of  the  relatively  abundant  sheep and
cattle, however, suggest that these animals were consumed in their entirety. Moreover,
the absence of any obvious imbalance in anatomical representation suggests that, if the
site was involved in the provision of urban or military centres nearby,  this was done
through movements of cattle on the hoof, rather than exporting specific body parts. 

C.1.28  As far as the management of domestic animals is concerned, the available volume of
data from the site could not support elaborate analyses. The mortality profile produced
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for  cattle  (Fig.  8)  suggests  that  the  main  mortality  peak,  at  least  of  the  animals
consumed at the site, occurred at 3-4 years of age. Despite the consumption of younger
animals, the observed mortality pattern suggests a focus on optimising the quantity of
meat produced. Despite the scarcity of data, the same pattern seems to hold true for
sheep  as  well.  Concerning  the  rest  of  the  species,  little  can  be  said  on  their
management strategies. The most important information is the presence of immature
equids, which suggests that equid (predominantly or exclusively horses) breeding was
practised at  the site.  Beyond their  use in  agropastoral  tasks,  transportation  and the
possibility of being traded to other settlements, equids were also consumed at the site,
as the presence of cutmarks on their remains suggest (Table 6). It remains unknown
under  what  circumstances  equids  were consumed.  Analyses  on  bone  fragmentation
patterns were not carried out due to small sample sizes but it seems that most equid
bones were fragmented when fresh, mostly by dogs (Table 7) but possibly also humans.
Butchery marks in general, suggest that the approach was one of practicality, closely
related to the size of the animal involved. According to this approach, larger animals
(cattle and equids) required more cuts than smaller animals (sheep/goat and pig) before
being cooked and consumed. 

Catalogue

Raw data  on  anatomical  element,  species,  fusion  and  presence/absence  of  age-at-
death data,  butchery marks,  biometric  data and gnawing.  Erosion grades (simplified
version of Brickley & McKinley 2004, 14-15): 0 (surface morphology clearly visible, fresh
appearance), 1 (light and patchy surface erosion), 2 (more extensive surface erosion
than grade 1), 3 (most of bone surface affected by some degree of erosion, 4 (all of
bone  surface  affected  by  erosive  action),  5  (heavy  erosion  across  whole  surface,
completely masking normal surface morphology). √= present.

Context Period Element Frags Taxon Proximal Fusion Distal Fusion Side Erosion Age Butchery Biometry Gnawed

528 ER Metatarsus 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 3 √

528 ER Humerus 1 Cattle Absent Not counted Left 3

607 ER Humerus 1 Cattle Absent Fused Left 3 √ √ √

630 ER Humerus 1 Cattle Absent Fused Right 2 √

630 ER Mandible 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 2 √

630 ER Mandible 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 3 √ √

638 ER Ulna 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left 3 √

720 ER Radius 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left 2 √

720 ER Ulna 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 2 √

720 ER Ulna 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 2 √

720 ER Horncore 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Unsided N/A

721 ER Loose mandibular 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left N/A √

721 ER Mandible 1 Cattle Not counted Absent Right 3

721 ER PH1 1 Cattle Fused Absent Unsided 2 √ √

1109 ER PH1 1 Cattle Fusing Absent Unsided 2 √ √ √

1310 ER PH3 1 Cattle Fused Absent Unsided N/A

1009 IA-ER Calcaneus 1 Cattle Unfused shaft Absent Right 4

1009 IA-ER Loose maxillary 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left N/A

1020 IA-ER PH1 1 Cattle Fused Absent Unsided 2 √ √

610 latest IA Radius 1 Cattle Fused Absent Right 3 √ √ √

610 latest IA Scapula 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left 3 √

610 latest IA Metatarsus 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Unsided 2 √ √

302 LIA Radius 1 Cattle Fused Not counted Left 4 √

302 LIA PH1 1 Cattle Fused Not counted Unsided 4 √
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Context Period Element Frags Taxon Proximal Fusion Distal Fusion Side Erosion Age Butchery Biometry Gnawed

415 LIA Femur 1 Cattle Absent Indeterminate Unsided 2

415 LIA Radius 1 Cattle Unfused shaft Absent Right 2 √

415 LIA Mandible 1 Cattle Not counted Absent Left 2

415 LIA Horncore 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right N/A

415 LIA Scapula 1 Cattle Fused Absent Right 2 √ √ √

415 LIA Tibia 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 1

415 LIA Metatarsus 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Unsided 2 √ √

506 LIA Metatarsus 1 Cattle Indeterminate Not counted Right 3 √

506 LIA Metacarpus 1 Cattle Indeterminate Not counted Unsided 2 √

506 LIA Ulna 1 Cattle Young Absent Right 3 √ √

506 LIA Scapula 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 3

506 LIA Maxilla 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left 2

506 LIA Horncore 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Unsided N/A

506 LIA Pelvis 1 Cattle Fused Absent Left 2 √ √

605 LIA Loose mandibular 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left N/A √

613 LIA Calcaneus 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 2 √

614 LIA Tibia 1 Cattle Absent Fused Right 3 √ √

657 LIA Axis 1 Cattle Fused Absent Unsided 2

657 LIA Femur 1 Cattle Absent Indeterminate Unsided 3

657 LIA Mandible 1 Cattle Not counted Absent Right 3

704 LIA Mandible 1 Cattle Not counted Absent Right 3

704 LIA Mandible 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left 3 √

709 LIA Tibia 1 Cattle Indeterminate Indeterminate Left 3 √

709 LIA Metatarsus 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Unsided 2 √

709 LIA Metacarpus 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Unsided 2 √

709 LIA Tibia 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 2

712 LIA PH1 1 Cattle Fused Absent Unsided 3 √ √

712 LIA Mandible 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left 3

712 LIA Scapula 1 Cattle Fused Absent Right 3 √ √ √

712 LIA Tibia 1 Cattle Indeterminate Fused Right 2 √ √

712 LIA Femur 1 Cattle Absent Indeterminate Unsided 2

712 LIA Radius 1 Cattle Absent Unfused shaft Left 2 √

716 LIA Horncore 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left 2

716 LIA Mandible 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left 2 √ √

1015 LIA Tibia 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left 3 √

1110 LIA PH1 1 Cattle Fused Absent Unsided N/A √ √ √

1111 LIA PH2 1 Cattle Fused Absent Unsided 3 √ √

419 LIA-ER Calcaneus 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 2 √

419 LIA-ER Calcaneus 1 Cattle Unfused shaft Absent Left 2 √

512 LIA-ER Metatarsus 1 Cattle Not counted Indeterminate Unsided 3 √

628 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Cattle Absent Fused Left 2 √ √ √

628 LIA-ER Humerus 1 Cattle Absent Indeterminate Right 2 √ √

629 LIA-ER Loose maxillary 1 Cattle Not counted Absent Left N/A

629 LIA-ER Scapula 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 2

629 LIA-ER Scapula 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 2 √

629 LIA-ER Mandible 1 Cattle Not counted Absent Right 3

635 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Cattle Absent Fused Left 3 √ √

635 LIA-ER Mandible 1 Cattle Not counted Absent Left 3 √

635 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Unsided 2

1021 LIA-ER Loose mandibular 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right N/A √

1021 LIA-ER Ulna 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Left 3

1106 LIA-ER Calcaneus 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 3

1106 LIA-ER Femur 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Right 4

1114 LIA-ER Femur 1 Cattle Indeterminate Absent Unsided 3
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Context Period Element Frags Taxon Proximal Fusion Distal Fusion Side Erosion Age Butchery Biometry Gnawed

1119 LIA-ER PH1 1 Cattle Fused Absent Unsided 3 √

1404 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Cattle Indeterminate Fusing Left 3 √ √

1404 LIA-ER Loose mandibular 1 Cattle Not counted Absent Left N/A √

1404 LIA-ER PH2 1 Cattle Fused Absent Unsided 3 √ √

607 ER Tibia 1 Equid Indeterminate Absent Right 2

1104 ER Incisor 1 Equid Not counted Absent Unsided N/A

604 LIA Mandible 1 Equid Not counted Absent Unsided 2

419 LIA-ER Pelvis 1 Equid Fused Absent Right 3 √

530 LIA-ER Humerus 1 Equid Indeterminate Indeterminate Left 4

628 LIA-ER Pelvis 1 Equid Indeterminate Absent Right 2 √ √

635 LIA-ER Femur 1 Equid Indeterminate Indeterminate Left 3 √

635 LIA-ER Radius 1 Equid Indeterminate Absent Unsided 3

635 LIA-ER Pelvis 1 Equid Indeterminate Absent Unsided 3 √

1021 LIA-ER Incisor 1 Equid Not counted Absent Unsided N/A √

1119 LIA-ER Loose maxillary 1 Equid Not counted Absent Right N/A

1404 LIA-ER Incisor 1 Equid Not counted Absent Unsided N/A √

528 ER Metatarsus 1 Horse Indeterminate Fused Unsided 3 √ √ √

630 ER Astragalus 1 Horse Indeterminate Absent Left 1 √

721 ER Metatarsus 1 Horse Indeterminate Absent Right 3

1408 ER Loose mandibular 1 Horse Indeterminate Absent Left N/A

1020 IA-ER Metatarsus 1 Horse Indeterminate Not counted Left 3 √

415 LIA Radius 1 Horse Fused Indeterminate Right 2 √ √

605 LIA Loose mandibular 1 Horse Indeterminate Absent Right N/A

633 LIA-ER? Radius 1 Horse Fused Absent Right 3 √

630 ER Vertebra 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

1310 ER Vertebra 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3

1310 ER Rib 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3 √

404 LIA Rib 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

415 LIA Skull 2 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

415 LIA Cervical 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

609 LIA Vertebra 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

613 LIA Rib 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

704 LIA Skull 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3

704 LIA Sacrum 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3

704 LIA Carpal 4 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3

709 LIA Skull 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

712 LIA Vertebra 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3 √

419 LIA-ER Skull 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

629 LIA-ER Rib 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

1021 LIA-ER Rib 3 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3

1114 LIA-ER Vertebra 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3

1119 LIA-ER Rib 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3

1404 LIA-ER Vertebra 1 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3

1404 LIA-ER Rib 2 Large mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3

630 ER Rib 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 1

630 ER Skull 1 Medium mammal Not counted Fused Right 2

720 ER Rib 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

721 ER Vertebra 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

721 ER Rib 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

610 latest IA Rib 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3

404 LIA Rib 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

415 LIA Rib 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

506 LIA Rib 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

704 LIA Vertebra 2 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3
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Context Period Element Frags Taxon Proximal Fusion Distal Fusion Side Erosion Age Butchery Biometry Gnawed

