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Non Technical Summary

Cambridge Archaeological Unit undertook a ‘Strip, Map and Sample’ excavation at
Feltwell Quarry, Norfolk between the 29" March and the 16" April 2010. Within the
excavation area a number of pits, postholes and burnt areas probably dating to the
Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age Beaker period were present and a quantity of Beaker
pottery and worked flint was recovered. No later features were identified.



Introduction

A Strip, Map and Sample excavation was carried out by Cambridge Archaeological
Unit (CAU) at Feltwell Quarry, Norfolk (see Figure 1) from the 29" March to the 16™
April 2010. The excavation was a continuation of previous archaeological
investigations undertaken in advance of sand and gravel extraction at the quarry, and
was carried out in order to record the presence, date, state of preservation and
significance of any archaeological remains. The CAU was commissioned by
Frimstone Ltd. and the excavation was monitored by David Gurney, Principal
Archaeologist of Norfolk Landscape Archaeology (NLA).

Location, Topography and Geology

The excavation area is located on land formally used for agricultural purposes and is
bordered by a previous phase of quarrying to the north, open farmland to the south
and west and capped landfill to the east. This phase extends over 0.74 hectares and is
centred on TL 7417 9211 (see Figures 1 and 2). The height of the excavation area was
27m OD at the western end, which rose quite markedly to 28.6m OD approximately
midway across the site before sloping down gradually to 28.4m OD in the east.
Underlying geology was Glacial Sand and Gravel which overlays Middle Chalk.

Archaeological Background

Prehistoric artefacts have been recovered 1km to the south of the excavation area and
include worked Mesolithic flints, Neolithic waste flakes, flint tools, arrowheads and
polished axeheads and Bronze Age waste flakes and flint tools (NHER 14595).
Fifteen Palaeolithic hand axes were also recovered from a gravel pit 200m to the west
(NHER 32957), whilst 1km to the northwest a possible Bronze Age barrow (NHER
11942) has been identified together with remains related to the World War II airfield,
RAF Methwold (Anderson 2007).

Just to the northeast of the excavation area, an Archaeological Identification Survey
undertaken by the CAU (Timberlake 2009) recovered a sparse scatter of worked and
burnt flint probably dating to the Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age. The area
contained within this survey is also known to have been used for the medieval and
post medieval rabbit trade, with documentary evidence suggesting a significant
number of rabbit warrens were present here from as early as 1350 (Timberlake 2009).
It was therefore possible evidence relating to this activity could extend into the
excavation area.

The previous excavation phase (Beadsmoore 2007) uncovered nearly 100 pits and
postholes of varying size, the majority of these were located towards the western side
of the development at what appears to be the base of a low ridge. The remainder were
scattered across the rest of the site (see Figure 2). The exceptions to this were a small
concentration of pits along the northern edge of the excavation area which yielded a
significant amount of Beaker pottery and flint possibly suggesting associated
domestic activity. This excavation also noted a lack of animal bone and poor
environmental results which was probably due to poor preservation conditions. No
later archaeological activity was identified across this area.
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Methodology

Prior to stripping, the excavation area was subject to a metal detecting survey. Topsoil
and an underlying thin layer of plough and root damaged natural (no formal subsoil
was observed across the entire site) was then removed under the supervision of an
experienced archaeologist by a 21 ton, 360° excavator using a toothless ditching
bucket.

Excavation of archaeological features was carried out using hand tools and all features
were half or fully excavated. The recording followed a CAU modified MoLAS
system (Spence 1990); whereby features numbers, F. were assigned to stratigraphic
events, and numbers [fill] or [cut] to individual contexts. The excavation area was
planned digitally and individual sections of features were drawn at 1:10. Removed
overburden and all features were scanned with a metal detector and a digital
photographic archive was compiled. Bulk environmental samples were also taken for
analysis where appropriate. All work was carried out in strict accordance with the
recommendations of SCAUM (Allen & Holt 2007), and in accordance with a site
specific risk assessment and the CAU Health and Safety policy. The site code is
45355 FWL.

