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Late Bronze Age

Despite the substantial spreads of Late Bronze Age pottery in the buried soil detailed above,
only two cut features can be attributed to this phase, a scenario which closely resembles that
recorded on the Godwin Ridge to the west.

Firstly, pit F.2235, located on the crest of the Marlow Ridge in the west of the main excavation
area measured 0.6m in diameter by 0.22m deep and had the remnants of a clay-lining on its
base and sides. The pit yielded three sherds of Late Bronze Age pottery as well as an almost
complete cow skull. Pit F.2203, was also located on the crest of the ridge to the east of F.2235
and was the only prehistoric feature, other than burnt spread F.2202 (see below), visible prior
to the removal of the buried soil. The shallow ‘pit’ (0.12m deep) was poorly defined and
visible as little more than a dark “patch’ in the buried soil, indeed, it is debateable whether it
should in fact be considered as a midden-filled hollow rather than a ‘cut’ feature. The finds
assemblage recovered from the feature comprised 32 sherds of pottery and smaller quantities
of animal bone, flint, burnt flint and burnt stone.

Unphased Prehistoric Features

The remaining features recorded on the Marlow Ridge are all unphased / undated at present;
however, given the chronology of the dated features on site, as well as evidence from
previous phases of the Over Narrows project, it can be stated with relative confidence that
these features broadly date to a period bracketed by the Late Neolithic and the Late Bronze
Age.

In the east of the excavation area, immediately to the west of Beaker pit F.2268, a spread of
burnt stone / flint contained within the buried soil was recorded. The spread (F.2202)
extended over an area measuring 7m by 3.5m and although not a ‘burnt mound’ as such, the
density of burnt stone/flint (2671g within a 1 metre square sample) suggests the dispersed -
possibly ‘ploughed out’ - remnants of a burnt mound. The presence of an apparently
associated clay-lined pit (F.2263) located adjacent to the spread would appear to confirm this
interpretation.

Two pits (F.2248 and F.2258), significantly larger than the majority of the pits recorded on the
Marlow Ridge, were potentially ‘well’ features. Pit F. 2248 was located on the ridge-top in the
west of the excavation area. It measured 2.3m in diameter by 1.38m deep and contained six
fills indicative of gradual natural silting. While no chronologically diagnostic finds were
recovered from the feature a comparatively large assemblage of animal bone, including sheep
and cow, were recovered from its basal fills. The second large pit, F.2258, was located on the
lower lying terrace to the south of the ridge and is significant due to the excellent
preservation resulting from its waterlogged fills. The pit measured 2.25m in diameter by
0.86m deep and had relatively steep sides ‘under-cutting’ towards the base — presumably the
result of erosion/slumping caused by standing water in the pit/well. Pit F.2258 also yielded
an assemblage of animal bone including cow, horse and sheep/goat, as well as worked flint
(probably largely residual) and four worked wooden stakes (see Taylor, below) contained
within the basal fill.

A short length of ditch (F.2256) measuring 15m in length was also located on the low ground
to the south of the ridge. Occurring in apparent isolation and without secure dating evidence,
the ditch is difficult to interpret and there is currently no evidence that it forms part of a
wider fieldsystem, such as that recorded on the O’Connell Ridge to the southwest. The ditch
fill did yield a fine example of a Late Neolithic oblique arrowhead with an intact single barb
25mm long, which is worthy of note despite almost certainly being a residual artefact.

An additional 21 undated/unphased pits and postholes were also recorded. Of these, clay-
lined pit F.2253 is worthy of individual mention. The pit, located at the far western end of
Trench A close to the western end of the Marlow Ridge, measured 0.7m in diameter by 0.2m
deep and was filled by a single sandy silt matrix containing a ‘dump’ of large burnt stones.
The burnt stones were unusually large (up to 0.28m across) compared to the small heat
shattered pebbles and small cobbles usually found in the Over landscape. The pit, with its
clay lining and associated burnt stone is clearly reminiscent of the archetypal prehistoric
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‘cooking pit’ and while undated its resemblance to clay-lined pit F.2235 suggests a possible
Late Bronze Age date.

Post-Medieval — Modern

Two circular features (F.2200 and F.2277), initially identified from aerial photographs as
potential barrows were found to be relatively recent quarry pits back-filled with topsoil.
Sample excavation of quarry pit F.2200 yielded a mixed assemblage of residual finds
including worked flint, Middle Iron Age and Roman pottery, and a sherd of post-Medieval
glazed pottery from its primary fill. Pit F.2277 remained unexcavated.

Additional Trenching

In addition to the open area excavation a further five trenches (Trenches A-E)
were excavated. Trench A was positioned in an attempt to more closely define
the western end of the Marlow Ridge and identify any potential archaeology
in this area. Four features were encountered within the trench (Fs.2253, 225,
2255 and 2259), details of which are included in the site sequence above. Of
the remaining trenches, B, C and D, were excavated in order to define the
northern edge of the ridge and the adjacent palaeochannel. The palaeochannel
was located in all of the trenches and the lower fills were sample excavated in
Trench D with the primary aim of recovering any fish bone, settlement
associated debris, or indeed human bone from the channel’s edge. In the
event, no finds were recovered. Finally, Trench E was located on the south
side of the Marlow Ridge and showed that here the prehistoric land surface
‘levels-off’ somewhat forming a lower-lying terrace to the south of the ridge.
No archaeological features were encountered in Trenches B-E.

Human Bone Natasha Dodwell

A poorly preserved adult male skeleton, [9792]/F.2215, was identified buried
in a tightly flexed position on his right side with his head in the northwest of
the grave. The feet were tight against the pelvis, the left lay over the upper
part of the right humerus and wrist, and the right arm was flexed back on
itself with the hand clenched into a fist. Although over 75% of the skeleton
survives, the pelvis, torso and shoulder girdles are almost completely absent.
All of the surviving elements have suffered post mortem breaks and very few
articular surfaces survive. Other than slight deposits of calculus on the
molars, no other pathologies were observed. Both of the 3™ molars in the
mandible are congenitally absent. Dimorphic traits observed on the skull
indicate that this skeleton is a male, and the pattern of molar wear suggest an
adult, aged c. 25-35 years.

In addition to the inhumation, a small quantity of disarticulated bone was

recovered during field walking and whilst investigating the buried soil. These
elements are presented in tabular form below.
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Cat. No. | Buried soil | Surface | Field Feature
Find no.| walking
<055> SF57 Refitting frags of adult femur
shaft
<624> B6 3g cremated bone, skull
<677> H10 Adult, left mandible, AMTL
K2 Skull fragment
SF 522 Channel | Adult, skull fragment (r. parietal)
<1299> 1060/2089 Adult, articular process, lumbar
vert/sacrum, osteophytes &
porosity.

Table 4. Disarticulated human bone elements

Material Culture
Flint Lawrence Billington

A total of 4719 worked flints were recovered during the investigation of the
Marlow Ridge. The assemblage is closely comparable to the material
recovered from the Godwin Ridge to the west, and is a chronologically mixed
assemblage dominated by Mesolithic and later Neolithic/Early Bronze Age
flintwork. The vast majority of the flintwork derives from the buried soil
deposits of the ridge, which were sampled by means of surface collection and
test pitting. In all 4305 worked flints were recovered from the buried soil,
(91% of the assemblage, Table 5). A much smaller assemblage totalling 414
flints was recovered from cut features. Although this total includes several
notable assemblages from sealed contexts, the majority appears to represent
residual material ultimately derived from surface scatters.

In terms of raw materials, the assemblage is entirely typical of the material
recovered from elsewhere on the Over Narrows. The substantial Mesolithic
assemblage is dominated by products made from high quality, presumably
carefully collected, flint nodules with the thin abraded cortex and sub-
rounded form characteristic of glacial/fluvial gravels. Assemblages
characteristic of the Late Neolithic include a high proportion of fine dark flints
with an unweathered cortex characteristic of a primary source on the chalk.
Recognisable chalk flint becomes much rarer in the Early Bronze Age and
much use is made of very poor quality stained and thermally flawed gravel
flint, readily found on the gravel terraces around the Narrows themselves.
The condition of the assemblage is varied; recortication is common and
appears to be confined to the Mesolithic material although uncorticated
diagnostically Mesolithic pieces are also present. Edge damage and rounding
is common, especially on the pieces rendered slightly more brittle and friable
by recortication and in many cases this will have obscured macroscopically
visible traces of use.
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The Buried Soil Assemblage - Surface Collection

A total of 4028 worked flints were recovered from surface collection on this section of the
Marlow Ridge. 182 of these flints were collected immediately following the exposure of the
ridge’s surface deposits. Following several months of weathering the site was fieldwalked
with finds collected according to a 10m grid established across the site. A total of 3812
worked flints were recovered during this second phase of collection. Individual 10m squares
produced between 0 and 217 worked flints, with an average of 35.3 flints per square. This
average does not reflect the biases caused by differential preservation of buried soil, the
walking of partial squares and the presence of backfilled evaluation trenches in the squares.
Finally, a total of 34 flints were unsystematically collected during the removal of the buried
soil deposits or from the exposed b/c horizon left when the buried soil was removed. This
small assemblage includes several fine retouched forms including two late Neolithic
transverse arrowheads of chisel form, an Early Bronze Age barbed and tanged arrowhead, a
finely flaked fabricator and a heavily recorticated bifacially flaked pick with battered and
abraded ends of probable Mesolithic date. Due to the biased nature of this small collection,
the discussion below focuses exclusively on the systematically collected assemblage.

Surface collection Test pitting
intensive
non test pits | test pits
systematic (10 by | outside area

1st pick | 2nd pick | surface Gridded 10m of

up up collection | test pits square) excavation totals
Chip 2 303 1 2 38 9 355
irregular waste 9 100 2 1 17 129
Flake 120 2745 10 16 81 53 3025
Blade/let 20 387 7 5 25 6 450
Blade core 1 17 5 2 25
Flake core 8 71 2 1 1 4 87
core fragment 14 1 15
rejuvenation flake 2 22 1 2 27
tranchet sharpening
flake 1 1
microburin/related 4
bulbar segment 1 1
Scraper 12 68 1 1 2 84
Microlith 40 4 44
retouched flake/blade 4 19 1 1 25
serrated blade 1 1 2
Piercer 1 4 5
Denticulate 2 2
Flake knife 3 1 4
barbed and tanged 3 1 1 5
leaf shaped arrowhead 1 1
chisel arrowhead 1 3 2 6
oblique arrowhead 2 1 3
arrowhead fragment 1 1
pick/adze fragment 1 1 2
tranchet adze 1 1
axe blank? 1 1
totals 182 3812 34 27 157 93 4305

Table 5. The buried soil worked flint assemblage

Mesolithic

The Mesolithic assemblage essentially represents a continuation of the activity seen along the
Godwin Ridge. The Mesolithic flintwork is characterised by a highly structured blade based
reduction strategy, represented by unretouched blades and bladelets, opposed and single
platform blade cores and specialised core rejuvenation flakes. Alongside these are a range of
distinctive retouched pieces, dominated by simple microlith forms (Table 6) along with end
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scrapers on blades, small thumbnail like scrapers and rare serrated blades. Also present in
this assemblage are two complete tranchet adzes, previously only evinced by sharpening
flakes on the Godwin Ridge.

The proportion of Mesolithic material amongst the assemblage as a whole can be coarsely
gauged by the proportion of blade based pieces within the unretouched removals. Overall
14.2% of the removals are blade based. Earlier analysis of the Godwin Ridge assemblage
suggested that Mesolithic assemblages with negligible amounts of later material have a blade
based component in excess of 25%. This suggests that around half of the total assemblage
considered here is Mesolithic. However, this Mesolithic material is not evenly distributed. By
plotting microliths and the proportion of blade based removals within individual test squares
it can be seen that high densities of Mesolithic flintwork occur on the crest of the ridge in the
central part of the area (centred on test Square E8) and, more diffusely, across the eastern part
of the area where it is overlain in places by substantial quantities of later flintwork.

surface test
Microlith type pickup pits features | totals
Obliquely blunted 9 1 1 11
Obliquely blunted with additional retouch on leading
edge 1 1
Obliquely blunted with inverse basal retouch 3 3
Obliquely blunted and straight backed with basal
retouch 3 3
Obliquely blunted and straight backed 2 2
Obliquely blunted with convex backing 1 1
Bitrucated 1 1
Scalene triangle 1 1
Broken-unclassified 19 3 2 24
Totals 40 4 3 47

Table 6. The microlith assemblage

Early Neolithic

The Early Neolithic is relatively poorly represented across the Over narrows as a whole and
remains elusive in the assemblage from the Marlow ridge. A single leaf shaped arrowhead,
recovered from grid Square L3, is the only certainly Early Neolithic piece. Whilst a small
proportion of the blade based material from the site could represent early Neolithic activity, it
seems that the ridge saw only occasional, perhaps task specific, visitation during this period.