1108 LIA Skull 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

1111 LIA Rib 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

419 LIA-ER Rib 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

512 LIA-ER Skull 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

512 LIA-ER Rib 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

530 LIA-ER Skull 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

629 LIA-ER Skull 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2

629 LIA-ER Rib 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 2 √

635 LIA-ER Rib 1 Medium mammal Not counted Absent Unsided 3 √

607 ER Tibia 1 Pig Unfused shaft Absent Left 1 √

607 ER Mand canine 1 Pig Indeterminate Absent Right N/A

617 ER Tibia 1 Pig Indeterminate Absent Left 3

415 LIA Scapula 1 Pig Indeterminate Absent Right 1

506 LIA Scapula 1 Pig Indeterminate Absent Left 3 √ √

614 LIA Maxilla 1 Pig Indeterminate Absent Right 3 √

530 LIA-ER Radius 1 Pig Absent Unfused shaft Right 3 √

635 LIA-ER Ulna 1 Pig Indeterminate Absent Left 3

1119 LIA-ER Scapula 1 Pig Indeterminate Absent Left 4

506 LIA Mandible 1 Roe deer Indeterminate Absent Left N/A √

528 ER Loose mandibular 1 Sheep Not counted Absent Right N/A

612 ER Mandible 1 Sheep Indeterminate Absent Left 2 √

617 ER Loose mandibular 1 Sheep Not counted Absent Left N/A √

638 ER Metacarpus 1 Sheep Indeterminate Indeterminate Right 2 √

721 ER Metacarpus 1 Sheep Indeterminate Indeterminate Left 1

905 ER Calcaneus 1 Sheep Indeterminate Absent Right 3

1310 ER Mandible 1 Sheep Indeterminate Absent Right 3 √

610 latest IA Tibia 1 Sheep Not counted Fused Left 3 √ √ √

404 LIA Metatarsus 1 Sheep Absent Fused Right 2 √ √ √

506 LIA Mandible 1 Sheep Indeterminate Absent Left 2 √

614 LIA Loose mandibular 1 Sheep Indeterminate Absent Right N/A √

614 LIA Metacarpus 1 Sheep Indeterminate Indeterminate Right 3 √

614 LIA Humerus 1 Sheep Absent Fusing Left 3 √

614 LIA Metacarpus 1 Sheep Indeterminate Absent Right 2

709 LIA Horncore 1 Sheep Indeterminate Absent Left 2

716 LIA Metacarpus 1 Sheep Indeterminate Indeterminate Right 2 √

1110 LIA Humerus 1 Sheep Absent Fused Right 2 √ √

419 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Sheep Absent Fused Left 2 √ √

419 LIA-ER Mandible 1 Sheep Indeterminate Absent Left 2 √

504 LIA-ER Loose mandibular 1 Sheep Indeterminate Absent Left N/A √

512 LIA-ER Radius 1 Sheep Fused Absent Left 2 √ √ √

629 LIA-ER Humerus 1 Sheep Not counted Fused Right 2 √ √ √

1114 LIA-ER Mandible 1 Sheep Indeterminate Absent Right 3 √

528 ER Radius 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Unsided 4

607 ER Femur 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Indeterminate Unsided N/A √

607 ER Pelvis 1 Sheep/Goat Fused Absent Right 2 √

630 ER Scapula 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Right 2 √

630 ER Radius 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Not counted Left 3 √

630 ER Humerus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Left 2

638 ER Humerus 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Fused Right 2 √ √ √

720 ER Humerus 1 Sheep/Goat Not counted Fusing Left 3 √ √

720 ER Radius 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Right 2 √

720 ER Femur 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Right 1

721 ER Metacarpus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Unsided 2 √

721 ER Metacarpus 2 Sheep/Goat Absent Indeterminate Unsided 2
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Context Period Element Frags Taxon Proximal Fusion Distal Fusion Side Erosion Age Butchery Biometry Gnawed

721 ER Humerus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Not counted Left 2

721 ER Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Not counted Left 3

721 ER Radius 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Left 2 √

721 ER Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Left 2

905 ER Humerus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Fused Left 3 √ √

905 ER Humerus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Fusing Left 3

1009 IA-ER Loose maxillary 1 Sheep/Goat Not counted Absent Right N/A

610 latest IA Humerus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Left 3

610 latest IA Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Right 2 √

610 latest IA Femur 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Unsided 2

610 latest IA Metacarpus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Right 3

302 LIA Metacarpus 1 Sheep/Goat Not counted Fused Left 4 √ √

506 LIA Radius 1 Sheep/Goat Fused Indeterminate Right 3 √ √ √

506 LIA Loose mandibular 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Right N/A √

506 LIA Radius 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Left 2 √

506 LIA Metatarsus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Unsided 3

506 LIA Metatarsus 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Indeterminate Unsided 2

506 LIA Metatarsus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Unsided 2

506 LIA Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Left 2

605 LIA Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Not counted Left 2 √ √

605 LIA Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Not counted Left 2

614 LIA Metacarpus 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Indeterminate Unsided 2

704 LIA Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Right 3 √

704 LIA Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Unsided 3 √

704 LIA Metatarsus 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Indeterminate Unsided 3

704 LIA Scapula 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Left 4

704 LIA Femur 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Indeterminate Unsided 2

709 LIA Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Indeterminate Right 2 √

712 LIA Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Indeterminate Unsided 2 √

712 LIA Scapula 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Left 3

907 LIA Femur 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Unsided 2

907 LIA Radius 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Unsided 4

907 LIA Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Fused Left 3 √

907 LIA Scapula 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Left 4

1015 LIA Femur 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Unsided 3

1110 LIA Pelvis 1 Sheep/Goat Fused Absent Right 2

1111 LIA Scapula 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Unsided 2 √

1113 LIA Humerus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Left 2 √

419 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Right 2 √

504 LIA-ER Pelvis 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Right 3

504 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Indeterminate Unsided 2

512 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Right 2

512 LIA-ER Metacarpus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Unsided 1 √

512 LIA-ER Femur 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Unfused shaft Right 2 √ √

512 LIA-ER Humerus 1 Sheep/Goat Not counted Indeterminate Right 2

512 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Fused Left 3 √ √

512 LIA-ER Radius 1 Sheep/Goat Fused Absent Left 2 √ √ √

514 LIA-ER Loose maxillary 1 Sheep/Goat Not counted Absent Left N/A

530 LIA-ER Loose maxillary 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Left N/A

530 LIA-ER Humerus 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Indeterminate Left 2 √ √

629 LIA-ER Mandible 1 Sheep/Goat Not counted Absent Left 3

629 LIA-ER Mandible 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Left 3 √

629 LIA-ER Humerus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Right 3 √

629 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Unfused shaft Right 2 √
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Context Period Element Frags Taxon Proximal Fusion Distal Fusion Side Erosion Age Butchery Biometry Gnawed

629 LIA-ER Metacarpus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Unfused shaft Right 2 √

629 LIA-ER Radius 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Indeterminate Left 2 √

629 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Left 2

629 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Left 3

635 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Right 3 √

635 LIA-ER Femur 1 Sheep/Goat Absent Unfused epiphysis Right 2

1021 LIA-ER Metatarsus 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Unsided 3 √ √

1106 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Right 3

1114 LIA-ER Scapula 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Absent Right 3

1114 LIA-ER Pelvis 1 Sheep/Goat Fusing Absent Right 4

1119 LIA-ER Tibia 1 Sheep/Goat Indeterminate Indeterminate Right 3

C.2  Environmental samples

By Rachel Fosberry

Introduction

C.2.1  Nine  bulk  samples  were  taken  from  Iron  Age/Romano  British  features  within  the
evaluated areas at Wimpole Car Park, Wimpole, Cambridgeshire in order to assess the
quality of preservation of plant remains and their potential to provide useful data as part
of further archaeological investigations.

Methodology

C.2.2  The  samples  were  comprised  of  heavy  clay  soils  that  were  broken  down  prior  to
processing by soaking in a solution of sodium carbonate for two hours. The total volume
(up to 18 litres) of each bulk sample was then processed by water flotation (using a
modified  Siraff  three-tank  system)  for  the  recovery of  charred plant  remains,  dating
evidence  and  any  other  artefactual  evidence  that  might  be  present.  The  floating
component (flot) of the samples was collected in a 0.3mm nylon mesh and the residue
was washed through 10mm, 5mm, 2mm and a 0.5mm sieve.  Both flot and residues
were allowed to air dry. A magnet was dragged through each residue fraction prior to
sorting for artefacts. Any artefacts present were noted and reintegrated with the hand-
excavated finds. The dried flots were subsequently sorted using a binocular microscope
at  magnifications  up  to  x  60  and  an  abbreviated  list  of  the  recorded  remains  are
presented in Table 1. Identification of plant remains is with reference to the Digital Seed
Atlas  of  the  Netherlands (Cappers  et  al.  2006) and  the  authors'  own  reference
collection. Nomenclature is according to Zohary and Hopf (2000) for cereals and Stace
(1997) for other plants. Carbonized seeds and grains, by the process of burning and
burial,  become  blackened  and  often  distort  and  fragment  leading  to  difficulty  in
identification.  Plant  remains  have  been  identified  to  species  where  possible.  The
identification of cereals has been based on the characteristic morphology of the grains
and chaff as described by Jacomet (2006). 