Archive

A total of 93 contexts from 40 features were excavated and recorded and artefacts
including Beaker pottery and worked and burnt flint were recovered. The
documentary records and accompanying artefacts have been assembled into a
catalogued archive in line with Appendix 6 of MAP2 (English Heritage 1991) and are
being stored at the CAU offices.

Results
Metal Detecting Results

The metal detecting survey carried out prior to excavation yielded very limited results
and no non-ferrous artefacts were recovered. The recovered artefacts included two
shot gun cartridges, several modern nails and part of a broken ploughshare. It was also
noted that a significant quantity of tin foil, possibly blown from the adjacent landfill
was present within the area which potentially interfered with the results.

Scanning of the removed overburden yielded similar results, with no non-ferrous
artefacts and a small number of shot gun cartridges and modern nails recovered. Also,
no metal artefacts of any kind were detected within any of the features identified
within the excavation area.

Excavation Results

Within the excavation area a number of pits, postholes, burnt areas and natural
features containing worked flint were identified. All of these features were deemed to
belong to the Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age Beaker period, and no earlier or later
features were present. Two worked flints, however, including a core, were recovered



as surface finds and potentially dated to the Neolithic period suggesting an earlier
presence within this landscape for which no cut features survive (see Appendix 1).
For ease of description the features have been subdivided into four categories; Pits
and Postholes, Pit and Posthole Cluster. Burnt Areas and Natural Features

Pits and Postholes

A series of 12 pits and postholes of varying size (F.100-107, F.109-110, F.114 and
F.116) were located on the western half of the site continuing southwards from those
seen in the previous excavation (Beadsmoore 2007) and apparently following the base
of a low lying ridge. These features did appear to become less frequent towards the
south and altogether contained only a few worked flints which were characteristic of
the late Neolithic and Early Bronze Age. Pit F.100 was the most substantial of these
features and was circular in plan, 1.85m in diameter and 0.53m deep. An
environmental sample from this feature yielded poor results (see Appendix 3) but it
did contain a good example of a flint knife (see Appendix 1). An environmental
sample from pit F.104 also yielded poor results, although one from nearby pit F.105
showed significant quantities of charcoal and evidence for burnt bark (see Appendix
3).

Towards the south-eastern corner of the excavation area were three small, tightly
grouped pits (F.137-F.139) which contained several sherds of Beaker pottery (see
Appendix 2 and Figure 4) and worked flint, whilst towards the north-eastern corner
F.140 was a small undated isolated pit.

Pit and Posthole Cluster

A slightly dispersed cluster of 18 small and medium sized pits and possible postholes,
F.118-135 were located towards the eastern end of the excavation area (see Figures 2
and 3) and at the summit of the low lying ridge. All of these features were one
hundred percent excavated.

The features within this cluster varied from small scoops in the ground such as F.125,
to irregular pits such as F.126 to more carefully dug larger features such as F.124 (see
Figure 4). Despite the varying shape and size of these features they all shared a
common dark grey sandy silt fill with environmental samples from features F.124-
F.127 containing cereal grains in the form of emmer wheat and barley, and hazelnut
shells (see Appendix 3). These features also contained a significant amount of worked
flint characteristic of the Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age and a number of Beaker
pot sherds which represented upto eleven different vessels (see Appendix 2). The lack
of animal bone recovered from any of these features is probably a result of poor
preservation due to conditions within the local soil.

As with the other pits and possible postholes seen on this site, those in this cluster
generally contained a single fill with little evidence for slumping or erosion
suggesting none of them were open for any great length of time, indeed considering
the very soft sandy nature of the surrounding geology it is likely they were backfilled
almost immediately after they were initially dug. Although roughly rectangular in
plan there was no evidence that these features formed a cohesive structure.
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Burnt Areas

Two burnt surfaces were identified within the excavation area. F.108 was located
along the northern edge of the area and adjacent to postholes F.101-103, whilst F.117
was an isolated feature near to the southern baulk. Both these features were slightly
amorphous in shape and consisted of a distinct area of sand and gravel that had been
exposed to intense heat turning it pink in colour. The lack of charcoal and burnt or fire
cracked gravel and flint suggests these areas were not in direct contact with the fire
and were probably below temporary or occasional fire hearths for which no other
evidence remains.