Later Neolithic and Early Bronze Age

Much of the generalised flake based material from the surface collection can only be
attributed to this broad period. More diagnostic pieces include six later Neolithic arrowhead
forms (four chisel and two oblique) and three barbed and tanged arrowheads. The greater
representation of later Neolithic forms contrasts with the assemblage derived from the
Godwin ridge, where it was argued that Early Bronze Age flintwork was better represented
than later Neolithic material. The greater representation of later Neolithic types on the Clark
ridge can be largely attributed to a discreet high density scatter of flintwork on the southern
slope of the ridge centring on grid Square F5 with a core covering four 10m grid squares,
which produced a total of 554 worked flints. Mesolithic flintwork is very poorly represented
in this area and the scatter appears to be made up almost exclusively of later Neolithic
material. Not only do the later Neolithic arrowheads cluster in this area, but also the scatter is
characterised by distinctive traits that can be paralleled in Grooved Ware pit assemblages
from Over, from the buried soil scatter beneath Barrow 6 on the O’Connell Ridge (Evans and
Tabor 2010b) and is also closely comparable to the assemblage from a test pit excavated just
off the Marlow Ridge as part of this programme of investigation (see below). Although raw
materials are varied, they are of high quality and include some chalk flint. Alongside simple
flake based material are pieces with faceted or dihedral platforms, often relatively thin and
broad, which are the products of prepared platform/levallois type cores. There are also some
blade based removals in the assemblage, generally these are more robust and less regular
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than the Mesolithic examples from the site. All stages of reduction appear to be represented
although the high proportion of tertiary flakes suggests an emphasis on the later stages of
core reduction. The cores are mostly exhausted with multiple striking platforms, one fine
keeled (non-levallois) core was present and a levallois type core was recovered outside the
core area of the scatter in Square J6. There is evidence for the intentional breakage of flakes in
the form of wedge shaped elements and flake fragments with recognisable impact breaks,
such pieces were also a component of the assemblage from the late Neolithic pre barrow
assemblage at Barrow 6 (see above), and probably relates to the modification of blanks for
tool production. In the core four grid squares, retouched forms account for 3.5% of the
assemblage excluding chips, are dominated by fine, regular convex scrapers, retouched
flakes, and chisel arrowheads. Also present was a flake struck from a polished flint axe from
Square E5.

The remaining later Neolithic/Early Bronze Age material is less discreetly distributed and is
generally mixed with Mesolithic material. The unretouched component is dominated by
expediently worked flake cores and hard hammer struck removals whilst retouched forms
include scrapers of varied morphology, informally retouched flakes and finely retouched
flake knives. Much of this material derives from the eastern half of the site where it is mixed
with Mesolithic material. Particularly notable is the presence of two barbed and tanged
arrowheads in adjacent Grid-Squares L5 and M4 amongst a larger area of high flint densities
including a relatively high proportion of later Neolithic/Early Bronze Age flake based
material.

Test Pitting

A total of 35 test pits produced worked flint. Nine of these were excavated on the grid across
the area of excavation, 17 were excavated in a single 10m by 10m square of buried soil and a
further nine positioned on the ridge outside of the excavation area also produced worked flint
assemblages.

The gridded test pits produced relatively modest assemblages of worked flint, with a range
from 1 - 7 flints per test pit. The majority of the flintwork from these test pits consisted of
corticated flakes and blades, exhibiting the trimmed butts and signs of soft hammer
percussion that are a feature of the Mesolithic material from the site. Late Neolithic/Early
Bronze Age activity is evidenced by occasional relatively squat and thick hard hammer flakes,
a keeled core and the only retouched tool in the assemblage, a convex scraper made on a
largely cortical flake.

The test pits in the single 10m by 10m buried soil square produced a larger assemblage of 157
flints. The flintwork was not evenly distributed throughout the buried soil square with
quantities ranging from 1 to 52 flints per test pit. This distribution does not, however, appear
to equate to any specific, discreet, areas of activity. The assemblages from individual test pits
are disparate in terms of raw material and condition and a casual attempt at refitting was
unsuccessful. The assemblage is dominated by evidence for Mesolithic flint working, as
evidenced by the high blade based component (23% of unretouched removals), two blade
cores, a core tablet and four microliths including two backed fragments, and two obliquely
blunted pieces, one with a broken base. The two scrapers are also consistent with a Mesolithic
date, comprising a small end scraper and a very steeply retouched side and end scraper. As
with the gridded test pits, later material is represented by occasional flake based material, but
no retouched pieces or cores can be attributed to this activity.

The excavation of test pits outside the area of excavation allowed an insight into the character
and density of flintwork along the unexposed length of the ridge. 93 worked flints were
recovered from these test pits, with just over half this total coming from test pit 33. The
flintwork from the remainder of these test pits was chronologically mixed, and whilst
Mesolithic blade based material was common there was a higher proportion of uncorticated
hard hammer struck flake based material of later Neolithic/Early Bronze Age date.
Retouched pieces were rare but included an (unfinished?) barbed and tanged arrowhead
from test pit 36 and a retouched flake from test pit 35. The large assemblage from test pit 33 is
almost exclusively made up of fresh uncorticated flake based material closely comparable
with other later Neolithic assemblages recovered from the Narrows and the wider Over
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landscape. The only retouched piece in the assemblage is a fine oblique arrowhead and
although several flakes show macroscopic evidence for use, it is clear that the assemblage is
dominated by flint working waste. However, cores and chips are poorly represented
suggesting the assemblage may not represent in situ knapping. Raw materials are varied but
are of good quality and include pieces with a relatively thick unweathered cortex suggestive
of a primary chalk source. The presence of flakes with finely faceted striking platforms and
fine multidirectional dorsal scars suggests the working of specialised prepared platform
cores, including levallois like types. Particularly notable are two proximal flake portions
which appear to have been intentionally broken, perhaps in order to produce blanks for tools,
one of these bears traces of a retouched notch, truncated by the break, and is comparable to
the ‘bulbar segments’ identified by Saville amoung the later Neolithic flintwork from Grimes
Graves, Norfolk (1981: 10, fig 89). Raw materials are varied but are of good quality and
include pieces with a relatively thick unweathered cortex suggestive of a primary chalk
source.

Features

The assemblage from cut features is modest in comparison with the buried soil flintwork,
with a total of 414 flints. The majority of this assemblage represents material from the buried
soil caught up in the fills of later features, with a small number of coherent assemblages
deriving from finds rich later Neolithic and Early Bronze Age pits (Table 7).

Late Neolithic and Early Bronze Age pits
Burnt
LN/ stone Other Natural
Type GW EBA | EBA | BK BK BK Burial | spread | features | features | Totals
F. No. 2242 | 2251 | 2255 | 2204 | 2205 | 2268 | 2215 2202
Chip 12 34 5 2 1 9 6 69
irregular waste 3 1 5 1 10
Flake 7 19 107 5 5 3 9 19 59 13 246
Blade 1 1 1 3 8 21 17 52
Blade core 1 2 3
Flake core 1 1 1 2 2
irregular/tested
core 2 2
core fragment 1 1
rejuvenation flake 1 1 3 5
scraper 1 2 2 1 1 1 8
microlith 1 1 1 3
retouched
flake/blade 1 1
serrated blade 1 1
Flake knife 1 1 1 3
chisel arrowhead 1 1 2
oblique arrowhead 1 1
Totals 7 33 148 17 9 4 13 31 103 49 414

Table 7. The worked flint assemblage from features (GW=Grooved Ware, LN=Late Neolithic,
EBA=Early Bronze Age, BK=Beaker)

Late Neolithic and Early Bronze Age Pits

Grooved Ware pit F. 2242 contained a small assemblage of seven flakes, with no retouched or
obviously utilised pieces. However, two of the flakes were fine, relatively large pieces
probably struck from levallois type cores.

Pit F. 2255, which contained sherds of late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age pottery, produced the
largest assemblage of worked flint from the cut features, 148 in total. The assemblage is
characteristic of Grooved Ware pit assemblages from the Over landscape, marked by the
profligate use of chalk flint, a simple flake based reduction strategy alongside evidence for
more structured prepared platform/levallois type core reduction and distinctive retouched
tools including fine broad convex end scrapers and transverse arrowheads. The assemblage is
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dominated by evidence for flint working in the form of chips and unretouched flakes,
although cores are notably lacking. The later stages of core reduction are best represented,
with 62% of unretouched removals lacking any cortex. It is clear that only partial reduction
sequences are represented in the assemblage, a casual attempt at refitting was unsuccessful
and the variety of cortex type suggests that numerous raw material units are represented.
Retouched tools account for just 2.6% of the assemblage (excluding chips), a low proportion
in contrast to some of the later Neolithic assemblages from the Narrows but comparable to
the similarly sized assemblage from pit F. 2026 on the O’Connell Ridge.

Three pits that produced Beaker pottery contained small but coherent assemblages of worked
flint, F.2204, F.2205 and F.2268. Raw materials are exclusively of secondary flint, although
they are varied in terms of quality, with some fine-grained translucent material alongside
much poorer quality thermally flawed pieces. F. 2204 contained the largest assemblage and
included characteristically squat, irregular hard hammer struck flakes and irregular waste
alongside several retouched tools including an invasively retouched flake knife and two
scrapers, one a minimally retouched end scraper on a narrow flake and one with relatively
finely retouched sides and an unretouched hinged distal termination. The smaller assemblage
from F. 2205 was made up exclusively of hard hammer flake based waste including a flake
core speckled with incipient cones of percussion resulting from misplaced or ill judged
hammer blows. F. 2268 contained just four flints, including a probably residual corticated
tertiary flake, but did contain a fine, invasively retouched thumbnail scraper.

Pit F. 2251, although containing sherds of Early Bronze Age pottery, contained a small flint
assemblage with prepared platform core products, some primary chalk flint and a broad
sub/circular scraper, all more characteristic of later Neolithic assemblages. The assemblage
included a high proportion of chips and small tertiary removals suggesting an emphasis on
flint working although the scraper and two large utilised flakes also attest to tool use.

Inhumation burial F. 2215

The assemblage of 13 worked flints from pit F. 2215, which contained a crouched inhumation,
is mostly made up of small broken residual flakes and blades recovered during the sieving of
the feature’s fill. One worked flint was thought to be possibly associated with the burial, a
large flake knife with fine dorsal retouch along one lateral edge, recovered near to the head of
the inhumation. It seems likely this piece is a grave good, and notably, despite accompanying
a burial rather than a cremation, has been heavily burnt.

Burnt Stone Scatter F. 2202

The excavation of this scatter produced 31 worked flints, dominated by unburnt blade based
Mesolithic material this appears to represent material already present in the buried soil
deposit. A single burnt hard hammer flake may represent a piece broadly contemporary with
the activity represented by the burnt stone.

Natural Features

Forty-nine worked flints were recovered from features of natural origin, mainly tree throws.
This assemblage is almost entirely made up of Mesolithic material derived from surface
scatters, none of these features contained assemblages suggestive of deliberate deposition or
in situ working. The dominance of Mesolithic material is highlighted by the extremely high
proportion of blade based pieces among the unretouched removals (56%). Fine single and
opposed platform blade cores are also present, together with rejuvenation flakes, mostly core
tablets. The retouched tools include Mesolithic types encountered elsewhere on the Narrows,
including a short end scraper, evidently much used and resharpened, a serrated blade and a
complete obliquely blunted microlith.
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Other Features

The remainder of the worked flint assemblage was derived from other features, mostly
undated pits and postholes containing very small, disparate assemblages of, largely residual,
worked flint. Mesolithic material is well represented, with a blade based component of 26% of
unretouched removals. Later flintwork is, however, better represented here than in the
assemblage from natural features, hard hammer struck flake based material is relatively
common and many of the retouched pieces are of later Neolithic/Early Bronze Age date.
Notable pieces include a large later Neolithic chisel arrowhead from F. 2247 and an extremely
fine ripple flaked oblique arrowhead from ditch F.2256, with a broken tip and an intact single
barb 25mm long.

The flintwork recovered from the Marlow Ridge clearly demonstrates the
continuation of activity seen on the Godwin Ridge to the west. Mesolithic
flintwork is a ubiquitous presence and its character, including evidence for all
stages of reduction, a range of retouched forms and a dominance of simple
microlith forms, is identical to that from the Godwin Ridge. The feature
assemblages are also closely comparable, not only with the Godwin Ridge but
also with the pit assemblages from the O’Connell Ridge, including coherent,
often small, late Neolithic and Early Bronze age assemblages, often with a
high retouched tool component suggestive of settlement/domestic activities.