Quantification

C.2.3  For  the  purpose of  this  initial  assessment,  items such as  seeds,  cereal  grains  and
legumes  have  been  scanned  and  recorded  qualitatively  according  to  the  following
categories 

  # = 1-5, ## =  6-25 specimens 

Items that cannot be easily quantified such as charcoal has been scored for abundance
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+ = rare, ++ = moderate, +++ = abundant 

Results

C.2.4  There was a considerable amount of rooting within all of the samples which may have
caused movement of preserved plant remains. Preservation is by carbonisation and is
generally  poor  with  charred  plant  remains  only  recovered  from  three  samples;  an
indeterminate cereal grain from ditch 413 (Trench 4), a barley (Hordeum vulgare) grain
from ditch 707 and a clover (Trifolium sp.) seed from ditch 710. The two samples from
oven 507 contain charcoal only. 
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1 414 413 Ditch <10 4 17 5 # 0 + 0

2 510 507 Oven 100 5 12 10 0 0 +++ +++

3 509 507 Oven 100 5 3 15 0 0 0 +++

7 709 707 Ditch <10 7 17 5 # 0 + 0

8 711 710 Ditch <10 7 16 5 0 # + +

9 712 710 Ditch <10 7 18 3 0 0 0 0

6 905 904 Ditch <1 9 13 5 0 0 0 +

5 1009 1008 Ditch <1 10 14 10 0 0 0 0

10 1108 1107 Ditch <10 11 18 2 0 0 0 0

Table 8: Environmental samples from WPLCPK16

Discussion 

C.2.5  The environmental samples taken at Wimpole Car Park have produced only occasional
charred plant remains that cannot be regarded as significant. They are likely to have
originated  from accidental  spillage  of  grain  during  food  preparation  that  have  been
subsequently burnt. 
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Figure 6: Selected sections 
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Figure 7: Bridgeman Map (1720) showing field boundaries, with development area overlaid (green)  
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Plate 2: Ditch 413, Trench 4

Plate 1: Cobbled surface, Trench 3 
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Plate 4: Ditches 620 and 621, Trench 6

Plate 3: Possible oven 507, Trench 5
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Plate 6: Ditch 707, Trench 7

Plate 5: Ditch 631, Trench 6
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Plate 7: Ditches 1115 and 1120, Trench 11
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	1.3.7 In November 2015, the Cambridge Field Archaeology Group (CAFG) fieldwalked the field (CAFG 2105), however very few artefacts were recovered, only a handful of heavily abraded Roman pottery were recovered (Terry Dymott pers comm.).

	1.4 Acknowledgements
	1.4.1 The author would like to thank The National Trust who commissioned and funded the work. Thanks also to Simon Damant and Angus Wainwright for their advice and assistance. The project was managed by Stephen Macaulay. Chris Thatcher directed the fieldwork, with the assistance of James Fairbairn, Steve Graham, Toby Knight, Joanna Nastaszyc, Jo Page and Sam Thomas. The evaluation was monitored for Cambridgeshire County Council by Kasia Gdaniec. The illustrations were produced by Séverine Bézie.


	2 Aims and Methodology
	2.1 Aims
	2.1.1 The objective of this evaluation was to determine as far as reasonably possible the presence/absence, location, nature, extent, date, quality, condition and significance of any surviving archaeological deposits within the development area.
	2.1.2 It sought to ground truth geophysical results, by testing a range of anomalies of likely archaeological origin, and also areas where no anomalies registered.
	2.1.3 An additional aim was to provide sufficient coverage to evaluate the likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of masking deposits. Also, to set the results in the local, regional, and national archaeological context and, in particular, its wider cultural landscape and past environmental conditions.

	2.2 Methodology
	2.2.1 The Brief required that a total of 47 trenches measuring between 20 – 50m long by 2m wide be excavated (1×20m, 3×25m, 13×30m, 5×40m, 24×50m, 1×60m). During machine stripping, the alignments of Trenches 42-47 were altered slightly in order to minimise damage to the mature crop in the western part of the site. Their revised locations were re-surveyed.
	2.2.2 Machine excavation was carried out under constant archaeological supervision with a tracked 360° type excavator using a toothless ditching bucket.
	2.2.3 Bucket samples of 90 litres of excavated soil were taken from the end of each trench, in order to characterise artefactual remains in the topsoil and other soil horizons above the archaeological level. These were seived off site for the purposes of finds retreival.
	2.2.4 A total of nine environmental samples were taken from fills and deposits recorded across the site. Each sample was sieved in order to retrieve artefacts.
	2.2.5 The site survey was carried out by David Brown using Leica 1200 GPS with SmartNet.
	2.2.6 Spoil, exposed surfaces and features were scanned with a metal detector by Dominic Shelley. These finds were located by GPS. All metal-detected and hand-collected finds were retained for inspection, other than those which were obviously modern.
	2.2.7 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.
	2.2.8 Weather conditions on the site were good overall with bright and dry weather for the most part and infrequent periods of wet weather. Ground conditions were very dry, with the underlying natural deposits extremely hard and compacted.


	3 Results
	3.1 Introduction
	3.1.1 The evaluation recorded a relatively well defined area of settlement and activity in the north-western part of the proposed development. For the purposes of this report the trenches that fall within this zone of activity are discussed in detail below. Trenches that contained no archaeological remains are listed in the attached tables but are not described any further.
	3.1.2 The sampling of the excavated top and subsoil at the end of each trench produced no artefactual remains, this is in keeping with the field walking surveys of the site, which also produced very little artefactual evidence (CAFG 2015).
	3.1.3 The overlying soil sequence was relatively shallow, comprising a layer of topsoil that was on average 0.25m thick. The subsoil layer was intermittent and, where present, often less than 0.10m thick.