Natural Features

Several natural features were test excavated and most proved to be sterile, although
four yielded worked flint. F.111 was a glacial feature or pingo (Bridges 1998) which
are common across the excavation area, whilst F.112 and F.115 were root hollows
and F.113 was a naturally formed silt hollow.

Discussion

Given the amount of pot and flint recovered, and taken with the environmental
evidence, it is likely the pit cluster represents an area of short lived, episodic,
domestic activity such as that seen along the northern edge of the previous excavation
area (Beadsmoore 2007).

The pit cluster and other features identified within the excavation area are reminiscent
of several other Beaker period sites within Norfolk, for instance at Worlingham,
Bittering and Longham (Garrow 2006). These excavations also identified discrete
clusters of pits together with more isolated features, but as with this site there was
little evidence for actual structures that would suggest a more permanent type of
settlement. Indeed, East Anglian Beaker sites were characterised by H. Bamford
(1982) as “...random in plan, without traces of any substantial structure, but with pits
of various sizes, hearths...and working areas.” a view which this excavation
supports.

This excavation has provided further evidence for the episodic and scattered nature of
Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age activity within this landscape.
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Appendix 1

Flint — Lawrence Billington

A total of 145 worked flints weighing 2142.5¢g together with 10 unworked burnt flints
weighing 186.1g were recovered from the excavation. The bulk of the worked flint
assemblage was found within the fills of cut features, mostly pits, with a further six
pieces collected from the surface of the site. The condition of the assemblage is
generally very good, only those few pieces recovered as surface finds displaying
significant edge damage. The assemblage is listed by feature and type in Table 1.

@ o .

£ 8 N s | B
: : : A £| g
8 g = S|E|¢g|8 sle|s 2|8 ||| &8 &
B S| s s |28 |a|e|s|E|2|=|E|5|8|8|c]| ¢
3 33 S| e| 3|z 8|E|8|5|&|2|2|s|2|2]| 2
© 2ol 2| 21 2| 9| 2|0l S| o|E|e|la|lo| B 2|2 s £ £
S S| 8|l e|S|e|lgle|l&8|5[8|§5|3|s5|E|8|o| 8|3 3
118 2 1 1 4

119 3 3

120 1

121 5 1 6

123 1 3 4

124 1 7 1 1 2 1 1 1 16 1 2.3
125 1 1 2

126 2 3 14 1 1 3 1 1 26

127 2 3 10 | 9 2 1 27

130 1 1

133 1 1

134 1 1

135 1 1 4 82
100 1 1 1 1 4

101 3 3

102 1 1

103 1 2 3

105 1 6.5
107 2 1 3

110 2 2 4

112 1 1

113 1 1

115 1 1

117 1 1 4 95.3
137 1 1 2

138 2 1 13 1 17

139 2 2

140 1 1

[327] 2 2

surface 5 1 6

total |9 4 19 [ 85 | 2 1 3 7 1 1 3 2 1 2 2 3 145 | 10 186.1

Table 1: The Flint assemblage
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Cut features

The majority of the lithic assemblage was recovered from small pit features, some of
which also contained Beaker pottery. This material formed a relatively homogenous
assemblage with comparable raw materials, technological traits and finished tool
forms across the features as a whole. However, the composition of individual feature
assemblages showed considerable variation; some pits contained relatively large
assemblages whilst others contained single flint finds. The discrete cluster of features
shown in Figure 3 appeared to be a focus of deposition for flintwork, with 93 pieces
(64% of the assemblage) recovered from these features.

The assemblage is dominated by evidence for flintworking, with waste flakes,
irregular waste, chips and cores all well represented. Tools are also present,
accounting for 9% of the assemblage as a whole. This, together with small quantities
of burnt flint suggests that a range of domestic or settlement type activities are
represented by the flint assemblage. Although all stages of the reduction sequence are
represented, it is clear that only small parts of any individual sequences have been
deposited. A casual attempt to find refits within individual features was made during
the analysis, resulting in two pairs of cojoining flints from F.126 and F.139.