Whilst the earlier Neolithic remains elusive, evidenced only by occasional
diagnostic pieces perhaps representing task based forays, the later Neolithic is
extremely well represented in the buried soil assemblage from the Marlow
Ridge. Both the discreet scatter identified during the surface collection and the
assemblage from Test Pit 33, outside of the main area of excavation, appear to
mark distinct areas of later Neolithic activity, dominated by evidence for
flintworking but with retouched pieces also attesting to activity that is more
domestic in character. Neither of these assemblages was directly associated
with pottery, although the technology and typology of the assemblages
unequivocally demonstrate a later Neolithic date. The surface collection
assemblage and (more speculatively) the test pit assemblage were spatially
well defined, in marked contrast to the more diffuse scatters of flintwork from
other periods, perhaps suggesting a single occupancy of relatively short
duration. These later Neolithic assemblages can be compared to the
assemblage from the pre-barrow buried soil at Site II's Barrow 6, here
associated with several broadly contemporary pits. Also within the lower
Ouse environs, recent investigations at Sutton Gault irrigation reservoir, some
miles north of Over adjacent to the Ouse roddon, have recovered a very
similar late Neolithic scatter, lacking pottery or contemporary cut features
(Tabor forthcoming). A closely comparable scatter has also been investigated
at Fordham, on the southern fen edge (Mortimer 2005). Such flint scatters
appear to represent an aspect of late Neolithic settlement/activity distinct
from the comparatively well documented Grooved Ware pit sites, which often
contain a far higher proportion of retouched and utilised pieces.
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Earlier Prehistoric Pottery Mark Knight
The Feature Assemblage

The assemblage consisted of 114 sherds weighing 643g. The majority of the
pieces were small (less than 4cm) but most were in good condition. The
material came from fifteen different features although 79% of the sherds and
87% of the total weight came from four features in particular (see Table 8).
Similarly, the larger pieces (MSW 6.2g) were exclusive to these four contexts,
whereas the remainder yielded only small fragments (MSW 3.4g). The range
of fabrics was limited and made up predominantly by grog tempered
examples. Feature sherds included 12 rims, four bases and 43 decorated
pieces.

Quantity Weight (g) % Quantity % Weight
Grooved Ware 45 212 39.5 33.0
Beaker 61 410 53.5 63.8
Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age 8 21 7.0 33
Totals 114 643

Table 8. Feature assemblage breakdown

Fragments of Grooved Ware (Durrington Walls sub-style) and Beaker pottery
made up the bulk of the assemblage and incorporated the bulk of the feature
sherds. The LN/EBA category represents a generic, or all encompassing
group, of plain featureless fragments mostly prepared with a grog-rich fabric.

Feature Quantity Weight (g) MSW
Grooved Ware 2242 5 65 13.0
2251 40 147 3.7
Beaker 2204 18 120 6.6
2205 27 229 85
Totals 90 561

Table 9. Principal features and principal pottery types

Grooved Ware

A tapered rim fragment, with an internal ‘ledge’ and external decoration of parallel incised
grooves, along with two body pieces with vertical raised cordons bordered by panels of
diagonal incised lines and impressed dot decoration were found in F.2242. The sherds
belonged to a large barrel-shape, Durrington Walls sub-style Grooved Ware vessel. The fabric
was medium hard with frequent small grog which is standard for Durrington Walls sub-style
for this locality. Sherds of a similar fabric and appearance were also recovered from F.2251
and included two small tapered rim fragments decorated with incised grooves. Base sherds
and plain body pieces were also present.

Beaker

The assemblage included fragments from both fine ware comb-impressed and incised vessels
as well as pieces of larger and ‘coarser’ rusticated Beakers. Some of the fine wares also
incorporated rusticated-type decoration with several sherds displaying raised plastic designs
(mostly achieved by pinched fingernail impressions forming small elevated pellets).
Otherwise the decoration on the fine Beakers tended to be dominated by comb-zoned types.
Equivalent ‘domestic’ assemblages of Beaker pottery were located along the north and south
ridges of OVE "08.
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Rusticated and fineware Beaker fragments were recovered from F.2204, F.2205, F.2215, F.2268
and F.2270. The first two of these features produced the largest assemblages that included
sherds from the same vessels. F.2204 contained sherds from at least four different vessels
including the base of a fineware comb-impressed Beaker, two refitting rims of a fingertip
rusticated form, a thick square-toothed comb-impressed fineware and a fine square-toothed
comb-impressed fineware. A large rim and body fragment from the same fine square-toothed
comb-impressed vessel was found in F.2205 along with large pieces of two different finger-
pinched rusticated Beakers with raised plastic decoration. Fabrics varied between vessels and
incorporated two main types: hard with frequent burnt flint and sand and hard with common
small grog and sand. Neither fabric type was restricted to either fineware or rusticated
examples. Pit feature F.2268 yielded rim and neck fragments from a small incised Beaker
whilst the grave F.2215 had small abraded pieces with comb-impressed decoration.

The Buried Soil Assemblage

The buried soil surface collection generated 96 sherds of which most were
small and abraded. The material included two of the three ‘types’ recovered
from feature based contexts (Beaker and generic Late Neolithic/Early Bronze
Age) as well as pieces of diagnostic or identifiable Early Neolithic, Collared
Urn, and Deverel-Rimbury. Notable by its absence were any obvious Grooved
Ware fragments.

Beaker sherds made up the majority of the surface collection (50% of the total number)
followed by the generic group 28.1%. Collared Urn equalled 14.6% of the sherd count whilst
Deverel-Rimbury and Early Neolithic represented 4.2 and 3.1% respectively. Larger, un-
abraded sherds survived amongst the Beaker component. No refits were made between the
surface collection and the feature material although the Beaker assemblage from the surface
bore a remarkable, if somewhat abraded, resemblance to the Beaker assemblages from
features. Both fine and rusticated examples were present in both contexts.

Collared Deverel- Late Neolithic/Early Bronze
Square | Early Neolithic | Beaker | Urn Rimbury Age

B9 2
C6

C8 3

D7 2

E7 2

E9 3
E10 2

F5 3 2
F6 1

F9 1

F10 2
G4 1

G5 1

G8 1
G10 6
H7 1

H8 1

H9 14 1 3
H10 1

3 1

17 1

I8 2

19 2

110 1

I3 1

J8 3

]9 1
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K4 1

K7 1

K8 1

K9 2

L3 1

L5 1

L7 6

M4 3 3

M6 1

N4 1

N5 2

N6 2 2

04

P4 2
Totals 3 48 14 4 27

Table 10. Buried soil assemblage breakdown

Later Prehistoric Pottery Matt Brudenell

A total of 770 handmade sherds of later prehistoric pottery were recovered,
weighing 5225g. The period-assigned sherds dated from the Late Bronze Age
through to the Middle Iron Age, though 15% could only be classified as later
prehistoric (Table 11-12). In this instance accurate spot-dating was made
difficult due to the relatively high proportion of plain shelly wares in the
assemblage, renowned for their long currency between the Late Bronze Age
and Middle Iron Age (particularly Fabrics S2-3). Based on the few vessel
forms and feature sherds recovered, however, most are arguably of Early or
Middle Iron Age date in this context. An Early Iron Age component is
certainly suggested by the presence of flanged, “T’-shaped and internally
expanded rims, some displaying fingertip and tool decoration, and a few
angular shoulder sherds. That said, the bulk of the material from the site was
clearly of Late Bronze Age origin, characterised by flint-tempered sherds
(principally Fabric F2) with diagnostic vessel forms including Class I
shouldered coarseware jars (Forms D, E & G) and a single example of Class IV
fineware carinated bowl (Form N). The Middle Iron Age pottery consisted of
sherd in either dense sandy fabrics or coarse shelly wares; the latter occasional
displaying scored exteriors (seven sherds, 121g). Vessel profiles were rare, but
fragments of three slack shouldered jars were recovered.

% of assemblage

Period Dare range No. sherd | Wt.(g) MSW | MNV by wt
Late Bronze Age c. 1100 BC-800 BC 445 3246 7.3g 39 62.1
Late Bronze Age or c. 1100 BC-600 BC 10 129 129g 1 25
Earliest Iron Age

Early Iron Age c. 800-350 BC 31 257 8.3¢g 12 4.9
Early or Middle Iron Age c. 600 BC-AD 50 24 183 7.6g 4 3.5
Later prehistoric c. 1100 BC-AD 50 178 800 4.5g 14 15.3
Middle/Later Iron Age c. 350-AD 50 82 610 74¢g 14 11.7
Total 770 5225 6.8g 84 100.0

Table 11. Quantification of later prehistoric pottery from Godwin Ridge. MSW = mean sherd
weight. MNV = minimum number of vessels calculated as the total number of different rims
and bases identified (14 bases; 70 different rims)
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. % fabric
Fabric Fabric group N ()| e wiiiEbie | R wt. (8) burnished MNV MNV
sherds (by wt.) burnished (by wt) burnished
F Flint 63/113 2.2 - - 7 -
F1 Flint 28/371 7.1 - - 2 -
F2 Flint 260/2050 39.2 1/12 0.6 15 -
F3 Flint 21/177 3.4 - - 1 -
F4 Flint 24 /257 49 4/31 12.1 3 -
F5 Flint 10/59 1.1 7/52 88.1 3 2
F6 Flint 17/89 1.7 6/37 41.6 5 -
FG Flint 3/15 0.3 - - 1 -
FG2 Flint and grog 6/51 1.0 - - 1 -
FS2 Flint and shell 3/28 0.5 - - - -
FS3 Flint and shell 6/51 1.0 - - 1 -
G Grog 3/12 0.2 - - - -
G1 Grog 3/38 0.7 - - 1 -
G2 Grog 2/7 0.1 - - 1 -
GS1 Grog 4/56 1.1 - - 1 -
Q1 Sand 49/296 5.7 8/74 25.0 7 1
Q2 Sand 42 /212 4.1 6/46 21.7 4 -
QF1 Sand and flint 3/26 0.5 1/3 115 - -
QI1 Quartzite 1/3 0.1 - - - -
S Shell 447107 2.0 - - 3 -
S1 Shell 9/104 2.0 - - - -
S2 Shell 73/529 10.1 - - 5 2
S3 Shell 79/360 6.9 6/24 6.7 17 -
S6 Shell 1/3 0.1 - - 1 -
SL1 Shell and 1/11 02 - - - -
limestone

SQ1 Shell and sand 8/158 3.0 - - 2 -
SQ2 Shell and sand 4/24 0.5 - - 1 -
VE2 Organic matter 3/18 0.3 - - 2 -
TOTAL 770/5225 100 39/279 53 84 5

Table 12. Fabric frequency and the relationship to burnishing and vessel counts. MNV
minimum number of vessels, calculated as the total number of different rims and bases

Overall, the material was in a similar condition to that from the Godwin
Ridge, with a slightly lower mean sherd weight of 6.8g. By weight 92% of the
pottery derived from the buried soil investigations: 702 sherds from surface
collections (4846g) and 68 sherds from the 1m test-pit (370g). The 42 sherds
from features (408g) derived from just three separate cuts: two dating to the
Late Bronze Age (F.2203 & F.2235); the third a relatively modern quarry pit
(F.2200). Whilst their constituent sherds tended to be larger and less
fragmented than those in the buried soil (MSW 9.7g), none of these three
assemblages were particular remarkable in terms of their size, character or
content and all fragments bar one were body sherds.

Metalwork Grahame Appleby
Only one piece of early metalwork was recovered, a possible miniature flat axe or dagger:

A copper alloy object that superficially resembles a miniature flat axe (SF 528; Fig. 15) - The
artefact is corroded, and covered with a number of iron pan concretions, including a large
area of heavy concretion that extends along one side of the artefact (it is unclear whether this
is iron pan or some sort of mineralised organic matter). The object measures 3.5mm long,
4.6mm thick at the wider end and 1.5mm at the narrow pointed end.

At the wider end, the object appears to have possible rivet holes. If this interpretation is
correct this item may be a miniature riveted dagger and would potentially identify it as a
Wessex culture type item and very unusual for Eastern England. Knives with a similar shape
have, however, been found in the region and date from the Middle to Late Bronze Age
(Roberts pers.comms). The object is currently undergoing conservation.
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Fired Clay Simon Timberlake

Three re-fitting fragments of triangular loomweight were recovered during
the Phase 2 surface collection:

<730> x3 adjoining fragments from the buried soil: collected on a 10m” grid (G8) 68g (total)
70mm x 40mm - Three adjoining fragments from the tip of the rounded corner of a
triangular clay loomweight 68g (total) 70mm x 40mm. This would appear to have been made
from a different clay fabric, and to a slightly different design, to that of <1288> and <1285>
(see below). The fabric is more sandy-silty, together with a chaff temper; some rounded
quartz sand grains are visible. The aperture of the warp perforation is also narrower (approx.
10mm).