	3.2 Area of Settlement
	3.2.1 Trench 3 was 50m long, aligned north-west to south-east and located in the northern part of the putative area of settlement identified by the evaluation (Fig. 3). In the southern half of this trench were two ditches aligned broadly north-east to south-west. These were not excavated.
	3.2.2 In the central part of the trench, two shallow features (pit 307 & ditch 309) were investigated. Pit 307 was not fully exposed within the trench, it was slightly irregular in plan and 0.30m deep. This feature contained a single mid yellow brown silt clay and may have been a natural anomaly. Ditch 309 was aligned north-west to south-east and was 0.75m in width by 0.25m deep. It too contained a sterile mid yellow brown silt clay fill (310).
	3.2.3 Towards the northern end of the trench a cobbled surface (303) was exposed that was composed of rounded stones of widely varying size (Plate 1). It spanned the full width of the trench and approximately 11m of its length. The pottery recovered overlying this surface (302) dated from the Late Iron Age to Early Roman period. Animal bone was also recovered from the surface of this layer.
	3.2.4 The southern edge of cobbled surface 303 was bounded by a shallow ditch (305). This feature was approximately 1m wide by 0.30m deep with fairly steep straight sides. It was filled by a single, mid yellow brown silt clay deposit (306).
	3.2.5 These trenches were arranged in a cross with Trench 4 aligned north-east to south-west and Trench 5 perpendicular; the two intersecting towards the southern end of 4 and the northern third of 5 (Fig. 3). They lay to the west of Trench 3, on the high ground in the north-western corner of the proposed development.
	3.2.6 The features observed in these trenches are described below in trench order and within each trench, from earliest to latest; based upon stratigraphy and dating evidence.
	3.2.7 The northern half of Trench 4 appeared to have undergone significant disturbance as a result of coprolite mining. This sequence was investigated by hand, revealing a number of features (405, 409 & 411) The full extent of these features were not exposed within the trench so their overall size and shape in plan could not be discerned. The deepest of these features (405) was 0.50m deep in section. They were filled by a mixed sequence of relatively loose, topsoil derived and natural derived deposits (406-8, 410 & 412). The finds recovered from these features were all dated to the Early Roman period.
	3.2.8 A fairly dense and complex sequence of archaeological features were recorded in the southern part of the trench.
	3.2.9 The earliest features were two gullies at its southern end. Gully 403 was curvi-linear in plan, it was truncated at either end, making it impossible to ascertain its overall shape and area that it encompassed. In section it was 0.38m wide by 0.12m deep with a u-shaped profile. A number of sherds of Late Iron Age pottery were recovered from its single mid yellow brown silt clay fill (404).
	3.2.10 Approximately 1m to the north another gully of similar size was recorded (420). It extended approximately 1.50m into the trench from its eastern edge before terminating. Gully (420) contained a single mid grey brown silt clay fill (421) from which a small quantity of Late Iron Age pottery was recovered.
	3.2.11 Immediately to the north of the ring gullies was a fairly large ditch, aligned north north-east to south south-west (Plate 2). Ditch 413 was visible for approximately 9m, it was truncated by later features to the south and continued beyond the limit to the trench to the north. In plan it widened dramatically at the point where it intersected with a later feature, from 0.75m to 1.25m. It may in fact have been two features but this was not clear, as a result of later truncation. In section, ditch 413 was 0.60m deep, with a wide based, u-shaped profile containing two fills (414 & 415). Fill 414 contained animal bone and a number of sherds of Late Iron Age pottery.
	3.2.12 Two ditches, aligned north north-west to south south-east, were also uncovered in this southern part of the trench. Ditch 418 was 0.60m wide by 0.20m deep, it contained a mid grey brown silty clay fill from which sherds of Late Iron Age and Early Roman pottery were recovered along with animal bone.
	3.2.13 Ditch 422 lay just over 4m to the south, partially emerging from the southern edge of the trench. Only its northern side was exposed so, although its full width could not be ascertained, it was at least 1.50m wide. It was only partially excavated, which revealed it to have relatively steep, straight sides and no finds were recovered from its mid grey brown silty clay fill (423).
	3.2.14 The latest feature in Trench 4 was a north to south aligned ditch (416) that was 0.60m wide and 0.16m deep. This feature truncated ditch 413. It contained a single dark grey brown, silty clay fill (417).
	3.2.15 The earliest feature in Trench 5 was the remnant of a possible oven (507) that had survived beneath a later ditch (505). Feature 507 was sub-circular in plan and 0.54m in diameter, a portion of the firing tunnel was visible on the east side of the surviving chamber. The chamber itself was lined with a 0.06m thick clay, bright red from firing (508) (Plate 3). The basal fill of the oven (509) comprised a dark grey charcoal deposit 0.03m thick. This was overlain by a mid grey brown silty clay that also contained a proportion of charcoal (510). No finds were recovered from either of these fills but based on the stratigraphy in the trench it is suggested that this feature most likely dated to the Iron Age.
	3.2.16 At the eastern end of the trench were two shallow gullies aligned east north-east to west south-west (503 & 523/531). Gully 503 was 0.48m wide by 0.12m deep with a u-shaped profile. Approximately 2m to the north was the second gully (523/531). This feature was truncated by a sequence of intercutting features. It was 0.50m wide by 0.10m deep with a very shallow u-shaped profile. These features contained single, dark grey brown silty clay fills (504, 524 & 532), a small quantity of Late Iron Age and Early Roman pottery was recovered from fill 504.
	3.2.17 Approximately 3m to the west were two north to south aligned ditches (505 & 513). Although truncated by a later and more substantial feature (511), the surviving width of Ditch 505 was 1.20m. In section it had a relatively shallow sloped, u-shaped profile that was 0.30m deep. Its fill (506) was a mid grey brown silty clay from which a small quantity of Late Iron Age pottery was recovered. It was truncated on its western edge by a shallow feature (515) that was in all likelihood, a tree throw or root disturbance.
	3.2.18 Ditch 513 lay 1.50m to the west. This feature was also truncated but was at least 1m wide with a steep sided, flat based section. It too contained a single fill (514) that was similar in character to 506; it contained a similar assemblage of finds.
	3.2.19 At the eastern end of the trench was another north to south aligned ditch (527) that was 1.20m wide and 0.55m deep. In section it had steep, straight sides and a flat base and contained a single green grey silty clay fill from which Early Roman pottery and animal bone were recovered.
	3.2.20 It was truncated on its eastern side by a relatively shallow ditch (529). No finds were recovered from this feature, which was 0.90m in width by 0.26m deep.
	3.2.21 This ditch lay between ditches 505 and 513 and may have represented a third stage of recutting of the boundary represented these features. It was 1.30m wide by 0.48m deep, with a similar profile and single fill (512) to the other associated ditches.
	3.2.22 Pit 525 was immediately adjacent too and truncated ditch 527, it was not fully exposed within the trench but the visible portion appeared to be sub-circular. It is possible that this feature in fact represented the terminus of a ditch. In profile it was just 0.20m deep, with a width of 1.40m. A small quantity of Early Roman pottery and animal bone was recovered from its single mid brown silty clay fill (526).
	3.2.23 At the far, western, end of the trench was a sequence of three, north-east to south-west aligned, shallow, intercutting ditches (517, 521 & 519). Ditches 517 and 521 were truncated by ditch 519 but survived to a width of 0.30m and were less than 0.10m deep. These features contained single, mid grey brown silty clay fills (518 & 522) with a small quantity of Early Roman pottery recovered from 518.
	3.2.24 Ditch 519 was slightly larger, at 0.65m in width by 0.14m deep. The sides of this feature were very steep with a fairly flat base. Its fill (520) was a mid yellow brown silty clay containing Late Iron Age pottery.
	3.2.25 Trench 6 was 50m long, aligned west north-west to east south-east and located in the western central part of the putative area of settlement (Fig. 3). Numerous very large ditches were recorded at the western end of the trench, with smaller ditches and intercutting sequences of pits recorded to the east.
	3.2.26 The earliest feature recorded here was pit 645, which lay just west of the centre line and was partially exposed, emerging from the southern trench edge. It was approximately 2m in width but only 0.16m deep. No finds were recovered from this feature.
	3.2.27 This feature was apparently truncated by two shallow gullies (641 & 643) that were not excavated during the evaluation. These features were aligned west north-west to east south-east and north-west to south-west respectively.
	3.2.28 Three particularly large ditches were recorded at the western end of the trench. These broadly matched one of the features identified by the geophysics. The earliest of these ditches was 620 which, although not fully excavated, was at least three metres in width and 1m deep (Fig.6, Section 13 & Plate 4).
	3.2.29 It contained four fills (622, 623, 624 & 625). The primary deposit (622) contained an assemblage of Early Roman pottery and animal bone. This was overlain by 623 and 624, which appeared to be consist of naturally derived material and contained several large pieces of rounded stone; as such these fills may have represented slumping of bank material. The uppermost fill of the ditch (625) was a mid green grey silty clay that contained Late Iron Age and Early Roman pottery and animal bone.
	3.2.30 Ditch 621 truncated the eastern side of 620 and was similar to its precursor in both its size and steep sided, narrow based section (Fig.6, Section 13 & Plate 4). Its initial fills (626 & 627) appeared to be naturally derived from silting and weathering, the positioning of 627 on the eastern side of the ditch might indicate the presence of a bank along this edge. Disuse fills 628 and 629 were darker and more soil derived, with 629 in particular containing a higher proportion of stone and chalk that may also have represented the slumping of bank material into the ditch along this edge of the trench. An assemblage of Late Iron Age and Early Roman pottery and animal bone was recovered from these fills. The tertiary deposit (630) comprised a dark grey brown silty clay, presumably infilling the shallow depression left once the ditch had fallen from use, the pottery recovered from 630 was dated to the Early Roman period.
	3.2.31 Less than two metres to the west of ditch 620 lay ditch 631 (Fig.6, Section 16 & Plate 5). This ditch was 3.50m in width by 1.30m deep with a steep sided, narrow based almost v-shaped profile. The fill sequence (632, 633, 634 & 635) was also very similar to the preceding features and contained an assemblage of pottery and animal bone dated to Late Iron Age and Early Roman periods.
	3.2.32 Numerous broadly north to south aligned ditches were recorded at intervals along the trench. These all lay to the east of the boundary ditches described above and as such may represent internal sub divisions of the area that ditches 620, 621 and 631 enclosed.
	3.2.33 The easternmost of the features (616 & 618) intercut one another but their stratigraphic relationship could not be discerned. They were close to a metre in width and no more than 0.10m deep. Small quantities of Early Roman pottery and animal bone were recovered from fill 617. Ditches 608, 606 & 611 and were located approximately 5m to the west (Fig. 6, Section 1). They were between 0.80m and 1m in width and up to 0.50m deep, their fills were dark grey brown silty clays that revealed an assemblage of pottery and animal bone and contained three fragments of kiln plate from ditch 611.
	3.2.34 Ditch 651 was located further to the west, close to the centre of the trench. It too was approximately 1m wide by 0.10m deep. Ditches 647 & 649 lay just four metres to the west; they were similarly ephemeral and contained no finds.
	3.2.35 Two further shallow features, pit 655 and ditch 658, were also recorded in the eastern part of Trench 6. Pit 655 was notable for the large quantity of stone (656) in its base. This may have represented a structural remnant, arranged as it was in a broadly linear fashion along the western edge of the feature. Late Iron Age pottery and animal bone were recovered from fill 657.
	3.2.36 Pit 603 lay immediately to the east of 656 (Fig. 6, Section 1). It was truncated by both ditch 606 and 608. As a result, its shape in plan was not evident. It was at least 1.60m wide by 0.90m deep with steep, stepped sides and a wide, flat base. Its fills (604 & 605) comprised mid to dark grey brown silty clays that were found to contain pottery dated to the Late Iron Age period along with animal bone.
	3.2.37 Only two features (636 & 639) were observed to the west of the major boundary ditches (620, 621 & 631), which may lend further credence to the inference that the area enclosed lay to the east of these ditches. These outermost ditches were considerably smaller than the boundaries, being only 1.40m wide by 0.60m deep (636) and 0.70m wide by 0.30m deep (639). Fill 638, which comprised a dark grey green silty clay, contained Early Roman pottery and animal bone.
	3.2.38 Like Trenches 3-6, Trench 7 was situated on the plateau at the highest point in the field (Fig. 5). It 50m long, aligned north north-east to south south-west and located immediately to the south of Trench 6, situated in what appeared to be the south-western part of the putative area of settlement. A relatively complex sequence of ditches were uncovered in this part of the site. As with the major boundaries in Trench 6, these too were notable for their size.
	3.2.39 This feature lay at the northern end of the trench, aligned perpendicular with it. It was 2m wide by 0.80m deep. It contained a single, homogeneous silty clay fill (704). A relatively large quantity of animal bone was recovered from this deposit along with a quantity of Late Iron Age pottery.
	3.2.40 This feature lay approximately five metres to the south of Ditch 703. and was aligned parallel with it. Elements of up to three sides of the enclosure formed by this ditch (707) were exposed within the trench. The visible, northernmost part was a 1m section of the enclosure's northern side. In the centre of the trench the ditch turned abruptly to run southwards for approximately 11m, at which point it turned sharply westwards and continued out of the trench.
	3.2.41 A section was excavated through this feature in its north-east corner, this revealed ditch 707 to exceed two metres in width by 0.90m in depth with convex sides that increased in slope to almost vertical close to the base (Fig. 6, Section 29 & Plate 6).
	3.2.42 Two deposits (708 & 709) filled this ditch, they were homogeneous in composition and contained an assemblage of Late Iron Age pottery and animal bone. Primary fill 709 had a green tint that may have represented cess.
	3.2.43 Twelve metres to the south of ditch 707 were two further north-west to south-east aligned ditches (Fig. 6, Section 35). Ditch 715 was severely truncated by its successor (718). Its two surviving fills (716 & 717) were quite cessy in composition and contained a small quantity of Late Iron Age pottery. It is possible, given how little of this feature it was possible to excavate, that 715 was in fact an internal feature of ditch 718, possibly even representing part of a palisade.
	3.2.44 Ditch 718 was 4.50m in width and up to 0.80m deep. It was excavated to a width of 1.70m, which revealed it to have steep, concave sides and contain three fills (719, 720 & 721). These were very homogeneous and appeared to be derived from natural weathering. A relatively large assemblage of Late Iron Age and Early Roman pottery and animal bone were recovered from 720 and 721.
	3.2.45 Another ditch (710), on a slightly divergent alignment, lay immediately to the south of ditch 718. This feature was 0.70m deep with fairly steep sides and a concave base. Its fills (711 & 712) contained sherds of Late Iron Age pottery and animal bone.
	3.2.46 The two latest features recorded in Trench 7 were both aligned north to south and spaced approximately 10m apart. These features were no more than 1m in width by 0.25m deep and contained no finds.
	3.2.47 Trench 8 was 50m long, aligned east north-east to west south-west and located on the eastern side of the settlement area (Fig. 5). Three relatively small features (803, 805 & 807) were recorded just to the north of the trench's centreline. Gully 803 was half a metre wide and 0.10m deep. Its single fill (804), a mid grey brown silty clay, contained no finds. Immediately to the south lay a shallow, sub-circular pit (805) that also contained no finds. The final feature, ditch 807 was approximately 1m wide by 0.20m deep. Once again, no finds were recovered from this feature.
	3.2.48 Based upon the relatively sparsity of features and complete lack of finds it is suggested that this trench in all likelihood lay beyond the limit of the settlement activity recorded to the west.
	3.2.49 These trenches were arranged in a T shape with Trench 9 aligned north-east to south-west and Trench 10 perpendicular; the two intersecting at the southern end of 9 and the centre of 10 Fig. 5). They were located to the east of Trench 7, just off the top of the slope in the north-western corner of the proposed development.
	3.2.50 The features observed in these trenches are described below in trench order and within each trench, from earliest to latest; based upon stratigraphy and dating evidence.
	3.2.51 Two ditches were recorded in Trench 9 (904 & 906). Ditch 904 was located in the southern half of the trench and was aligned north to south. It was 1m in width by 0.32m deep with steep sides and a slightly irregular shape in section. It contained a single, mid grey brown silty clay fill (905) from which sherds of Early Roman pottery and animal bone were recovered. This feature continued southwards across Trench 10; it was not excavated in the latter trench.
	3.2.52 Ditch 906 lay at the southern limit of the trench. It was aligned east to west, on a line convergent with ditch 904 not far from the eastern edge of the trench. This feature was 1.30m wide by 0.30m deep with a wide based, relatively shallow sloped profile. Its single fill, a mid grey brown silty clay (907), contained an assemblage of pottery and animal bone.
	3.2.53 Immediately to the south-west of ditch 906, within Trench 10, was ditch 1022 which was on a very similar alignment to the afore-mentioned feature. Ditch 1022 was 1m in width by 0.40m deep, no finds were recovered from its silty clay fill (1023).
	3.2.54 A third east to west aligned ditch (1004) lay approximately 5m to the south-east. Ditch 1004 was considerably smaller than the other ditches, being just 0.50m in width by 0.10m deep. This feature was also undated.
	3.2.55 A total of six north to south aligned ditches were observed in Trench 10, including the southwards continuation of ditch 904. Ditches 1006, 1010 and 1012 were all on average 0.80m wide by 0.15m deep, in plan they were spaced on average 12m apart. These shared characteristics might suggest a single phase of activity, perhaps representative of cultivation beds or a field system close to the settlement. Fills (1011 & 1013) contained a small quantity of post-medieval pottery and animal bone.
	3.2.56 At the far eastern end of Trench 10 was a more substantial ditch (1008). This feature was 1.60m wide by 0.30m deep. In section it had slightly irregular sides with a wide undulating base. This feature was of note as a result of the presence of numerous large pieces of stone and also for the recovery of a late 4th to early 5th Roman coin (SF2); a Siliqua with Emperor Honorius (393 – 423) on the obverse.
	3.2.57 Ditch 1014 lay immediately to the west of 1010, its fill (1015) contained a small quantity of Late Iron Age pottery and animal bone.
	3.2.58 At the far western end of the trench were two intercutting ditches on a north-east to south-west alignment. The earlier of the two (1016) survived to a width of 0.70m and was 0.48m deep. Ditch 1018 was more substantial, at 1.70m wide by 0.70m deep. No finds were recovered from its three fill (1019, 1020 & 1021).
	3.2.59 Trench 11, located to the south of Trenches 9 & 10, was 50m long and aligned north to south, in the southern part of the settlement area (Fig. 5). This was off the top of the slope in the north-western corner of the proposed development.
	3.2.60 By far the most prominent feature here was a large, 2m wide ditch that ran north north-east to south south-west along most of the length of the trench. Two slots were excavated through ditch 1107/1115 which revealed it to be at least 1m deep with very steep sides and what appeared to be a fairly narrow, flat base. A total of four deposits were observed filling this feature (in 1107 – 1108, 1109, 1110, 1111. In 1115 – 1116, 1117, 1118 & 1119) (Fig. 6, Section 39 & Plate 7). These contained an assemblage of pottery and animal bone.
	3.2.61 The ditch was aligned down the slope which is of note, given its size, as it would not be necessary for a drainage feature to be so large on a relatively steep slope. This feature continued northwards through Trench 10, where it was not excavated. It broadly matched one of the linears identified by the geophysics but it is suggested that, as with many of the features identified by the geophysical survey, its true extent and complexity was not revealed.
	3.2.62 The remaining features in this trench were all east to west aligned ditches (1103, 1105, 1112 & 1122). One of these (1112), truncated ditch 1107/1115 (Fig. 6, Section 39). Suggesting at least two phases of activity in this part of the site. The pottery recovered from these features had a date range of Late Iron Age to Early Roman. Animal bone was also recovered.
	3.2.63 These trenches were arranged in a T shape with Trench 13 aligned north to south and Trench 10 perpendicular; the two intersecting at the eastern end of 13 and the centre of 14 (Fig. 4). They were located to the east of Trench 3, at the crest of the slope in the north-western corner of the proposed development.
	3.2.64 The relatively low feature density and low frequency of finds in these trenches suggest that this trench probably lay beyond the limit of the settlement activity recorded to the west.
	3.2.65 A single feature was recorded at the western end of Trench 13 (1303). Ditch 1303 was aligned north-east to south-west and was 0.95m wide by 0.50m deep. It had a steep sided u-shaped profile that contained two silty clay fills (1301 & 1302) from which sherds of Early Roman pottery and animal bone were recovered.
	3.2.66 In the northern portion of Trench 14 was a sequence of three ditches (1403, 1405 & 1407). Of these, 1403 was far and away the largest at 3m wide by 0.50m deep. The other ditches were approximately half this size. The finds recovered from these features included animal bone and pottery with a date range spanning the Late Iron Age and Early Roman periods.
	3.2.67 The latest feature in this trench was a possible pit that truncated ditch 1407. Pit 1409 was only partially exposed within the trench and as such may even have represented the terminus of a ditch extending westwards beyond the trench. No finds were recovered from this feature.
	3.2.68 It is of note that other features putatively identified by the geophysics as passing through this trench were not present. In particular, a possible sub-square enclosure lying in the western part of Trench 13.
	3.2.69 Trench 15, located to the east of Trench 8, was 50m long and aligned east north-east to west south-west. It was situated in the south eastern part of the settlement area. Only one, narrow ditch (1503), that contained no finds, was located here and it is suggested that this trench lay outside the limit of the settlement recorded to the north and west.