The raw material is dominated by unstained, grey flint with abraded cortex, frequent
thermal fractures and corticated surfaces. This material is typical of the surface flint of
the Breckland as discussed by Healy (1991, 1996) and includes material derived from
gravel and till deposits as well as material weathered out from the chalk itself. Due to
its source in exposed, superficial deposits the raw material is very variable in quality;
incipient thermal flaws are frequent, accounting for the large amount of non-bulbar
and irregular waste in the assemblage. There was no evidence for the use of material
from a primary chalk source. Recent scientific analysis has demonstrated the presence
of mined flint from Grimes Graves in lithic assemblages from Feltwell and elsewhere
in the local area (Craddock and Cowell 2009); its absence from the Beaker associated
assemblages described here and from a previous phase of work (Beadsmoore 2007)
perhaps suggests that the mining operations, or the distribution of mined material, had
largely ceased by the end of the third millennium BC.

Technologically the assemblage is characteristic of Late Neolithic and Early Bronze
industries. Core reduction is geared towards non-specific flake production. Hard
hammers appear to have been used exclusively and striking platforms are generally
thick with no preparation or are cortical. The cores themselves are often
unclassifiable, with flaws having rendered them unworkable. Where the raw material
has been of better quality the cores have been extensively worked down, three
examples of which have keeled platforms where short flakes have been struck from
either side of a ridge.

Retouched forms are dominated by scrapers (8 examples), most of these are simple,
expediently produced pieces on small partly cortical flakes. One sub circular example
from pit F.124 has the fine semi-invasive retouch characteristic of Beaker associated
flint work. Alongside the scrapers are 3 expediently retouched flakes, probably used
as cutting tools as well as two flake knives of more formal morphology, including a
fine example from pit F.100 with a convex, invasively retouched cutting edge.

13



The assemblage from the cut features is entirely typical of ‘domestic’ Beaker
assemblages from the region (see Healy 1986 for a review). Both the blade based
technologies of the earlier Neolithic and the specialised flake production of later
Neolithic, Grooved Ware associated, assemblages are absent and tool invenoties are
dominated by scrapers and flake knives while other previously common forms,
notably serrated pieces, become very rare. Whilst a decline in the skill and care
invested in core reduction is clearly represented, the secondary modification of flakes
is often relatively elaborate, as seen in the well executed invasive flaking on some of
the tools in this assemblage.

Surface finds

Only six worked flints were recovered as surface finds from the site. Four of these are
flakes with traits consistent with the material from the cut features. Considering that
full reduction sequences do not appear to have been deposited it is likely that a large
quantity of flintwork contemporary with the material from the features was left in ‘pre
pit contexts’, perhaps middens (see Garrow 2006) on the surface of the site, which are
now represented only by lithic material in surface deposits. Potentially more
interesting was a flake with multidirectional flake scars and a carefully faceted
platform, also recovered from the surface of the site. This piece is probably either a
large axe thinning flake, or, perhaps more likely, a flake produced from the working
of a specialised discoidal, levallois type core (see Saville 1981: 8). In either case, it is
likely to be of Neolithic date and may represent activity unrepresented by cut features.
Similarly the final surface find, a large partially worked core weighing 739g, is of a
very dark flint with a thick unabraded cortex quite different to the material from the
pits and could represent mined flint.

Discussion

The assemblage from this phase of excavation, together with that from the 2007
assemblage represents an important assemblage of Beaker flintwork from sealed
contexts. This material joins a growing number of such well dated late Neolithic and
Early Bronze Age ‘domestic’ flint work assemblages from the region which
compliment the outstanding surface collections the area has long been famous for
(see, e.g. Smith 1931, Bamford 1982, Healy 1996). The absence of earlier flintwork
from the site is probably the result of a lack of cut features from these periods.