Two re-fitting fragments of a triangular fired clay loomweight (SF 527 and SF
524) were collected as surface finds during the excavation phase.

<1288> SF 527 surface find 272g : 100mm x 80mm x 40mm - A large fragment of what
appears to be a fired clay loomweight. This possesses a flat to hollowed base, and also a
surviving vertical face (60mm x100mm) down one side of the clay block; the original shape of
this weight seems likely to have been polygonal to triangular. The surviving perforation
meets the bottom surface of the block at approx. 40-45°; this would have been for the warp
rope of the loom, and is approx. 18mm in diameter. The perforation for this has clearly been
made by a stick pushed from both ends, meeting in the middle to give a slightly rounded
curved trajectory for the insertion of the rope through, under, and around the base of the
weight. In fact, some slight evidence of rope polish survives on the uneven inside surface of
the perforation. The rear face of the loomweight block appears to have broken off in antiquity,
judging from the patina that has since formed upon the interior clay surface. The composition
of this suggests that this has been made from crudely kneaded dark grey (local) Ampthill
Clay which has been mixed with straw and/or chaff as a temper. The object was probably
fired in an open fire, or perhaps a simple kiln, given the oxidising coloration to the surface.

<1285> SF 524 surface find 92g: 60mm x 60mm : counterpart to <1288> - A fragment which
attaches to the triangular perforated corner at the base of loomweight <1288>. This confirms
the approximately triangular shape to the latter. These sorts of loomweights are certainly
found in Early Iron Age contexts, even if this particular example is probably earlier. A very
similar form was described from Early-Middle Iron Age pits at Morland Road, on the River
Orwell in Suffolk (Hogan 2011), whilst other similar examples come from Wardy Hill in
Cambridgeshire (Gdaniec & Lucas in Evans 2003: 194 & fig. 93). The attachment of this
fragment reveals that (like the Morland Road examples) the perforation is cone-like at the
aperture, necessary for the movement of the warp rope of the loom.

A further 264g of burnt/fired clay was recovered from the exposed buried soil
surface during the Phase 2 surface collection of finds (see Table 13):
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Grid Feature Nos. Wt. Description - analysis
Square
A9 1 8g Non-descript burnt clay — possibly daub
A10 2 4g Red oxidised burnt clay — possibly daub
B5 1 18g Pale yellow with burnt flint and straw temper
B6 7 18g Red oxidised burnt clay — possibly daub
B7 1 20g Non-descript burnt clay with flint — poss daub
C6 1 4g Red oxidised burnt clay — possibly daub
9 F.2200 3 8g Red oxidised burnt clay — possibly daub
D10 2 26g Red oxid. and pale brown clay — prob. daub
F5 1 2¢g Red oxidised burnt clay — possibly daub
F9 1 4g Red oxidised burnt clay — possibly daub
H9 7 68g Grit tempered — daub or abraded loomweight?
M6 1 6g Burnt clay with oxidised exterior
N3 2 lé6g Daub + possible loomweight fragment?
N5 1 4g Non-descript burnt clay — possibly daub
N6 2 30g Daub + possible loomweight fragment?
O4 1 6g Red oxidised burnt clay — possibly daub
06 2 lé6g Non-descript burnt clay — possibly daub
O3 2 20g Non-descript burnt clay — possibly daub
P4 1 4g Red oxidised burnt clay — possibly daub
264g

Table 13. Burnt/fired clay from Phase 2 surface collection

Another 32g of burnt/fired clay (and a small sample of burnt ironstone) was
collected as small finds (SF 112, 205, 306, 322, 382).

This burnt/fired clay appears mostly to represent disintegrated daub, most
probably that distributed from the erosion of former hut walling, though
some of these pieces (as indicated above) may in fact be from similarly
disintegrated loomweights or other worked clay artefacts. These contain a
variety of daub manufactures, including both grit and straw tempered ones.
Some have been further burnt (reddened and oxidised), possibly as a result of
the burning of old hut material. No trace of wattle impressions survive in
these very small and abraded fragments.

Worked Stone Simon Timberlake

Hone Stone

<742> recovered from Phase 2 surface collection — Grid-Square K7: dimensions 140mm x
30mm x 10mm, 114g - A small hone or whetstone made of a fine grained quartz schist with a
yellowish patina. This has been used on three sides for sharpening a metal blade, most
commonly upon the two narrower sides (max. 10mm) and particularly along the edges. This
suggests the sharpening of a narrow blade. However, the flat side with the protruding area of
quartz vein has not been used. Along the most worn edge a couple of small nicks can be seen,
which simply confirm a sharp blade. Such whetstones are very difficult to date, on account of
the longevity of their use.

Stone Axes

Two stone axes were recovered from the buried soil. It is recommended that
thin-section analysis of the two stone axes is carried out in order to hopefully
attribute the axes to one of the known British stone implement petrology
groups.

<741> recovered during Phase 2 surface collection — Square E4: dimensions of fragment
30mm max width, 70mm long, 30mm along cutting edge, weight 60g - A fragment of the
polished end of a ground stone axe. The original width of the finely polished cutting edge
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would have been about 60mm, the length of the axe probably around 120mm. It will be
important to thin-section this, given the very distinctive petrological fabric and mineralogy of
this axe, and the high probability that this can be fitted into one of the known British stone
implement petrology groups, and thus a geographical/ geological source for its extraction and
fabrication (McK Clough & Cummins 1988). Seen in hand specimen, the likelihood is that this
is an altered greenstone, possibly a picrite. This was clearly a prestige exchange item which
had been brought into the area.

<1278> recovered as a surface find during excavation phase — Square 5C: dimensions of
complete axe 113mm long, 50mm wide (cutting edge), 35mm deep (x-section) - A complete
worked and polished stone axe made of fine green slightly micaceous greywacke. A slight
weathering exfoliation and iron staining is evident on the surface now, although the cutting
edge is evidently more finely polished. Interestingly the fine pecking technique used in the
fabrication of this tool is still evident beneath the partially ground surface. This is more
evident along the narrow edges of the axe, where this roughening of the surface may also
have aided its hafting. The degree of unevenness present along the cutting edge suggests only
minor use of this axe, whilst the presence of a flattened and slightly bruised narrow (top) end
implies that it may, at some point, have been used with a hammer. There are a number of
possible stone implement petrology groups (source rocks) to which this may belong, one of
them being Group XV from the Southern Lake District.

Wood Maisie Taylor

Six pieces of wood were recovered, all from the pit F.2258. Five of the pieces
are coppice debris: four are long, straight stems and one is a piece of debris
from trimming roundwood. The sixth piece is bark which is 20mm thick. This
is obviously derived from a larger tree than any of the coppices.

The assemblage is clear evidence for coppicing in the immediate area. These
pieces represent the trimmings left behind when the most useful material has
been removed. All are ring porous species, probably hazel or alder.

As far as can be ascertained, the coppice was trimmed with a flat bladed axe,
probably iron.

F.2258

9725/6 Roundwood, coppice, trimmed 1 end/3 directions, flat bladed axe L.56 D.40mm
Roundwood debris, split, torn and trimmed L.568 x 54 x 43mm
Roundwood, coppice stem/stool join L.435 D.43mm
Roundwood, coppice L.600 D.20mm
Roundwood, fork, coppice, bottom end hacked, partially charred 1 end L.545
D.25mm

9749 Debris, bark L.70 x 45 x 20mm

Economic and Environmental Data
Faunal Remains Vida Rajkovaca

The faunal assemblage amounted to 541 specimens weighing 6526g. The
material was recovered: i) from the top of the buried soil by means of
extensive surface collection, carried out in two stages; ii) from the test pits cut
through the buried soil; iii) from cut-features and iv) from heavy residues
following processing of the bulk soil samples (Table 14). Systematic collection
of the faunal material from the surface produced the largest amount of bone
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within the assemblage, both by NISP (Number of Identified Specimens) and
weight. The second most important component was derived from cut features
and the remainder of the assemblage came from test pits and heavy residues.

Provenance of the material NISP Weight (g)
Surface collection Phase 1 33 718
Surface collection Phase 2 362 2809
Test pits 31 358
Cut features 92 2595
Heavy residues 23 46
Total 542 6526

Table 14. Breakdown of quantities and weight of animal bone by provenance of the material

The zooarchaeological investigation followed the system implemented by Bournemouth
University with all identifiable elements recorded (NISP: Number of Identifiable Specimens)
and diagnostic zoning (amended from Dobney & Reilly 1988) used to calculate MNE
(Minimum Number of Elements) from which MNI (Minimum Number of Individuals) was
derived. Identification of the assemblage was undertaken with the aid of Schmid (1972), and
reference material from the Cambridge Archaeological Unit. Ageing of the assemblage
employed both mandibular tooth wear (Grant 1982) and fusion of proximal and distal
epiphyses (Silver 1969). Where possible, the measurements have been taken (Von den Driesch
1976). Withers height calculations follow the conversion factors published by Von den
Driesch and Boessneck 1974. Taphonomic criteria including indications of butchery,
pathology, gnawing activity and surface modifications as a result of weathering were also
recorded when evident.

Preservation, Fragmentation and Taphonomy

The assemblage demonstrated overall quite poor to poor level of preservation with 313
specimens (c. 58%) showing signs of severe surface exfoliation, erosion and weathering. Of
the five sub-sets, the best preservation was noted in the material from cut features, with the
total of 58 specimens (c. 64% of the sub-set) having suffered minimal damage to the bone
surface (Table 15). The assemblage was highly fragmented, with only four complete
specimens (0.7%). A significant portion of the material was only possible to assign to size
category, leaving some 238 specimens being identifiable to species level (44%).

Category Surface Phase 1 Surface Phase 2 Test pits Cut features Heavy residues Total
Good . 1 . 6 7
Quite good 8 33 2 6 49
Moderate 3 77 12 47 . 139
Quite poor 9 139 11 30 16 205
Poor 13 79 6 3 7 108
Mixed . 33 . . . 33
Total 33 362 31 92 23 541

Table15. State of preservation by NISP (Number of Identified Specimens) for all sub-sets

Various aspects of taphonomy are detailed in Table 16. Butchery was noted on a small
number of specimens, the majority of which were from cut features. Butchery traces were
either fine cut marks consistent with meat removal or deep chop marks implying
disarticulation. It is no surprise that the greatest degree of erosion was noted in the material
from the surface, given that it had been exposed for a period of time before it was collected.
Gnawing was observed on six specimens only. As for the burning, the largest number of
charred/ calcined fragments was recovered during the second stage of surface collection (22
specimens), yet this figure corresponds to only c. 6% of the sub-set. The portion of the
material from test pits was also recorded as calcined (8 specimens/ c. 26% of the sub-set).
Although there are a few burnt specimens from cut features, faunal material from the buried
soil appears to have suffered a greater degree of calcination.

Taphonomy Surface Phase 1 Surface Phase 2 Test pits Cut features Heavy residues
Butchered 1 2 2 4

Eroded 8 38 1 3

Gnawed 2 1 3

Charred . 1 . 3 .
Calcined 2 21 8 5 3

Table 16. Details of taphonomy by sub-set
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Buried Soil

The extensive surface collection and intensive test-pitting through the buried soil resulted in
the recovery of a combined total of 426 specimens equating to 78.9% of the assemblage. The
overwhelming majority of the sub-set came from the surface collection with 395 identified
specimens (c. 93% of the buried soil assemblage), of which 362 specimens (c. 85%) came from
the phase 2 surface collection.

Surface collection

The sub-set is dominated by the remains of cattle with 91 specimens or 52.3% of the identified
species count, followed by ovicapra, pigs and horse (Table 17). Other members of wild fauna
were positively identified such as the two native deer species, red deer and roe deer, as well
as mallard, coot and pike. As for the presence of rabbit, a native of the Mediterranean, these
remains are most likely intrusive and relatively modern - although there is evidence that
rabbits were commonly eaten in the Mesolithic in southern France (Yalden 1999), it is
commonly accepted that rabbit reached Britain with the arrival of Normans.