	3.3 Coprolite Mining
	3.3.1 Evidence for coprolite mining was observed in several trenches, all of which lay on the higher ground in the northern part of the site. Trench 1 was located in the north-western corner of the proposed development area. It was 20m long and aligned north-west to south-east.
	3.3.2 The deposits recorded at the base of the trench were very mixed, with patches of greensand and a high frequency of chalk outcrops observed throughout the clay. These deposits were investigated using the mechanical excavator. This revealed that the pitting itself was no more than 0.50m deep. A very similar sequence of activity was recorded in Trench 2 and also the northern part of Trench 4 (405, 409 & 411).
	3.3.3 Further to the east, in Trench 21, another sequence of pits were observed, along with numerous coprolites on the surface. One of these pits were excavated, which revealed it to be no more than 0.50m deep with an uneven base and shallow sides.

	3.4 Outlying features
	3.4.1 Modern boundary features, identified by the geophysical survey. These were investigated in several of the trenches, revealing them to be of post medieval origin. The ridge and furrow also identified by the geophysics was not visible and it may be that these features were not particularly prominent when extant.
	3.4.2 Trench 16, located to the east of Trench 12, was 50m long and aligned north to south. The post medieval boundary identified by the geophysics and also on the Bridgeman map (1720) (Fig. 7), was excavated in this trench. It was approximately 2m wide by 0.60m deep with a steep sided u-shaped profile.
	3.4.3 Trench 29, located in the central part of the development area, was 50m long and aligned north to south. The post medieval boundary identified by the geophysics and also on the Bridgeman map (1720) (Fig. 7), was excavated in this trench. It was 1.80m wide by 0.70m deep with a steep sided u-shaped profile.