Appendix 2
Pottery — Mark Knight

The excavation produced a small assemblage of Beaker pottery comprising 30 sherds
weighing 246g (MSW 8.2g). The condition of the potsherds was good and their
appearance ranged from fresh to slightly weathered/softened. The six features
contained the fragmented remains of approximately 11 different vessels made up of 6
fine-wares (comb-zoned or incised zone motifs), and 5 rusticated forms
(fingernail/fingertip herring-bone designs). Decoration occurred on every sherd and
feature sherds included two rim and two base fragments. The fabric was consistent
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across both fine and ‘coarse wares’ (hard with equal amounts of small burnt flint,
small grog and sand).

Feature: | Context: Qty: Wt:
124 368 4 28
125 370 1 1
126 374 2 46
126 375 3 38
127 381 5 80
127 382 4 23
137 386 2 4
138 388 4 18
127 381-382 5 8

30 246

Table 2: Assemblage breakdown.

As with the previous phase of excavation at the site (Beadsmoore 2007) the
assemblage represents a homogeneous ‘domestic’ Beaker assemblage represented by
the remains of an almost 50/50 split of fine and rusticated forms. When added to the
earlier assemblage the total number of vessels now equals somewhere over 40.
Significantly, the high number of vessels is contrasted by the number of sherds each
vessel was represented by (approximately 3.3 sherds per vessel), illustrating a
fragmented and perhaps extended post-breakage history for each of the vessels.

Sherds Features No. of Vessels
45355 FWL 2006 111 12 32
45355 FWL 2010 30 6 11
Total: 141 18 43

Table 3: Sherd/Feature/Vessel ration between 2006 and 2010.

Also as before, the attributes of the assemblage continue to be consistent with the
Beaker late-style (c 2100-1700 BC) frequently found along the eastern edge of the fen
(Bamford 1982).

Appendix 3
Bulk Environmental Samples - Anne de Vareilles

The six bulk soil samples taken on site were processed using an Ankara-type flotation
machine at the Cambridge Archaeological Unit. Flots were collected in 300um
aperture meshes and the remaining heavy residues washed over a Imm mesh. The
flots were dried indoors and scanned for plant macro fossils as well as any other
ecofacts and artefacts.

Sorting and identification of macro remains were carried out under a low power
binocular microscope. Identifications were made using the reference collection of the
George Pitt-Rivers Laboratory, McDonald Institute, University of Cambridge.
Nomenclature follows Zohary and Hopf (2000) for cereals, Stace (1997) for all other
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flora and an update version of Beedham (1972) for molluscs. All environmental
remains are listed in Table 4.

Preservation

All archaeobotanical remains were preserved through carbonisation. Wild plant seeds
were not found and the cereal grains are abraded and fragmented. Intrusive rootlets
and seeds, and the blind burrowing snail Ceciloides acicula point to a low level of
bioturbation.

Results

Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age Pits F.100 [301], F.104 [310] and F.105 [314]

The only archaeobotanical remains recovered is charcoal. Whereas pits F.100 and
F.104 had low densities of burnt wood, the ‘burnt pit’ F.105 contained a large volume
of fine to large charcoal. It was evident on some pieces that bark had also been burnt.

Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age Pits F.124 [369] and F.127 [381/2] and post-hole
F.126 [374]

These features contained hazel nut shell fragments (Corylus avellana) and cereal
grains. F.127 had six grains, one possibly of barley (Hordeum vulgare sensu lato) and
one possibly of emmer wheat (7riticum cf. dicoccum). F.124 had four or five cereal
grains.

Discussion

During the previous excavation phase of this site evidence for gathered plant foods
such as fruits and nuts were found in the early prehistoric features (Beadsmoore
2007). Such finds are not uncommon in very early agricultural societies were wild
foods still contributed a significant part of the diet, cereal grains, however, are a rarer
find. From the area sampled it would seem that plant food preparation and
consumption focused in or around the pit cluster, and that the cereal diet was based on
emmer and barley.