Surface collection

Phase 1 — field-walking Phase 2 — systematic pick up Total
Taxon NISP %NISP MNI NISP %NISP MNI NISP
Cow 6 35.2 1 85 54.14 2 91
Ovicaprid 2 11.8 1 24 15.3 1 26
Pig 2 11.8 1 22 14 2 24
Horse 1 5.9 1 9 5.7 1 10
Red deer 1 5.9 1 2 1.3 1 3
Roe deer . . . 2 1.3 1 2
Rabbit 4 235 1 11 7 1 15
Mallard 1 0.63 1 1
Coot . . . 1 0.63 1 1
Pike 1 5.9 1 . . . 1
Sub-total ID to species 17 100 . 157 100 . 174
Cattle-sized 7 78 85
Sheep-sized 7 70 77
Mammal n.f.i. 2 . . 53 . . 55
Bird n.f.i. . . . 4 . . 4
Total NISP [ weight in 362 395
grams 33 (718g) . (2809¢) . (3527¢)

Table 17. Number of Identified Specimens (NISi’) and Minimum Number of'IndiViduals for
all species for the surface material - breakdown by sampling stage; the abbreviation n.f.i.
denotes that the specimen could not be further identified

The anthropogenic origin of the material from the buried soil was indicated by the range of
livestock species and butchery marks consistent with meat removal. The dominance of cattle
is recorded all throughout prehistory and is also a trait of Roman period. As a result, it is
therefore difficult to ‘date’ the buried soil deposits excavated here based on the ratio of
species. Although the presence of the two native deer species, red deer and roe deer, could
suggest an earlier date, there is nothing else to suggest presence of Mesolithic remains within
the assemblage, as was suggested from the lithic analysis.

Test Pitting
Excavation of test pits through the buried soil resulted in the recovery of a small quantity of

animal bone totalling 31 specimens and weighing 358g (Table 18). A few butchery marks
noted on cattle elements are quite crude possibly carried out with the use of large blades.

Taxon Gridded Intensive (10x10m?) Outside excavated area Total
Cow . 2 3 5
Ovicaprid . 1 2 3
Sub-total ID to species . 3 5 8
Cattle-sized . . 14 14
Sheep-sized 1 4 4 9
Total 1 7 23 31

Table 18. Number of Identified Specimens (NISP) for all species from test pits
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Feature-based Assemblage

A range of features ranging in date from the Late Neolithic to the Late Bronze Age were
excavated (Table 19). Over two thirds of the feature-based assemblage came from unphased
features. The feature-based assemblage was the second-largest sub-set within the assemblage
both by number of identified specimens (NISP=92) and weight (2595g).

Late
Taxon Neolithic Late Bronze Age | Unphased | Total NISP
Cow . 5 21 26
Ovicaprid . 1 15 16
Sheep . . 4 4
Pig 3 . . 3
Horse . . 3 3
Red deer . . 1 1
Roe deer 1 1
Sub-total
ID to
species 4 6 44 54
Cattle-sized 1 4 6 11
Sheep-sized 7 6 10 23
Mammal
n.fi. . . 4 4
Total 12 16 64 92

Table 19. Number of Identified Specimens (NISP) for all species from cut features —
breakdown by phase; the abbreviation n.f.i. denotes that the specimen could not be further
identified

Late Neolithic

Pit F.2255 contained a nearly complete roe deer antler, a fragment of pig humerus, mandible
and loose tooth, as well as a number of unidentifiable sheep/pig-sized elements. The pit
produced the largest assemblage of worked flint from cut features, an assemblage
characteristic of Grooved Ware pits from the area. The presence of pig and roe deer elements
would seem to corroborate this notion, given that pigs and wild mammals, especially deer,
tend to dominate the Grooved Ware assemblages from the Over landscape.

Late Bronze Age

Pit F.2203 contained a small quantity of animal bone with only sheep/goat femur being
positively identified. Clay-lined pit F.2235 produced a near complete cow skull, as well as a
number of loose teeth.

Unphased Prehistoric Features

A number of features with animal bone contained finds assemblages which were not closely
dateable although all are highly likely to belong to a broad period between the Late Neolithic
and Late Bronze Age.

Pit F.2248, a possible ‘well’ feature produced a comparatively large animal bone assemblage
comprising 17 specimens all of which were identifiable to species. A total of 15 ovicaprid
specimens were recorded, of which four were positively identified as sheep. In addition, two
cow vertebrae (1* and 2") were also noted from this feature. A second ‘well’ feature, pit
F.2258 produced remains of cattle, horse and sheep/goat, all showing a good level of
preservation and almost all of which were butchered. A complete horse radius was measured,
giving the shoulder height of c¢. 1241mm, which is at the lower end of the size range.

F.2202, a burnt stone spread contained within the buried soil yielded fragments of cattle teeth,
sheep/ goat metacarpus and a sheep-sized rib fragment.
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Undated grave F.2215 contained a small amount (11 specimens) of poorly preserved animal
bone within its backfill with only cow and sheep/goat being positively identified.

Finally, a further three undated pits contained animal bone. Pit F.2260 produced four loose
teeth identified as cattle, pit F.2229 produced a single fragment of red deer 1* phalanx and pit
F.2252, contained fragments of cow mandible, loose teeth and a sheep-sized limb bone
fragment.

Heavy Residues

Four bulk soil samples produced animal bone (20 fragments weighing 46g), mostly
unidentifiable to species. As listed in Table 20, processing of the environmental samples did
not result in recovery of small mammals or fish bones. Instead, the only positively identified
species from this sub-set is pig, recovered from a Late Neolithic pit F.2255. In addition to the
four specimens identified here, a further three pig elements were recovered by hand (see
Table 19). All three unidentifiable mammal bone crumbs from a Beaker pit F.2204 were
recorded as calcined. Clay-lined pit F.2235 yielded four fragments of bone, all of which are
most likely to represent fragments of the cow skull recovered by hand. Another calcined
fragment of bone came from a clay-lined pit F.2263.

Late Neolithic pit Beaker pit | Late Bronze Age clay-lined pit | Undated clay-lined pit
Taxon F.2255 F.2204 F.2235 F.2263
Pig 4
Sheep-sized 8
Mammal
n.fi. 3 4 1
Total 12 3 4 1

Table 20. Number of Identified Specimens for all contexts from heavy residues; the
abbreviation n.f.i. denotes that the specimen could not be further identified

The faunal record discussed here broadly reflects patterns observed during
the Godwin and O’Connell Ridge investigations. To start with the buried soil
sampling/surface collection carried out in this landscape in the past has
produced large quantities of animal bone, particularly in the eastern end of
the Godwin ridge (Rajkovaca forthcoming), thus the relatively high figure
here is suggestive of a continuation of activity noted in previous years. If we
try to look for regularities in spatial distribution of the bone on the surface,
especially from the second systematic pick-up, the situation is not so well
defined, given that bone almost came from every single square covered.
Moving on to the feature-based material and in keeping with the trends noted
locally, Late Neolithic pit F.2255 produced a small quantity of animal bone
with the only two identified species being pig and roe deer. The remainder of
the feature-based assemblage is quantitatively insufficient for discussions
about animal use. Of the assemblage generally, overall dominance of cattle is
not surprising in what was a wet landscape; in fact, cattle tend to be the
prevalent species in this part of the country throughout most of prehistory.

Analyses of the faunal remains of Late Neolithic and Early Bronze Age date
from the Over landscape have over the years produced different, sometimes
contrasting results, all based on small quantities of bone. Beaker occupation of
the O’Connell Ridge, for instance, showed a high pig component, whilst the
contemporaneous pits at Godwin Ridge had a dominant sheep/goat cohort. It
appears that it is only by amalgamating the results from previous years’
investigations, we could draw bigger conclusions about past economy
practices in this landscape. The discrepancy in the quantities of bone
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recovered from the buried soil and from cut features is another interesting
aspect of faunal assemblages from Over. It is certain that these assemblages
hold a potential for in-depth analysis of both deposition processes and
activities that lead to the formation of deposits of buried soils in the lower
Ouse valley.

Bulk Environmental Samples Val Fryer

Thirteen samples were bulk floated by the CAU using standard methods,
with the flots being collected in a 300 micron mesh sieve. One waterlogged
sub-sample was sent to the author; this was subsequently processed by
manual water flotation/washover, with the flot being retained in a 250 micron
mesh sieve and stored in water prior to sorting. Both the dried flots and the
wet retent were scanned under a binocular microscope at magnifications up
to x 16 and the plant macrofossils and other remains noted are listed in Table
21. Nomenclature within the table follows Stace (1997). Charred, de-watered
and waterlogged plant macrofossils were recorded, with the latter two
categories being denoted within the table by a lower case ‘w’ suffix. Modern
contaminants, including fibrous roots, seeds, arthropod remains, fungal
sclerotia and animal droppings, were present throughout.

The non-floating residue from the waterlogged sub-sample was retained in a
Imm mesh sieve. Artefacts/ecofacts were not recorded and the residue was
discarded.

With the exception of charcoal/charred wood fragments, charred plant macrofossils were
very scarce, with most occurring as single specimens within an assemblage. Preservation was
generally good, although some remains were coated with heavy red/brown mineral
concretions and small grits. The de-watered remains within Sample 11 (from clay lined pit
F.2253) were poorly preserved, with many of the wood fragments being severely cracked and
distorted. The waterlogged remains within Sample 15 (from pit/well F.2258) were mostly
quite robust, although some surface deterioration had occurred.

Cereal grains were only recorded within the two assemblages from Samples 7 (clay lined pit
F.2263) and 22 (burnt spread F.2202). Well preserved specimens of barley (Hordeum sp.) and
wheat (Triticum sp.) were noted, with the latter consisting entirely of elongated ‘drop-form’
grains typical of either emmer (T. dicoccum) or spelt (T. spelta). Cereal chaff was entirely
absent.

Charred seeds of dry land herbs were extremely rare, only occurring within three of the
assemblages studied. All were of weeds commonly found on open grassland, in hedgerows
or on arable land, namely goosegrass (Galium aparine), knotgrass (Polygonum aviculare) and
nightshade (Solanum sp.). The waterlogged assemblage from Sample 15 also contained seeds
indicative of grassland with some areas of open or cultivated ground, with taxa noted
including musk thistle (Carduus sp.), thistle (Cirsium sp.), persicaria (Persicaria
maculosa/lapathifolia), greater plantain (Plantago major), grasses (Poaceae), silverweed
(Potentilla anserina), meadow / creeping /bulbous buttercup (Ranunculus acris/ repens/bulbosus),
dock (Rumex sp.) and chickweed (Stellaria media). With the exception of one possible charred
bur-reed (Sparganium erectum) fruit noted within Sample 7, wetland/aquatic species,
including spike-rush (Eleocharis sp.), rush (Juncus sp.), water crowfoot (Ranunculus subg.
Batrachium) and water cress (Rorippa nasturtium-aquaticum), were only recorded within the
waterlogged assemblage from Sample 15. Tree/shrub macrofossils were scarce, but charred
fragments of hazel (Corylus avellana) nutshell were noted within four samples (1 Pit F.2204, 4
Pit F.2205, 9 Pit F.2255 and 21 Pit F.2242) of Late Neolithic/Beaker date and waterlogged
bramble (Rubus sect. Glandulosus) ‘pips’ were recorded within the assemblage from Sample
15. A single de-watered elderberry (Sambucus nigra) seed was noted within Sample 11, but as
such woody seeds can persist in the ground for some considerable period, it was unclear

43



whether this was a more recent contaminant or contemporary within the context from which
the sample was taken.

Charcoal/charred wood fragments were present throughout. Other charred plant remains
occurred less frequently, but did include pieces of charred root or stem and indeterminate
culm nodes and seeds. Indeterminate fruit or nut fragments were noted within the
assemblage from Sample 1, but all were too fragmentary for close identification. However, it
should be noted that charred apples (Malus sp.) have been recorded from other sites of
Neolithic and Beaker date in eastern England. De-watered/waterlogged root and stem
fragments along with pieces of wood were common or abundant within the assemblages
from Samples 11 and 15.

Mollusc shells were only recorded within one assemblage (Sample 28 from pit/well F.2248).
All were of woodland/shade loving species but, at the time of writing, it was not possible to
ascertain whether the shells were contemporary with the feature or later intrusions. Other
remains were scarce, but did include pieces of bone, small fragments of burnt or fired clay,
small mammal/amphibian bones and waterlogged arthropod remains (Sample 15). The
fragments of black porous material were probable residues of the combustion of organic
remains at very high temperatures.