	3.5 Field Surveys
	3.5.1 The bucket sampling strategy outlined in the methodology failed to produce any artefactual remains from the topsoil and other soil horizons, where present. This is perhaps unsurprising when it is considered that previous fieldwalking surveys of the site also produced almost entirely negative results (CAFG 2015).
	3.5.2 It might have been expected that the close proximity to the ground surface of well preserved Iron Age and Roman remains would have resulted in finds being dragged into the upper soils over the years, as a result of agricultural practises. One possible explanation for this was offered in conversation with the farmer, on site, who stated that the heavy clay natural precludes deep ploughing, for fear of dragging clay into the already thin soil layers, thus reducing its quality.
	3.5.3 It seems reasonable to presume that this is what has happened at this site because the effects of shallow ploughing – a paucity of archaeological finds being brought to the surface and better than expected preservation of the in situ archaeological deposits – are what was observed during the works.
	3.5.4 A metal detector survey of the site was undertaken by OA East staff once the trenches were opened. This was supplemented by a further metal detecting survey on the 13th September conducted by Dominic Shelley. The trenches, features and spoil heaps were scanned and the finds were located by GPS and retained for inspection, other than those which were obviously modern. These have been included in the small finds assessment (App. B1).

	3.6 Finds Summary
	3.6.1 A total of seven small finds were recovered from the site by hand collection and metal detector, these include two knife blades of Roman date, two coins, one in copper the other silver, an incomplete Roman copper alloy Polden Hill type brooch, dating AD75-125 and two fragments of lead weight.
	3.6.2 A total of 548 sherds, weighing 5519g, of primarily late Iron Age and early Roman pottery was recovered. The assemblage was fairly small and largely comprised Late Iron Age and Early Roman utilitarian coarse wares, with a small amount of finer material also found. The pottery was recovered from stratified deposits, mostly ditches.
	3.6.3 Three residual, Early Neolithic flakes flints were recovered from contexts (704) and (1110) and (1404). All three flakes, which show signs of structured working, are moderately patinated and in reasonable condition although all show signs of having been rolled.
	3.6.4 A total of twelve fragments (234g) of Ceramic Building Material (CBM). The assemblage is fragmentary and abraded and therefore not closely datable. The fragments are, however, broadly post medieval and modern.
	3.6.5 A total of seven fragments (40g) of fired clay were recovered. Three amorphous (20g) and four structural (20g) fragments, that may have been part of portable kiln furniture.

	3.7 Environmental Summary
	3.7.1 Nine bulk samples were taken from Iron Age/Romano British features. Preservation is by carbonisation and is generally poor with charred plant remains only recovered from three samples; an indeterminate cereal grain from ditch 413, a barley grain from ditch 707 and a clover seed from ditch 710.


	4 Discussion and Conclusions
	4.1 Late Iron Age to Early Roman settlement
	4.1.1 The evaluation revealed ditches, pits and remnants of potential structural remains that suggested the presence of an enclosed settlement site. The activity recorded here was dense and the level of preservation was unprecedented. The finds suggest that the occupation of the site spanned the latest Iron Age (c. 1BC/AD) to the mid 1st century AD, with the pottery indicating a peak in activity during the latter part of this timespan. It would appear that activity was quite dense and intensive, with widespread evidence for intercutting of features and their re-cutting and maintenance.
	4.1.2 The extent of this activity was well defined, concentrated as it was on the high ground in the north western part of the development area. The topographical setting of the site would have been an attractive location for settlement, sitting as it did on a vantage point that afforded excellent views far to the south and east. It was also situated less than a mile from both Akeman Street (the present day A603) and Ermine Street (the present day A1198), which would have further increased its desirability. It was observed on site that although located on the high ground, the settlement itself appeared to sit in a very slight dip in the topography, this was also noted at a similar settlement at Cambourne (Thatcher 2015). A slightly sheltered aspect would no doubt also have been considered beneficial to settlement.
	4.1.3 This site fits well within the established chronology and character of Late Iron Age farming settlements in that it appears to have survived into the earlier Roman period but was abandoned at some point during the more widespread Romanisation of the landscape that took place form the 2nd century onwards. Large scale, extensive works undertaken to the north and west at Cambourne (Wright et al. 2009, Thatcher 2015), the A428 improvement works (Abrams and Ingham 2008) and Wintringham Park, St Neots (Phillips and Hinman 2009), have revealed a similar pattern of habitation and settlement.
	4.1.4 During the later Roman period it seems likely that this site reverted to field systems, as indicated by the presence of possible cultivation ditches, from one of which a Late Roman coin was recovered.
	4.1.5 The results of the evaluation were in line with the broad overview provided by the geophysical survey (Fig. 2). However, upon physical excavation it became clear that the geophysics had not revealed the true extent, density and complexity of the putative settlement itself.
	4.1.6 One possible reason for this might be found in the composition of the ditch fills recorded in Trench 6. The ditch whose alignment most closely matched the geophysical survey (620) was backfilled with what appeared to be soil derived material. The ditches either side of it, which were similarly large, contained deposits whose composition was closer to the surrounding natural silty clays. These latter features were not identified by the geophysics and it may well be that the composition of the fill sequence directly impacted their visibility to geophysical techniques.
	4.1.7 The evaluation has revealed that the settlement was subject to numerous phases of activity. It is possible to tentatively conclude that the ditches at the western end of Trench 6 (620, 621 & 631) represent three phases of the western settlement boundary, also that the eastern settlement boundary lay somewhere either side of the line of Trench 8.
	4.1.8 This is based upon both the size of said ditches and the significantly increased density of features between these two points; particularly along the length of Trench 6, the southern part of Trench 4 and in the northern part of Trench 7. It is inferred that these features, which were generally relatively small and a mixture of linear and discrete types, represent internal features of the settlement. This view is supported by the presence of a cobbled surface (304), putative roundhouse ring gullies (403 & 420), the remnant of an oven (507) and possible structural stone (656) within this area. The differing alignments and intercutting nature of the features would attest to multiple phases of activity within the settlement.
	4.1.9 To the north and south, both the extent and character of the settlement is slightly harder to discern. It seems likely that a portion of the northern edge of the settlement has been significantly disturbed by modern coprolite mining. Despite this truncation it is possible that, if the entire settlement were bounded by ditches as large as those in Trench 6, these larger features would partially survive beneath the modern pitting; where investigated the coprolite pits did not seem to extend below approximately 0.50m.
	4.1.10 The southern limit of the settlement is more intriguing. Here, the activity appeared to carry on a short distance down the south facing slope in the form of major ditches (1107/1115) that do not comfortably align with those to the north. These may therefore represent an entirely separate enclosure and different phase of activity.
	4.1.11 The overall shape of this enclosure was not possible to determine, the geophysics for this part of the site indicated the presence of a number of smaller enclosures, between 15-30m wide on their longest axis. However, based upon the archaeological remains within the trenches here it seems likely that the full extent and character of these features is more complex.
	4.1.12 Slightly to the north, in Trench 7, was a small, potentially square enclosure (707). This feature is of note on account of the large size of its enclosure ditch. The area enclosed was no more than 12m across, whilst the ditch was at least 2m wide by 1m deep, At present the enclosure's function is uncertain. A similar feature at the West Cambourne evaluation (Thatcher, 2015) was interpreted as surrounding a putative workshop, this was based on the large quantities of ash and burnt material recovered from its fills. The fills of ditch 707 were far more sterile in composition.
	4.1.13 The limits of the settlement were fairly well defined, with activity tailing off fairly sharply beyond the boundary ditches. A number of Roman ditches were recorded on the outskirts of the settlement, particularly in Trench 10, on the south facing slope, where possible cultivation ditches (1004, 1006, 1008, 1010 & 1012) were recorded. The recovery of a Siliqua, dated (393–423) suggests that perhaps the site, once no longer used for settlement was still under cultivation.

	4.2 Significance
	4.2.1 The evaluation has identified a significant and relatively complex settlement site that was active from the latest Iron Age and continued in use until the Early Roman period. This pattern of discrete, enclosed settlements originating in the Late Iron Age can be paralleled on other sites to the north on the western claylands of Cambridgeshire, including Lower Cambourne (Wright et al. 2009) and on sites excavated during the A428 improvement works (Abrams and Ingham 2008). Further west, a similar pattern occurs at Love's Farm, St Neots (Zant and Hinman, forthcoming) and Wintringham Park, St Neots (Phillips and Hinman 2009).

	4.3 Recommendations
	4.3.1 Recommendations for any future work based upon this report will be made by the County Archaeology Office.


	Appendix A. Trench Descriptions and Context Inventory
	Appendix B. Finds Reports
	B.1 Small Finds Catalogue
	Object type: Knife
	Broad period: Roman
	B.1.1 Incomplete Roman iron knife, heavily corroded, The narrow V shaped blade with convex cutting edge curves up to the tip. Tang and handle are missing. Length 80mm, Width: 22mm, Thickness 5mm, Weight 22.9gms.
	B.1.2 Object type: Cu Coin (Siliqua)
	Period: Late Roman – Honorius (393 – 423)
	Obv. D N HONORI – VS P F AVG Rev. [VIRTVS RO] – MANORVM, //MDPS
	AR XII 1.14g; 16.4mm RIC X, p. 321, no. 1228e, Milan, 395-402.
	Object type: Copper Alloy coin
	Broad period: Roman
	B.1.3 Copper alloy probable coin. Radiate or nummus indeterminate, probably a later Roman issue of 260-410. No detail remains on either side of the heavily corroded flan. Diameter: 16.0mm, Weight: 1.6gms
	Object type: Lead weight
	Broad period:
	B.1.4 A cast, lead weight dating from the Roman to the late medieval period. The object is sub-conical with a flat base and bevelled edges. At the centre of the weight is a circular hole. The weight is undecorated and measures 16.5mm in diameter, 11mm in thick and weighs 10.01gms. The central aperture is off centre and has a diameter of 5mm.
	Object type: Brooch
	Broad period: Roman
	B.1.5 An incomplete Roman copper alloy Polden Hill type brooch, dating AD75-125. The head and part of the bow remain, formed of a semi-cylindrical crossbar and a double perforated lug. The catch plate and spring pin are no longer present. There is a pronounced ridge running up the centre of the bow, but there is no other visible decoration. The brooch has a width of 20mm and a remaining length of 20mm.
	Object type: Lead weight
	Broad period: Roman
	B.1.6 Undated domed cast lead alloy weight with flat base. Unlikely to be used with a steelyard as there is no evidence of a suspension loop, 12mm in length and 19mm in diameter (at base) with a weight of 29.2gms.
	Object type: Knife
	Broad period: Roman
	B.1.7 Iron knife fragment. Wrought iron blade of V section and complete tang of a small knife with a broken blade. The remaining blade is straight-backed but has been bent in antiquity. The tang measures 50mm. Length: 103mm, Width: 25mm, Thickness: 5.1mm, Weight: 36.8gms.