Sample number 50 51 52 53 54 55
Context 301 310 314 3812 | 374 369
Feature 100 104 105 127 126 124
burnt -

Feature type Pit Pit Pit Pit | hole | Pit
Sample volume - litres 15 10 9 17 13 12
Charcoal volume - mililitres, estimates 1 <1 80 3 5 3
Flot fraction examined - % 100 100 100 100 100 100
large charcoal (>4mm) +++ + ++ +
med. charcoal (2-4mm) + + tt+ | At | |
small charcoal (<2mm) A | | | | |
parenchyma - undifferentiated plant storage tissue, prob. grain

Cereal grains and chaff
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ct. Hordeum vulgare sensu lato possible Barley grain

Triticum cf. dicoccum Schiibl.

possible Emmer wheat grain

Hordeum / Triticum sp.

barley or wheat grain

Indet. cereal grain

NN = [—

indet. cereal grain fragments, <2mm

Non Cereal seeds

Corylus avellana L.

Hazel nut shell fragment

10

Indet. seed head

Fresh water mollusca

Anisus leucostama Millet

Damp / Shade loving species

Carychium tridentatum Risso

Catholic species / Unkown habitats

Helicella sp.

Ceciloides acicula Miiller —Blind burrowing snail

e

++

Other biological items

Non-biological items

Intrusive seeds

Modern rootlets

Key: '-'1 or 2, '+' <10, ++' 10-50, '+++' >50 items. P = present.
Table 4: Charred Plant Macro Remains and other Finds from the Neolithic Bulk Soil Samples
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Appendix 4