In summary, the assemblages from the dated Neolithic, Beaker and Bronze
Age features, although sparse, are not atypical of contexts of this date (cf. an
extensive series of Neolithic pits at Flixton Park Quarry, Suffolk (Fryer a 2005
and Fryer b 2005), which contain little other than charcoal and/or hazel
nutshell fragments and Neolithic and Beaker pits at Harford, Norwich (Fryer,
forthcoming)). A growing corpus of data appears to indicate that such
assemblages may, in part, be derived from small deposits of material, which
were deliberately placed within pit fills, possibly as part of a seasonal rite of
site cleansing. The remaining charred assemblages are more difficult to
interpret, although the low density of material recorded may indicate that
some or all of the remains are derived from scattered refuse, some of which
was accidentally incorporated within the feature fills. Notwithstanding the
taphonomy of the remains, the composition of the assemblages (including
that from pit/well F.2258) would appear to indicate that the surrounding area
was predominantly grassed, although limited cultivation or disturbance of the
ground is also indicated. Limited stands of scrubby woodland may have been
the source of the hazel nuts, although developed woodland is not indicated
within the current assemblages.

As none of the current assemblages contain a sufficient density of material for
quantification (i.e. 100+ specimens), no further analysis is required at this
time. However, information from this assessment should be included within
any published corpus of data from this site.
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DISCUSSION

First recognised as an archaeological site by the Fenland Survey (Hall 1996),
the Godwin/Marlow Ridge, has been shown by the CAU’s Over Narrows
investigations to be a significant landscape feature, utilised throughout
prehistory and with evidence of occupation from the Mesolithic through to
the Iron Age. As an elevated ridge surrounded by palaeochannels and low-
lying /submerged terraces, the Godwin/Marlow Ridge was clearly a ‘distinct
locale” within its immediate landscape (Evans and Vander Linden 2009b). Of
the two ridges — effectively one continuous sand ridge separated only by a
minor palaeochannel — the Godwin Ridge has been thoroughly investigated in
previous seasons, however, 2011 marked the first “open area’ investigation of
the Marlow Ridge.

Ridge-top Occupation and Watery Rituals

Like for the Godwin’s investigations, the main challenge posed by this site is
how to mobilise the vast densities of its surface finds densities. Not only were
far more artefacts forthcoming through its fieldwalking, as opposed to its
excavation proper, but very few of its features could be firmly period-
attributed based on pottery (c. 20%). As to the programme’s methodology,
this was essentially based on that devised for the 2009 University training dig
at the Godwin’s eastern ridge-end (Evans et al. forthcoming). Its two-stage
(‘long weathering) surface collection certainly proved successful and resulted
in a twenty- to twenty five-fold increase in the numbers recovered and
provided very substantial assemblages.

In almost all of its facets the ridge’s sequence was directly comparable to the
Godwin’s. In this context and as further outlined below, the recovery of
dispersed later Neolithic/Early Bronze Age activity (i.e. Grooved Ware,
Collared Urn and Beaker) was not at all surprising. Equally, while its
scale/density was greater than expected (especially the frequency of
microliths), as announced by the evaluation results, its Mesolithic site was not
itself unexpected. That said, as the third such major scatter investigated on the
ridge-line (Evans and Vader Linden 2009a; Evans et al. forthcoming), this
indicates just what a resource-base attraction these Ouse-side terraces must
have held. Typically, no contemporary features were present and, as a ‘lithic
site’, it almost entirely existed within the buried soil /surface strata.

Though directly paralleled upon the Godwin Ridge, perhaps the most
remarkable finding of the excavation was the density of the Late Bronze and
Iron Age material found in its surface collections (Fig. 9). Not only was this
due to the fact that the evaluation fieldwork provided no direct evidence of its
presence, but that the original explanation for such large-scale activity during
these periods upon the Godwin Ridge related to the fact that it was a ‘special
locale’, especially during the Iron Age. Although evidently there then also
seeing fishing-related usage, the latter mode of interpretation arose due to
that, associated with riverside deposition of ‘loose” human bone and various
votive ‘packages’ (clutches of brooches and weaving comb offerings), the
western ridge-end included an obvious shrine/ritual complex (Evans and
Vander Linden 2009a). Against this, its much more extensive Late Bronze Age
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surface spreads were seen as relating to some kind of river-control/trading
settlement. These specific site-type interpretations can only have validity if
directly tied to a specifically recommended location (i.e. the Godwin’s higher
elevation). Yet, in truth, they seem far less applicable if such dense Late
Bronze/Iron Age usage extended along the length of these ridges. This is
especially so as, at that time, the Marlow Ridge would have been far less
accessible or, at least, more removed from the adjacent ‘mainland’ than the
Godwin; in fact, it may have largely been reached by progressing along the
ridge’s themselves.

Where a partial answer seems forthcoming is in the Marlow’s quantity of
human bone - particularly skull fragments - which were found scattered
across the site (Fig. 8). As was the case with the Godwin, these presumably
related to ‘watery rituals’. There, not only did their distribution seem, in part,
directly related to the ridge-end shrine, but in the three instances that they
were dated all proved to be Iron Age. Indeed, on the Godwin Ridge it was
clear that the individual’s bodies were being ‘manipulated” (i.e. cut up) upon
the ridge proper, with their skulls tossed into the adjacent riverside waters
(Evans et al. forthcoming). Accordingly, it can only be presumed that this also
holds true for the Marlow’s ‘humans’ and that they related to its Iron Age
horizon. That said, there can no longer be an argument that this activity only
pertained to the western ridge-end shrine, but clearly was a more widespread
phenomenon. Based on this, the argument could even be mounted that this
was not just a matter of “watery head-cult’, but was a main mortuary rite unto
itself. Of course, these death rites need not have then been the ridge’s only
activity and various modes of resource-forging may have also occurred.

As to the site’s Late Bronze Age material (Fig. 9), again, not only does this
seem to be the direct equivalent to the Godwin’s (Evans and Vander Linden
2009a & b) but, once more, it also occurred in much greater numbers than the
subsequent Iron Age horizon. Only two Late Bronze Age pits — as well as a
clay-lined ‘cooking pit" which is almost certainly ‘later prehistoric’ — were
encountered on the Marlow Ridge. Whether the paucity of contemporary
features is genuine or a question of additional features somehow ‘evading
detection” and having left minimal sub-soil trace, has been discussed at length
in the context of the Godwin Ridge (Evans and Vander Linden 2009b). It is,
however, clear that the Late Bronze Age spreads, which also contained
loomweight fragments, burnt clay and animal bone, represent ‘middening” on
an impressive scale and must attest to some form of (semi-) permanent
settlement.

Neolithic and Early Bronze Age Activity

Turning to the Neolithic and Beaker/Early Bronze Age of the Marlow Ridge,
the evidence is perhaps less ‘ridge-specific’ and more reflective of wider
landscape activity. As such, it is reminiscent not only of the Godwin Ridge,
but also the lower-lying O’Connell Ridge with its Grooved Ware and Beaker
pit clusters. While definitive earlier Neolithic evidence was limited to a few
surface finds — also a trend seen across much of the Over landscape — the Late
Neolithic was better represented. As is commonly the case for the Late
Neolithic, much of the evidence was pit-derived with coherent pottery, flint
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and animal bone assemblages recovered. All had traits recognised in
contemporary pit assemblages across the Over landscape. Once again, for
example, the pottery conforms to the spatially exclusive distribution of
Grooved Ware sub-styles: Durrington Walls on the Godwin/Marlow Ridge
and Clacton on the lower lying O’Connell Ridge. The presence of a later
Neolithic flint scatter (HDZ 3) on the ridge is more unusual and something
not previously distinguished in the immediate Over landscape. It is one of a
number recently identified in the region (see e.g. Sutton Gault to the north of
Over; Tabor forthcoming), which appear to represent activity distinct from the
Grooved Ware pit sites and raises key questions concerning pit vs. surface
deposition. Significantly, no Grooved Ware pottery was recovered from the
surface collections, suggesting that it was, indeed, thoroughly ‘tidied up’ into
pits, and the surface flint scatters would appear to reflect different, possibly
task-specific, activity. In addition to flint scatter HDZ 3, the results of
additional test pitting (TP 33) along the unexposed areas of the Marlow Ridge
suggest that at least one other similar site may be present on the ridge.

The evidence of the Marlow Ridge’s Beaker occupation is also an important
addition to the corpus of data from the Over Narrows. Although Beaker
pottery sherds were recovered from the buried soil across much of the
exposed ridge, the distinct cluster of features comprising pits and a probably
contemporary burial (which awaits radiocarbon dating) appeared to be the
main focus of activity. Equally, in all likelihood, the burnt stone spread
identified in the southeastern end of the site (adjacent to pit F.2268) was
probably also of Beaker attribution. Economic and environmental data for the
period proved scarce, with little or no animal bone and few plant macrofossils
recovered from the pits; however, the probable spade cultivation furrows are
undoubtedly significant and appear to represent comparable ‘lazy-bed style’
cultivation as identified on the Godwin Ridge.

Post-Beaker Early Bronze Age activity on the Marlow Ridge is less distinct
and its character and intensity is difficult to assess. How much of the broadly
Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age flint assemblage dates to this period, for
example, is impossible to know, although a large proportion must surely
belong to Late Neolithic and Beaker phases. That said, sherds of Collared Urn
pottery — the only closely chronologically diagnostic Early Bronze Age
material present — were recovered from the buried soil and, perhaps
significantly, tended to occur in clusters. Potentially these small sherd clusters
represent distinct ‘zones’ or ‘acts” of activity and further analysis, including
comparison with the density and distribution of Collared Urn on the Godwin
Ridge, is undoubtedly required in order to assess their significance.

Finally, it is worth noting what is generally ‘absent’ from the ridge’s
chronology. The scarcity of earlier Neolithic evidence is perhaps not
surprising within the Over Narrows’ landscape (the recovery of the two
imported ground stone axes having to counted as remarkable finds in this
regard). The paucity, however, of Middle Bronze Age remains — save for four
sherds of Deverel Rimbury recovered from the buried soil — is perhaps more
notable, particularly the lack of fieldsystem. While undated ditch F.2256 may
represent part of a wider system to the south of the ridge (although in truth
there is little evidence to suggest this), it is clear that the majority of the
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Marlow Ridge has no fieldsystem to compare to either that of the O’Connell
Ridge or the Godwin’s “strip compound’ system.

Economy and Environment

The general environmental setting of the Godwin/Marlow Ridge has been
discussed at length elsewhere (Evans and Vander Linden 2009a & b) and need
not be replicated here; suffice to say that the ridge-top setting within a
changing wetland environment is crucial to future interpretation of the site.

Of the environmental setting of the Marlow Ridge specifically, assessment of
environmental samples (see Fryer, above) suggests that in general terms the
surrounding area was predominantly grassed with some evidence of
cultivation or ground disturbance. Somewhat juxtaposed against the evidence
of the ridge’s spade cultivation-plot ‘furrows’, cereal grains were recorded in
minor quantities in only two features: the burnt stone flint spread and
associated clay-lined pit. A similar paucity of cereal remains on the Godwin
Ridge has been interpreted as possible evidence for non-permanent
occupation of the ridge during the Late Bronze Age (Evans and Vander
Linden 2009b). Plant macrofossil remains from Late Neolithic and Beaker
include wild species such as hazelnut and provide evidence of exploitation of
the natural environment.

The faunal remains from the surface collection were dominated by cattle, with
smaller amounts of sheep, pig and horse. Exploitation of wild resources is
attested to by small quantities of red deer, roe deer, mallard duck, coot and
pike in the buried soil assemblage. Of the site’s features, Grooved Ware pit
F.2255 was the only firmly dated and which had animal bone; its pig and roe
deer being comparable to the period’s assemblages on the O’Connell Ridge
(Evans and Tabor 2009).

In some contrast to the Godwin’s results, very little fish bone was recovered.
While it might, in part, reflect how little sieving was conducted, it is
nevertheless surprising that more was not present in the buried soil collection.
As discussed above, the evidence certainly indicates that any of manner of
fishing stand-type explanation cannot be applied to the site’s ‘late phase’
utilisation (Late Bronze/Iron Ages).
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APPENDIX - Feature Descriptions

F. 2200. A circular quarry pit [9800] measuring up to 7m in diameter and 1.12m deep.
Contained three fills; the primary fill [9799] comprised a light grey silty clay, this was
overlain by a reddish brown sandy silt secondary fill [9798], which was sealed by a re-
deposited top soil fill [9797] with frequent lumps of grey clay. A mixed finds assemblage
including residual Mesolithic flint and Middle Iron Age pottery as well as a single sherd of
post-medieval glazed pottery was recovered from the various fills. Finds; flint, pot, burnt
clay, burnt stone.