	B.2 Pottery
	B.2.1 A total of 548 sherds, weighing 5519g, of primarily late Iron Age and early Roman pottery was found (Pot table 1). The assemblage consists of late Iron Age handmade sand tempered jars and storage jars, also early Roman wheel made pedestal urns, cordoned jars and storage jars. A small number of handmade shelly ware storage jars were found in both ceramic traditions. Fine wares were very poorly represented, although some early Roman fine grey wares and a few fragments of south Gaulish samian were found.
	B.2.2 The pottery was mostly recovered from ditches, although also from spreads and other features (Pot table 2). None of the pottery was discovered in situ, rather this material had found its way into these features as part of a rubbish disposal regime. The pottery is, therefore, severely abraded and has an average sherd weight of only 10g.
	B.2.3 The Roman pottery was analysed following the guidelines of the Study Group for Roman Pottery (Barclay et al 2016, 14-18). The total assemblage was scanned and a catalogue was prepared (Appendix 1). The sherds were examined using a hand lens (x10 magnification) and were divided by ceramic era. Broad fabrics and Vessel forms (jar, bowl) were noted. The sherds were counted and weighed to the nearest whole gram and recorded by context. OA East curates the pottery and archive. (OA East) The Iron Age pottery was spot dated by Sarah Percival.
	B.2.4 This is a relatively small pottery assemblage largely comprising both late Iron Age and Early Roman utilitarian coarse wares, with a small amount of finer material also found. The pottery was recovered from stratified deposits, mostly ditches, and is well recorded.
	B.2.5 It is worthy of note that both handmade clamp fired and wheel made kiln fired vessels are found in contemporary deposits. This pottery was deposited at a time of transition between the Iron Age and Roman periods; a time of great cultural and technological change - which is highlighted as an area of interest in the regional research framework (Medleycott 2011, 26; 31).
	B.2.6 The assemblage therefore, has the potential to benefit from a full catalogue and analysis placing it in the context of the not only the site but also the region where it was excavated. In this format it would also contribute to the growing corpus of ceramic assemblages available for future research. Comparison with other excavated assemblages in the vicinity (e.g. Lucas 1989) will inform on how typical (or not) it is for the region.
	B.2.7 Further work should include a full catalogue of the pottery, including pottery from this evaluation and the environmental samples (2 days).
	B.2.8 If an excavation is undertaken all the pottery should be combined and included in a final publication report.
	KEY: B = base, C=century, D = decorated body sherd, Dsc = description, E=early, Eval = evaluation, Ex = excavation, FLAG = flagon, GW = grey ware, H = Handle, L=late M=mid, R = rim, OX= oxidised, PURN = pedestal urn, SAM = samian, SOW = sandy oxidised ware, SCW = sandy coarse ware, SGW = sandy grey ware, SJAR = storage jar, SREDW = sandy red ware, STW = shelly ware, TN = terra nigra, U=undecorated body sherd. 

	B.3 Flint
	B.4 Ceramic Building Materials
	B.4.3 The quantified data and fabric descriptions are presented on an Excel spreadsheet held with the site archive. A summary of the catalogue can be found in Table 3.
	B.4.4 This assemblage is made up of post-medieval flat tile and undiagnostic fragments from two contexts and modern field drain and tile fragments from three contexts.
	B.4.5 The post-medieval CBM recovered here is related to the discard of building material and subsequent dispersal through the landscape. It represents little more than background noise within the modern landscape.

	B.5 Fired Clay
	B.5.3 The quantified data and fabric descriptions are presented on an Excel spreadsheet held with the site archive. A summary of the catalogue can be found in Table 4.