Feature Descriptions

Feature Shape Length | Width | Depth
Feature | Context | Type Type in Plan (m) (m) (m) Sides Base Finds
100 300 F Pit Circular - - 0.37 - - Y
100 301 F Pit Circular - - 0.16 - - Y
Moderately | Slightly
100 302 C Pit Circular - 1.85 0.53 steep rounded -
101 303 F Posthole Circular - - 0.11 - - Y
Moderately
101 304 C Posthole Circular - 0.3 0.11 steep Rounded -
102 305 F Posthole Circular - - 0.15 - - Y
102 306 C Posthole Circular - 0.25 0.15 Steep Rounded -
103 307 F Posthole Circular - - 0.12 - - Y
Moderately
103 308 C Posthole Circular - 0.33 0.12 steep Rounded -
104 309 F Pit Circular - - 0.38 - - N
104 310 F Pit Circular - - 0.08 - - N
Slightly
104 311 C Pit Circular - 0.9 0.46 Steep rounded -
105 312 F Pit Oval - - 0.33 - - N
105 313 F Pit Oval - - 0.29 - - N
105 314 F Pit Oval - - 0.24 - - Y
105 315 F Pit Oval - - 0.15 - - N
105 316 F Pit Oval - - 0.37 - - N
Moderately | Slightly
105 317 C Pit QOval 1.45 1.25 0.37 steep rounded -
106 318 F Pit Circular - - 0.31 - - N
Almost
106 319 C Pit Circular - 0.75 0.31 vertical Flat -
107 320 F Pit Oval - - 0.19 - - Y
Gently
107 321 C Pit Oval 1.6 1.2 0.19 sloping Uneven -
108 339 L Burnt area | Irregular - 1.2 0.15 N/A N/A -
109 322 F Pit Circular - - 0.25 - - N
109 323 F Pit Circular - - 0.13 - - N
109 324 C Pit Circular - 0.7 0.38 Steep Rounded -
110 325 F Pit Circular - - 0.22 - - Y
Slightly
110 326 C Pit Circular - 1.45 0.22 Gradual rounded -
Geological
111 327 F feature Circular - 1.3 0.2 - - Y
Geological
111 328 F feature Circular - 1.3 0.45 - - N
Geological
111 329 C feature Circular - 1.3 0.65 Very steep | Rounded -
Root
112 330 F hollow Irregular - - 0.17 - - Y
Root
112 331 C hollow Irregular 0.65 0.55 0.17 Irregular Irregular -
113 352 F Silt hollow Oval - - 0.13 - - Y
Slightly
113 353 C Silt hollow Oval 3 2.1 0.13 Irregular rounded -
114 334 F Pit Circular - - 0.13 - - N
Moderately
114 335 C Pit Circular - 0.6 0.13 steep Rounded -
Root
115 336 F hollow Oval - - 0.16 - - Y
Root
115 337 F hollow Oval - - 0.3 - - N
Root
115 338 C hollow Oval 1.5 0.65 0.3 Irregular Irregular -
116 340 F Posthole Circular - - 0.15 - - N
116 341 C Posthole Circular - 0.45 0.15 Steep Rounded -
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117 342 F Burnt area | Irregular - - 0.15 - - Y
117 343 F Burnt area | Irregular - - 0.7 - - N
117 344 C Burnt area | Irregular 1.2 1.15 0.22 Gradual Rounded -
118 353 F Posthole Circular - - 0.14 - - N
118 354 C Posthole | Circular - 0.41 0.14 Steep Rounded -
119 355 F Posthole | Circular - - 0.18 - - N
Slightly
119 356 C Posthole Circular - 0.31 0.18 Steep rounded -
120 345 F Pit Oval - - 0.1 - - N
Moderately
120 346 C Pit Qval 0.6 0.48 0.1 steep Uneven -
121 347 F Posthole Circular - - 0.16 - - N
121 348 C Posthole Circular - 0.5 0.16 Steep Rounded -
122 384 F Pit Circular - - 0.38 - - N
122 385 C Pit Circular - 0.7 0.38 Steep Rounded -
123 365 F Posthole Circular - - 0.08 - - N
123 366 F Posthole Circular - - 0.08 - - N
Slightly
123 367 C Posthole Circular - 0.4 0.08 Steep rounded -
124 368 F Pit Circular - - 0.26 - - Y
124 369 C Pit Circular - 1.11 0.26 Steep Flat -
125 370 F Posthole Oval - - 0.15 - - N
125 371 C Posthole Oval 0.65 0.6 0.15 Irregular Irregular -
126 374 F Pit Circular - - 0.11 - - N
126 375 F Pit Circular - - 0.3 - - Y
126 376 C Pit Circular - 0.75 0.3 Steep Rounded -
127 381 F Pit Oval - - 0.32 - - Y
Slightly
127 382 C Pit Qval 1.25 0.6 0.32 Steep rounded -
128 357 F Pit Circular - - 0.27 - - N
128 358 C Pit Circular - 0.73 0.27 Steep Rounded -
129 351 F Posthole Circular - - 0.12 - - N
Moderately
129 352 C Posthole Circular - 0.55 0.12 steep Rounded -
130 349 F Posthole Circular - - 0.09 - - N
130 350 C Posthole Circular - 0.37 0.09 Gradual Uneven -
131 359 F Posthole Oval - - 0.14 - - N
Moderately
131 360 C Posthole Oval 0.48 0.35 0.14 steep Uneven -
132 361 F Posthole Oval - - 0.07 - - N
Slightly
132 362 C Posthole Oval 0.6 0.37 0.07 Gradual rounded -
133 363 F Pit Circular - - 0.15 - - N
Moderately
133 364 C Pit Circular - 0.7 0.15 steep Rounded -
134 379 F Posthole Circular - - 0.06 - - N
134 380 C Posthole Circular - 0.45 0.06 Steep Rounded -
135 372 F Posthole Circular - - 0.09 - - N
Moderately | Slightly
135 373 C Posthole Circular - 0.33 0.09 steep rounded -
136 377 F Posthole Circular - - 0.02 - - N
Moderately | Slightly
136 378 C Posthole Circular - 0.26 0.02 steep rounded -
137 386 F Pit Oval - - 0.33 - - Y
137 387 C Pit Oval 0.78 0.59 0.33 Very steep | Rounded -
138 388 F Pit Oval - - 0.22 - - Y
138 389 C Pit Oval 0.92 0.76 0.22 Steep Rounded -
139 390 F Pit Oval - - 0.14 - - Y
139 391 C Pit Oval 0.76 0.7 0.14 Steep Flat -
140 392 F Pit Circular - - 0.25 - - Y
140 392 C Pit Circular - 0.5 0.25 Very steep | Rounded -
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