F. 2202. A burnt stone spread [9739] contained within the buried soil. The spread measured
approximately 7m by 3.5m and was recorded to a depth of between 0.05m and 0.15m. This
layer contained abundant burnt stone with smaller amounts of burnt flint as well as unburnt
flint and two small sherds of abraded ‘Bronze Age’ pottery. Finds; flint, bone burnt
stone/ flint.

F. 2203. A small circular pit, 1m in diameter 0.12m deep, cut through the A-horizon of the
buried soil. Its cut [9601] was poorly defined with gently sloping sides and a flat base
corresponding with the B/C horizon of the buried soil. Contained a single dark brownish
grey silty sand fill [9600] with frequent charcoal flecks. Finds; flint, pot, bone , burnt
stone/ flint.

F. 2204. A small pit, 0.59m long, 0.55m wide and 0.21m deep. Its cut [9603] was circular in
plan with moderately sloping sides breaking imperceptibly onto a rounded base. The basal
fill [9719] comprised a soft mid greyish brown silty sand with occasional small gravels. The
secondary fill [9602] was a soft dark grey silty sand with frequent charcoal flecks and
occasional small gravels. 100% excavated. Finds; flint, Beaker pot, bone, burnt stone/ flint.

F. 2205. A small pit, 0.58m in diameter and 0.29m deep. Its cut [9604] was circular in plan with
a steeply sloping western side, more moderate to the east, with a rounded base. The basal fill
[9606] was a soft dark brownish grey silty sand, overlain by a secondary fill [9605] comprising
a mid grey silty sand. 100% excavated. Finds; flint, Beaker pot, bone, burnt clay.

F. 2206. A shallow natural hollow, 0.67m long, 0.27m wide and 70mm deep. Its buried soil-
derived fill [9607] was a soft dark greyish brown silty sand with rare small stones. No finds.

F. 2207. A possible small pit or natural hollow, 0.8m long, 0.6m wide and 0.1m deep. The cut
[9610] was oval in plan with irregular sides and an undulating base. Contained a single grey
brown silty sand fill [9609]. Finds; flint.

F. 2208. A post hole, 0.28m long, 0.22m wide and 0.22m deep. The cut [9612] was sub-circular
in plan with vertical sides and a flat base. It contained a single fill [9611], a soft dark grey
sandy silt with rare small gravels and occasional charcoal flecks. No finds.

F. 2209. A tree throw [9614] 1.1m long by 0.74m wide and excavated to a depth of 0.25m.
Contained a soft dark grey silt sand fill [9613] with occasional flecks and chunks of charcoal.
Finds; flint.

F. 2210. A natural hollow, 1m in diameter with a depth of 0.12m. Contained a single buried
soil-derived fill [9615]; a soft mid grey silty sand. No finds.

F. 2211. A small pit, 0.9m in diameter and 0.25m deep. Its cut [9618] was circular in plan with
moderate to steeply sloping sides and a flat base. Its fill was given a single context number
[9617] but exhibited variation with a basal light brown silty sand sealed by dark grey silty
with occasional charcoal and an upper fill of mid brown silty sand. Finds; flint, bone.

F. 2212. A small natural hollow, 0.95m in diameter and 0.15m deep. Contained a single buried
soil-derived fill [9619]; a soft mid reddish grey silty sand. No finds.

F. 2213. A pit/posthole, 0.4m in diameter and 0.21m deep. The cut [9622] was circular in plan
with steep, almost vertical sides and a flat base. Contained a single fill [9621], a dark grey silty
sand with traces of a post-pipe revealed by a poorly defined darker central area with
moderate charcoal flecks. Finds; flint, pot.
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F. 2214. A small pit 0.66m across and 0.2m deep. The cut [9624] had moderate to steeply
sloping sides and a narrow, concave base. Contained a single dark grey silty sand fill [9623].
Finds; flint, bone.

F. 2215. A grave containing a crouched inhumation. The grave cut [9654] was sub-rectangular
in plan with steeply sloping sides and a flat base, it measured 1.85m long by 1.46m wide and
0.47m deep. The skeleton [9792] was positioned crouched on its right side with its head to the
west and its hands drawn up together towards the skull. The left hand lay over the right wrist
and the right hand appeared to be clenched into a fist. A burnt flake knife, small find 523 was
found above the skull and may represent a grave good or perhaps an artefact used in an
associated mortuary practice. The burial was sealed by a single backfill [9630], a soft
brownish grey slightly silty sand with occasional small gravels and rare flecks of charcoal.
Some lenses, possibly tip lines, of siltier material were identified within this deposit. Finds;
flint, pot, burnt stone.

F. 2216. A small pit, 0.9m in diameter and 0.2m deep. Sub-oval in plan, the cut [9629] had
moderately sloping sides and a flat base. Contained a single mid grey brown silty sand fill
[9628], with moderate small gravels. Finds; flint.

F. 2217. A natural feature, prbably an animal burrow. Contained a single fill [9625], a mid
grey sandy clay with occasional small gravels. Finds; flint, bone, burnt flint.

F. 2218. A small pit, 0.51m long, 0.48m wide and 0.11m deep. Cut [9627] was circular in plan
with moderately sloping sides breaking onto a flat base. Contained a single dark grey silty
sand fill [9628]. Finds; flint.

F. 2219. A posthole, 0.19m long, 0.15m wide and 0.12m deep. Cut [9632] was sub- circular in
plan with moderate to steeply sloping sides and a flat base. Contained a single mid brownish
grey silty sand fill [9631] with rare charcoal flecks. No finds.

F. 2220. A posthole, 0.1m in diameter and 0.11m deep. Cut [9634] is circular in plan with
vertical sides and a flat base. Contained single fill [9633]; a dark grey silty sand. No finds.

F. 2221. A natural feature, probably an animal burrow. Contained a single fill [9635]; a dark
grey loose silty sand. No finds.

F. 2222. A tree throw, 0.99m long, 0.8m wide and excavated to a depth of 0.18m. Cut [9639]
was sub-circular in plan with irregular, poorly defined edges and an irregular base.
Contained a soft light brown silty sand basal fill [9638], overlain by a dark grey sandy silt
secondary fill [9637] with occasional charcoal flecks. No finds.

F. 2223. A small pit, 0.65m long, 0.45 m wide and 0.13m deep. The cut [9641] was oval in plan
with moderately sloping sides and a slightly concave base. Contained a single fill [9640]; a
mid grey silty sand with rare charcoal flecks. No finds.

F. 2224. A tree throw, measuring 1.05m across and 0.23m deep. The cut [9643] was sub-
circular/oval in plan with irregular, poorly defined edges and an irregular base. Contained a
single fill [9642]; a dark grey silty sand. Finds; flint.

F. 2225. A shallow natural hollow, 0.64m in diameter and 0.7m deep. Contained a single
buried soil-derived fill [9644]; a mid grey silty sand with occasional small stones. No finds.

F. 2226. A pit, 1.05m in diameter and 0.38m deep. The cut [9648] was circular in plan with
moderately steeply sloping sides, stepped on the eastern edge, forming a narrow tapered base
and V-shaped profile. Contained a mid greyish brown sandy silt basal fill [9647], overlain by
a slump of mid greyish yellow sand [9653] on its western edge. The upper fill [9646] was a
dark, slightly brownish grey silty sand. Finds; flint.

F. 2227. A small pit, 0.55m in diameter and 0.6m deep. The cut [8650] was sub-circular in plan

with moderately steep sides and a flat base. Contained a single fill [8649]; a mid brownish
grey silty sand. No finds.
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F. 2228. A small pit, 0.74m in diameter and 0.14m deep. The cut [9652] was sub-circular in
plan with moderately sloping sides breaking imperceptibly onto a rounded base. Contained a
single fill [9651]; a mid greyish brown silty sand. Finds; flint.

F. 2229. A small pit, 1.08m in diameter and 0.4m deep. The cut [9656] was circular in plan
with steeply sloping sides and a concave base. Contained a single fill [9655]; a dark brownish
grey silty sand. Finds; flint, pot, bone.

F. 2230. A natural hollow, measuring 1.32m across and 0.22m deep. Contained a single
buried soil-derived fill [9657], a mid grey silty sand. No finds.

F. 2231. A natural hollow, measuring 0.7m in diameter with a depth of 0.21m. Contained a
single buried soil-derived fill [9659], a light grey silty sand. Finds; pot.

F. 2232. A natural hollow, measuring 1.07m across and 90mm deep. Contained a single buried
soil-derived fill [9661], a dark brownish grey silty sand. No finds.

F. 2233. A tree throw, measuring 0.9m long, 0.7m wide and excavated to a depth of 0.25m.
Crescent shaped in plan with a moderately sloping northern edge a poorly defined southern
edge against the edge of up cast tree throw material. Contained basal fill [9664], a mixed
mottled light grey/yellow silty sand, sealed by upper fill [9663], a dark brownish grey silty
sand with occasional charcoal flecks. No finds.

F. 2234. A natural hollow, measuring 0.49m long, 0.32m wide and 0.12m deep. Contained a
single buried soil-derived fill [9666], a soft dark grey silty sand with occasional small stones.
No finds.

F. 2235. A small clay lined pit. The cut [9669] was regular and circular in plan with a diameter
of 0.6m and a depth of 0.22m. The feature had a regular bowl shaped profile with steeply
sloping slightly concave sides and a slightly concave base. The base and pit was lined with a
hard/ stiff greyish blue clay that was reddened in places on its surface. A complete cattle skull
[9670] had been placed in the pit with the base of the skull resting on the clay lining. The
extremities of the skull, including much of the maxilla, was truncated during machining. The
secondary fill [9668] comprised a dark grey silty sand, surrounded the skull. Finds; pot, bone,
burnt clay.

F. 2236. A tree throw measuring 0.87m long, 0.65m wide and excavated to a depth of 0.22m.
The feature [9672] was sub-circular in plan with moderately sloping, somewhat irregular,
sides and a concave base. Contained a single fill [9671], a dark grey silty sand with rare small
gravels. Finds; flint

F. 2237. A small pit containing quantities of burnt stone. The cut [9675] measured 0.65m in
diameter and 0.26m deep and was circular in plan with a regular bowl shaped profile.
Contained a primary fill [9674] comprising a light grey silty sand which was sealed by a
secondary mid grey silty sand fill [9673]. Finds; flint, burnt stone/ flint.

F. 2238. A small pit with a diameter of 0.64m and a depth of 0.2m. The cut [9677] was circular
shape in plan with steeply sloping sides and a flat base. Contained a single dark grey brown
silty sand fill [9676]. Finds; flint, burnt stone.

F. 2239. A small natural hollow 0.75m long, 0.7m wide and 0.1m deep. Contained a single fill
[9678]; a mid grey silty sand. No finds.

F. 2240. A pit, 0.57m in diameter and 0.33m deep. Cut [9681] was circular in plan with steeply
sloping sides onto flat, stepped base. Contained a single light grey silty sand fill [9680] with
rare small gravel inclusions. No finds.

F. 2241. A natural hollow. Contained a single buried soil-derived fill [9682], a light grey silty
sand with occasional small gravels. No finds.

F. 2242. A small pit. With a diameter of 0.62m and a depth of 0.17m . The cut, [9685] was sub-
circular in plan with steeply sloping sides and a flat, slightly rounded base. It contained single
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soft mid brownish grey silty sand fill [9684] with rare charcoal flecks. Finds; flint, pot, burnt
stone/ flint.

F. 2243. A small pit measuring 0.99m long, 0.80m wide and 0.17m deep. The cut [9687] was
sub-circular in plan with moderately sloping sides and a concave base. It contained a single
fill [9686] comprising a mid grey silty sand with occasional small gravels. Finds; flint, burnt
flint.

F. 2245. A tree throw measuring 1.3m long, 0.65m wide excavated to a depth of 0.12m. The
feature [9689] was an irregular oval in plan with shallow, gently sloping sides rounding off a
slightly concave base. It contained a single fill [9688] comprising a light grey silty sand. Finds;
flint, burnt stone.

F. 2246. A small pit measuring 0.44m in diameter and 70mm deep. The cut [9690] was circular
in plan with gently sloping sides and a concave base. It contained a single fill [9690]
comprising a dark grey silty sand. No finds.

F. 2247. A small pit measuring 0.98m long, 0.84m wide and 0.23m deep. The cut [9693] was
sub-circular in plan with moderately sloping sides and a narrow concave base. It contained a
single fill [9692] comprising a dark grey silty sand with occasional charcoal flecks. Finds; flint.