	Appendix C. Environmental Reports
	C.1 Faunal Remains
	C.1.1 The size of the faunal assemblage is modest, with 260 specimens identified to some degree. Only mammal remains have been identified in this assemblage, all recovered through hand collection.
	C.1.2 Most contexts from which faunal remains were recovered were dated to either the Late Iron Age (LIA) or the Early Roman period (ER) (or their combination), based on ceramic typology. For the purposes of the analyses and discussion of the results presented here, all sub-samples have been amalgamated into a general sample spanning the entire LIA-Roman period. This was done in order to avoid dividing the sample into many smaller, and statistically meaningless, samples.
	C.1.3 The overall aim of this study is to identify and describe, to the degree allowed by available data, all human-animal interactions that took place at the site in the LIA-ER period. Due to the small size of the sample involved, this study focuses on the more realistic aims of approaching the faunal composition and the management strategies involving the most common domestic taxa, but also comments on other domestic species not directly involved in food production (e.g. equids).
	Methodology
	C.1.4 The faunal material has been processed at the facilities of Oxford Archaeology East in Bar Hill. During data recording, obvious new breaks were refitted in an effort to improve identifiability. Identification of anatomical element and species (or more general taxonomic category) was attempted on each specimen with the aid of published osteological atlases for mammals (e.g. Barone 1976; Pales and Garcia 1981; Schmid 1972), as well as the use of available reference specimens available at Bar Hill.
	C.1.5 The most generic level of taxonomic identification for mammals involved the attribution of mammal remains into large (e.g. cattle, equids, red deer), medium (e.g. sheep/goat, pig, fallow deer) and small (e.g. cat or smaller) mammal.
	C.1.6 Distinguishing between sheep and goat was attempted on postcranial remains mainly following Boessneck et al. (1964) and on mandibular cheek teeth following Halstead et al. (2002) and Payne (1985). The distinction between equids (i.e. horse, donkey or mule/hinny) was based on criteria from several authors summarised in Johnstone (2004: 165, table 4.1).
	C.1.7 Besides anatomical and taxonomic identification, age-at-death was estimated based on dental eruption and wear, as well as the epiphyseal fusion state of selected postcranial anatomical elements. Eruption and wear of mandibular dental remains were recorded following Payne (1973; 1987) for sheep and goats, Grigson (1982) and Halstead’s (1985) adaptation of Payne for cattle, and Grant (1982) and Bull & Payne (1982) for pig. Age-at-death based on epiphyseal fusion follows Silver (1969) for sheep, goat, cattle and pig. Each specimen was also recorded in terms of sex, pathological conditions, occurrence of butchery, fragmentation, as well as its potential to yield biometric information.
	C.1.8 Moreover, taphonomic information (e.g. gnawing and burning) was also recorded in order to achieve a better understanding of the processes that affected the formation of this faunal assemblage prior to its excavation and study. The extent of erosion/abrasion on bone surfaces was graded from 0 (unaffected) to 5 (heavy erosion across whole surface) using a simplified version of Brickley & McKinley’s scheme for human remains (2004, 14-15).
	Quantification
	C.1.9 All identifiable specimens contributed to the Number of Identified Specimens (NISP), which is the main quantification unit for all analyses involving species frequencies. Minimum Number of Individuals (MNI) was calculated based only on specimens identifiable to a taxonomic level more specific than the three size categories (i.e. large, medium, small) and taking into account the most abundant anatomical element, side and fusion state.
	C.1.10 Beyond NISP, certain anatomical elements were also recorded in terms of Minimum Anatomical Units (MinAU) and Maximum Anatomical Units (MaxAU) (Halstead 2011). MinAU and MaxAU are more suitable units to explore age-at-death and other data, as well as serving as a check on NISP. The units systematically recorded with this method were: horncore/antler bases; mandible/loose cheek teeth; atlas; axis; scapula; proximal and distal halves of humerus, radius, femur, tibia, metapodia (only III and IV in pigs); proximal half of ulna; pelvis; astragalus; calcaneum and phalanges 1-3 (excluding lateral phalanges of pigs). These anatomical elements have been selected for their durability and identifiability, as well as their high potential in terms of data recording.
	Results
	Taxonomic composition
	C.1.11 Taxonomic analysis was conducted on a combined sample, consisting of all specimens from LIA-ER contexts. This combined sample consists of 117 LIA, 84 LIA-ER and 59 ER identified specimens.
	C.1.12 The taxonomic composition of mammalian remains is presented in Table 5. Taxonomic data are presented in their raw numbers but were also subjected to necessary corrections in order to account for anatomical differences between species. Body parts that do not exist in all species (e.g. horncores and antlers) were excluded from analyses on species frequencies and the numbers of foot bones (i.e. metapodials and phalanges) were corrected accordingly to match the single-digit equid foot (e.g. sheep/goat and cattle phalanges were divided by two, pig metacarpi/metatarsi by two, etc.). As indicated in Table 5, differences in the relative proportions of taxa are very small. The results suggest that the LIA-ER fauna at the site was dominated by sheep/goat (almost 50%) and cattle (35-40%). If body size is taken into account cattle must have constituted the primary source of meat. Within the sheep/goat taxonomic category, only sheep remains were identified. This suggests that goat was either absent or quite scarce at the site during the LIA-ER period.
	C.1.13 Besides sheep and cattle, the domestic fauna includes equids (8-9%) and pig (4-5%). In terms of food provision, pig must have played a secondary role compared to sheep and cattle. The equids on the other hand, played a somewhat different economic (and probably social) role that involved transportation of people and products, agricultural tasks and even their consumption as indicated by at least three specimens bearing butchery marks and many breaks whilst bones were still fresh. The only wild mammal present at the site was the roe deer, represented by a single mandible of an adult animal from a LIA context.
	Age-at-death and sex ratios
	C.1.14 Due to the small sample size, the results of analyses involving the age-at-death of the most abundant taxa cannot be taken at face value but are, nevertheless, presented to explore, even tentatively so, mortality patterns. The analysis of epiphyseal fusion data for cattle (Fig. 8) is based only on 25 anatomical units. Despite its limited reliability, it does suggest that mortality was relatively low in the first three years with the main mortality peak occurring in the fourth year.
	C.1.15 Dental eruption and wear data for cattle are even scarcer than epiphyseal fusion data but, most likely due to the same reason, they deviate from the mortality pattern supported by epiphyseal fusion. From total of seven MinAU contributing to the sample, five were aged between 8 and 30 months and only two to an age interval older than 30 months.
	C.1.16 Epiphyseal fusion analyses for sheep/(goat) were based on an even smaller sample than for cattle. The pattern is, nevertheless, similar in suggesting higher mortality in the animals older than 30 months old. As with cattle, some mortality is noted in younger age intervals but the focus is clearly on slaughtering animals at (or close to) their optimal body size. Dental eruption and wear data were equally scarce with only eight MinAU assigned an age. Two of them were attributable to 6-12 months, while the remaining six to age intervals older than 36 months.
	C.1.17 For the remainder of identified mammalian taxa (i.e. equids and pig), age-at-death data are too scarce. Concerning equids, both fused and unfused postcranial elements were recorded, thus suggesting breeding at the site. Concerning pigs, only two unfused postcranial elements were recorded. As for the age-at-death data, a mandible of an adult roe deer (worn lower third molar) was recorded.
	C.1.18 Concerning the sex of the animals, only three specimens (one sheep/goat pelvis, one cattle pelvis and a pig mandibular canine) yielded such information, all belonging to female animals.
	Butchery and gnawing
	C.1.19 Cattle, sheep/goat and equid remains yielded evidence of butchery indicating that they were all consumed at the site. Pig remains did not yield any butchery marks but it can be safely assumed that this animal was also consumed. This analysis is based on small samples (especially concerning equids and pig) but the results suggest that the frequency of butchery is related to carcass size (Table 6). Simply put, butchery frequencies appear to reflect the practical necessity for more cut (or chop/percussion) marks on larger carcasses.
	C.1.20 Besides butchery, the degree of carnivore (or pig) gnawing on the remains of the most common species was also explored (Table 7). As it has been mentioned earlier, pig and equid samples are small. Dogs (or other carnivores/pigs), however, appear to have had relatively easy access to cattle, equid and sheep/goat remains after their discard by humans. Gnawing also indirectly suggests the presence of dogs at the site, even if their remains were not recovered.
	Discussion
	C.1.21 Despite the small size of the assemblage, several interesting insights into human-animal interactions can be highlighted. The analyses presented in this study have shed light on the economic basis of the site, as well as glimpses of animal husbandry practices at the site in the LIA-ER period.
	C.1.22 A faunal composition with a clear predominance of sheep and cattle, a relatively high percentage of equids and a low pig percentage is usually viewed as characteristic of rural sites in the Roman period (e.g. Albarella and Pirnie 2008) and this may be true also for the Iron Age. The result of the analysis on faunal composition are in accordance with this characteristic (Table 5). This is, however, only part of the story and it is up to future research to address the relationship between this and other sites (whether rural, military or urban) in the area. Moreover, these questions need to be addressed anew with increased chronological resolution as the sample presented here is too small to support such an approach.
	C.1.23 Sheep husbandry appears to have been the most important (in terms of absolute animal numbers) at many sites in the wider region during the Iron Age and Roman period but there are also many examples of cattle-dominated assemblages, especially in the Roman period (e.g. Glinton Areas I and II).
	C.1.24 The fact that pig husbandry was of marginal importance at the site is at odds with the overall trend for an increase in pig percentages during the Roman period but this might be attributable to the fact that LIA (and mixed LIA-ER) contexts contributed the bulk of the sample. Low numbers of pigs are best explained by a combination of two reasons. First, the area's environmental suitability to support sheep and cattle herds and, second, the economic impetus to focus on cattle husbandry may have exerted pressure to reduce pig numbers. It is also important to bear in mind that contextual provenance of material and possible trade of live animals may contribute to the distortion of the taxonomic composition at specific sites. To remedy this risk, synthetic studies on a regional scale are needed.
	C.1.25 Another interesting taxonomic characteristic of this assemblage is the high percentage of equid remains (predominantly or exclusively horse). This characteristic is an important element in discussions revolving around economic, social and technological issues in the LIA-ER period. An increase in the importance of equids, viewed through the light of high sheep and cattle numbers, can be interpreted as a step towards the optimisation of sheep and cattle herding.
	C.1.26 The discrepancy between the absence of dog remains in the assemblage and the extent of gnawing marks may suggest a different route of deposition for dogs. Moreover, the lack of any significant numbers of wild taxa present indicate that the site's inhabitants were not involved routinely in hunting activities. The presence of a single roe deer remains may represent occasional hunting of wild animals attracted by cultivations.
	C.1.27 The anatomical representation of each taxon was not analysed due to the small sample involved. The numbers of different body parts of the relatively abundant sheep and cattle, however, suggest that these animals were consumed in their entirety. Moreover, the absence of any obvious imbalance in anatomical representation suggests that, if the site was involved in the provision of urban or military centres nearby, this was done through movements of cattle on the hoof, rather than exporting specific body parts.
	C.1.28 As far as the management of domestic animals is concerned, the available volume of data from the site could not support elaborate analyses. The mortality profile produced for cattle (Fig. 8) suggests that the main mortality peak, at least of the animals consumed at the site, occurred at 3-4 years of age. Despite the consumption of younger animals, the observed mortality pattern suggests a focus on optimising the quantity of meat produced. Despite the scarcity of data, the same pattern seems to hold true for sheep as well. Concerning the rest of the species, little can be said on their management strategies. The most important information is the presence of immature equids, which suggests that equid (predominantly or exclusively horses) breeding was practised at the site. Beyond their use in agropastoral tasks, transportation and the possibility of being traded to other settlements, equids were also consumed at the site, as the presence of cutmarks on their remains suggest (Table 6). It remains unknown under what circumstances equids were consumed. Analyses on bone fragmentation patterns were not carried out due to small sample sizes but it seems that most equid bones were fragmented when fresh, mostly by dogs (Table 7) but possibly also humans. Butchery marks in general, suggest that the approach was one of practicality, closely related to the size of the animal involved. According to this approach, larger animals (cattle and equids) required more cuts than smaller animals (sheep/goat and pig) before being cooked and consumed.
	Catalogue
	Raw data on anatomical element, species, fusion and presence/absence of age-at-death data, butchery marks, biometric data and gnawing. Erosion grades (simplified version of Brickley & McKinley 2004, 14-15): 0 (surface morphology clearly visible, fresh appearance), 1 (light and patchy surface erosion), 2 (more extensive surface erosion than grade 1), 3 (most of bone surface affected by some degree of erosion, 4 (all of bone surface affected by erosive action), 5 (heavy erosion across whole surface, completely masking normal surface morphology). √= present.

	C.2 Environmental samples
	C.2.1 Nine bulk samples were taken from Iron Age/Romano British features within the evaluated areas at Wimpole Car Park, Wimpole, Cambridgeshire in order to assess the quality of preservation of plant remains and their potential to provide useful data as part of further archaeological investigations.
	C.2.2 The samples were comprised of heavy clay soils that were broken down prior to processing by soaking in a solution of sodium carbonate for two hours. The total volume (up to 18 litres) of each bulk sample was then processed by water flotation (using a modified Siraff three-tank system) for the recovery of charred plant remains, dating evidence and any other artefactual evidence that might be present. The floating component (flot) of the samples was collected in a 0.3mm nylon mesh and the residue was washed through 10mm, 5mm, 2mm and a 0.5mm sieve. Both flot and residues were allowed to air dry. A magnet was dragged through each residue fraction prior to sorting for artefacts. Any artefacts present were noted and reintegrated with the hand-excavated finds. The dried flots were subsequently sorted using a binocular microscope at magnifications up to x 60 and an abbreviated list of the recorded remains are presented in Table 1. Identification of plant remains is with reference to the Digital Seed Atlas of the Netherlands (Cappers et al. 2006) and the authors' own reference collection. Nomenclature is according to Zohary and Hopf (2000) for cereals and Stace (1997) for other plants. Carbonized seeds and grains, by the process of burning and burial, become blackened and often distort and fragment leading to difficulty in identification. Plant remains have been identified to species where possible. The identification of cereals has been based on the characteristic morphology of the grains and chaff as described by Jacomet (2006).
	C.2.3 For the purpose of this initial assessment, items such as seeds, cereal grains and legumes have been scanned and recorded qualitatively according to the following categories
	# = 1-5, ## = 6-25 specimens
	Items that cannot be easily quantified such as charcoal has been scored for abundance
	+ = rare, ++ = moderate, +++ = abundant
	C.2.4 There was a considerable amount of rooting within all of the samples which may have caused movement of preserved plant remains. Preservation is by carbonisation and is generally poor with charred plant remains only recovered from three samples; an indeterminate cereal grain from ditch 413 (Trench 4), a barley (Hordeum vulgare) grain from ditch 707 and a clover (Trifolium sp.) seed from ditch 710. The two samples from oven 507 contain charcoal only.
	Table 8: Environmental samples from WPLCPK16
	C.2.5 The environmental samples taken at Wimpole Car Park have produced only occasional charred plant remains that cannot be regarded as significant. They are likely to have originated from accidental spillage of grain during food preparation that have been subsequently burnt.
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