F. 2248. A large pit, possibly a ‘well’, measuring 2.3m in diameter by 1.38m deep. The cut was
sub-circular on plan and had steep - almost vertical towards the base - rounding off to a flat
base. It contained six fills. The primary fill [9717] comprised a light brownish grey sandy silt,
this was overlain by a dark brownish grey silty sand secondary fill [9716] with frequent
charcoal flecks. The tertiary fill [9801] comprised a rusty brown sand, which was overlain by a
bright orange brown silty sand [9715]. He two uppermost fills comprised a mid brownish
grey sandy silt [9714] overlain by a light to mid grey brown sandy silt [9713]. Finds; flint,
bone.

F. 2249. A pit, possibly a small well, measuring 0.78m long, 0.7m wide and 0.45m deep. The
cut [9696] was sub-circular in plan with steep to vertical sides - exhibiting some undercutting
on its eastern side — and a concave base. It contained a basal fill [9695] comprising a light grey
silty sand with lenses and swirls of light yellow sand and dark reddish brown peaty clay.
This was sealed by an upper deposit [9694], consisting of bands of mid to dark reddish brown
peaty clays and lenses/ swirls of light yellow sands. Finds; flint.

F. 2250. A small pit, 0.84m in diameter and 0.45m deep. The cut [9698] was circular in plan
with a steep/ vertical southwestern side and a moderately sloping, stepped northeastern side.
The base of the pit was concave. It contained a single fill [9697], comprising a dark grey silty
sand with frequent charcoal flecks and chunks. Finds; flint, burnt stone.

F. 2251. A small pit, 1m long, 0.59m wide and 0.23m deep. The cut [9701] was oval in plan
with a bowl-shaped profile. It contained a lower fill [9700] comprising a dark brown silty
sand which lay on the base and eastern side of the feature and an upper fill [9699] comprising
a very dark grey silty sand with moderate charcoal flecks. Finds; flint, pot, burnt stone.

F. 2252. A pit, 2.9m long, 2.2m wide and 0.6m deep. The cut [9704] was sub-circular in plan
with somewhat irregular sides, stepped on the northwest, but generally moderately sloping
and breaking sharply onto a flat base. It contained a basal fill [9703] comprising a reddish
brown silty sand with occasional charcoal flecks. This was overlain by a mid brownish grey
silty sand upper fill [9702] with occasional charcoal flecks. Finds; flint, pot, bone.

F. 2253. A clay lined pit measuring 0.7m in diameter by 0.2m deep. The cut [9705] was sub-
circular in plan and had a bowl-shaped profile. The pit was lined with grey clay [9768] c.
20mm thick and contained a single light brown silty sand fill [9706] surrounding a ‘dump” of
burnt stone fragments the largest of which measured 0.28m across. Finds; flint.

F. 2254. A small pit, 0.46m long, 0.26m wide and 0.1m deep. The cut [9707] was oval in plan a

shallow rounded profile. It contained a single fill [9708] comprising a dark grey silty sand
with occasional small gravels and charcoal flecks. Finds; flint bone, burnt stone.
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F. 2255. A pit, 1.05m long, 0.95m wide and 0.3m deep. The cut [9709] was circular in plan with
steeply sloping sides and a slightly rounded base. The basal fill [9724] comprised a mid
orangey brown silty sand and was sealed by a very dark grey silty sand secondary fill [9710]
with moderate charcoal flecks. Finds; flint, pot, bone, burnt stone.

F. 2256. A linear ditch, aligned N-S with an overall length of 15m and an average width of
1.2m. Both terminals and a metre section in the middle of the feature were excavated (Finds;
flint):

The northern terminal was a rounded butt end, the edges were difficult to define, but were
moderately sloping, with a step on the eastern side. The base was narrow and concave. The
cut [9712] contained a single fill [9711], a mixed orange brownish grey silty sand with heavy
orange mottling.

The metre section through the excavated mid way along the ditch (cut [9756]) revealed a
moderate to steep-sided profile with a sharp break of slope leading to a rounded base. It
contained three fills; a reddish brown silty sand primary fill [9755], a grey brown silty sand
secondary fill [9754] and a brownish grey silty sand tertiary fill [9753].

The southern ditch terminal [9752] had a similar profile to the other ditch sections and
contained two fills; a greyish yellow brown sand primary fill [9751] overlain by a greyish
black sandy silt secondary fill [9750].

F. 2257. A small pit, 0.85m long, 0.45m wide and 0.15m deep. The cut [9721] was oval in plan
with moderately sloping sides imperceptibly breaking onto a flat base. It contained a single
fill [9720] comprising a mid grey brown silty sand. No finds.

F. 2258. A large pit, possibly a ‘well” or watering hole, measuring 2.25m in diameter by 0.86m
deep. The cut [9727] was circular in plan with moderate to steep sides and a slightly rounded,
uneven base. The edges of the pit were uneven, ‘undercutting’ in places, suggesting the pit
had held water in the past. The natural geology at the base of the pit comprised a large ‘lens’
of bluish grey clay (initially thought to be a lining) within the surrounding gravel. The pit
contained a sequence of nine fills which are described, from the base upward, below (Finds;
worked wood, bone, flint, burnt stone):

[9765] A bluish grey silty sand primary fill

[9764] An orange brown sand

[9763] A pale grey silty sand with flecks of yellow/orange sand

[9726] A ver dark grey silty sand with lumps of bluish grey clay (redeposited natural)
[9725] A reddish/greyish brown silty sand

[9762] A pale grey silty sand with flecks of orange/yellow sand

[9761] A dark grey sandy clayey silt with thin bands of yellow orange sand.

[9760] A dark grey sandy clayey silt with thin bands of yellow orange sand.

[9759] A dark grey slightly sandy silty clay.

F. 2259. A posthole, 0.45m in diameter and 0.38m deep. The cut [9723] was circular in plan
with vertical sides and a sharp break of slope onto a flat base. Contained a single fill [9722]
comprising a hard mid reddish orange silty sand, equivalent to the ubiquitous orange
mineralization/iron pan seen elsewhere on site. No finds.

F. 2260. A possible small pit, 0.5m in length by 0.15m by 0.08m deep. The cut [9729] was sub-
oval in plan with a shallow rounded profile. Contained a single light grey yellow sand fill
[9729]. Finds; pot, bone.

F. 2261. A pit, 0.93m in length by 0.5 wide and 0.19m deep. The cut [9733] was sub-circular in
plan with a rounded profile. Contained three fills; a grey silty sand primary fill [9732], a
compacted yellow sand secondary fill [9731] and a dark grey silty sand tertiary fill [9730]. The
pit truncated pit F.2260. Finds; pot.

F. 2262. A pit measuring 1.75m in length by 1.5m wide by 0.45m deep. The cut [9738] was

circular in plan with moderate to steep sides breaking sharply on to a slightly rounded base.
It contained four fills; a grey yellow silty sand primary fill [9737], a light grey silty sand
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secondary fill [9736], a compacted sandy gravel tertiary fill [9735] and a dark grey silty sand
upper fill [9734]. Finds; flint.

F. 2263. A clay-lined pit to adjacent to burnt stone/flint spread F.2202. The pit measured 1.1m
by 1.1m by 0.46m deep. The cut [9744] was circular in plan with steep sides breaking sharply
on to a flat base. The clay-lining [9743] comprised a clean grey silty clay with orange patches.
Within the clay-lining the pit contained two further fills; a dark grey sandy silt ‘primary’ fill
with occasional gravel inclusions [9742] overlain by a buried soil-derived dark grey — mottled
with orange - sandy silty secondary fill. Finds; flint, bone, burnt stone/ flint.

F. 2267. A small pit measuring 0.5m in length, 0.36m wide and 0.18m deep. The cut [9758] was
sub-circular in plan with a rounded profile. It contained a single mid orage grey silty sand fill
[9758]. No finds.

F. 2268. A pit, 0.74m long, 0.61m wide and 0.22m deep. The cut [9767] was circular in plan
with moderately sloping sides and a rounded base. It contained a single fill [9766] comprising
a dark grey silty sand with occasional small gravels, charcoal flecks and small fragments of
burnt clay. Finds; flint, Beaker pot, burnt clay.

F. 2269. A natural hollow, measuring 0.69m long, 0.51m wide and 0.13m deep. Contained a
orange brown sand primary fill [9769], overlain by a dark grey silty sand secondary fill [9770].
Finds; pot ,bone, burnt clay, burnt stone.

F. 2270. A natural hollow, measuring 0.56m long, 0.40m wide and 0.14m deep. Contained a
orange brown sand primary fill [9772], overlain by a dark grey silty sand secondary fill [9773].
Finds; pot, bone, burnt stone.

F. 2271. A small pit/posthole measuring 0.4m in diameter by 0.15m deep. The cut [9776] was
circular in plan with steep sides and a flat base. It contained a single mid brownish grey silty
sand fill [9776]. No finds.

F. 2272. A small posthole. The cut [9778] measured 0.17m in diameter by 0.08m deep.
Contained a single fill [9777] comprising a mid brownish grey silty sand. No finds.

F. 2273. A pit measuring 1.5m long, 0.97m wide and 0.2m deep. The cut [9782] was oval in
plan and had a shallow bowl shaped profile. It contained two fills; a mid brownish grey silty
sand primary fill [9780] and a light grey yellow silty sand secondary fill [9782]. No finds.

F. 2274. A pit measuring 0.8m in diameter by 0.21m deep. The cut [9785] was circular in plan
with a bowl-shaped profile. It contained two fills; a mid to dark brownish grey silty sand
primary fill [9783] and a light greyish yellow silty sand secondary fill [9784]. No finds.

F. 2275. A tree throw measuring 1.6m across by 0.3m deep. Contained two fills; a mid grey
sandy silt primary fill [9787] and a mid to dark grey sandy silt secondary fill [9788]. Finds;
flint, bone, burnt flint.

F. 2276. A small pit measuring 0.53m in diameter by 0.13m deep. The cut [9794] was sub-
circular in plan with a bowl-shaped profile. It contained a single dark brownish grey silty
sand fill [9793]. No finds.

F. 2277. A large modern quarry, sub-circular in plan. It contained a mixed fill of redeposited
topsoil and subsoil and was clearly a post-Medieval / modern feature. Unexcavated.
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Sample No. 9 21 10 1 4 27 5 7 11 15 22 23 26 28
Context No. 9710 9684 9699 9602 9606 9621 9668 9741 9706 9725 9751 9718
Feature No. 2255 2242 2251 2204 2205 2213 2235 2263 2253 2258 2202 2202 2256 2248
Feature type Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit CLP CLP P/W BS BS Ditch Pit/well
Date L.Neo L.Neo | LN/EBA | Beaker | Beaker | Beaker LBA U/D U/D U/D U/D U/D U/D U/D
Cereals

Hordeum sp. (grains) X X

Triticum sp. (grains) X

Cereal indet. (grains) X

Dry land herbs

Brassicaceae indet. XW

Carduus sp. XW

Chenopodiaceae indet. XW XW

Cirsium sp. XW

Fallopia convolvulus (L.)A.Love XW

Galium sp. XW

G. aparine L. X X

Persicaria maculosa/lapathifolia XXW

Plantago major L. XW

Small Poaceae indet. XXW

Large Poaceae indet. XW

Polygonum aviculare L. X XW

Potentilla anserina L. XW

Ranunculus acris/repens/bulbosus XXW

Rumex sp. XXXW

Solanum sp. X

Stellaria graminea L. XW

S. media (L.)Vill XW

Wetland/aquatic plants

Barbarea sp. XW

Eleocharis sp. XW




Sample No. 9 21 10 1 4 27 5 7 11 15 22 23 26 28
Context No. 9710 9684 9699 9602 9606 9621 9668 9741 9706 9725 9751 9718
Feature No. 2255 2242 2251 2204 2205 2213 2235 2263 2253 2258 2202 2202 2256 2248
Feature type Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit Pit CLP CLP P/W BS BS Ditch Pit/well
Date L.Neo L.Neo | LN/EBA | Beaker | Beaker | Beaker LBA Uu/D Uu/D Uu/D Uu/D U/D Uu/D Uu/D
Juncus sp. XXW

Mentha sp. XW

Oenanthe aquatica (L.)Poiret xcfw

Ranunculus subg. Batrachium (DC)A.Gray XXW

Rorippa nasturtium-aquaticum (L.)Hayek XW

Sparganium erectum L. xcf

Tree/shrub macrofossils

Corylus avellana L. X X XX X

Rubus sect. Glandulosus Wimmer & Grab XW

Sambucus nigra L. XW

Other plant macrofossils

Charcoal <2mm XXXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXXX XXXX XX X XXXX XXXX X XXX
Charcoal >2mm XXXX XX XX XX X XX XX XXX X X XXX XX X
Charcoal >5mm XX X X XX X X

Charred root/stem X X X X X X
Waterlogged / de-watered root/stem XXXX XXXX

Wood frags.<10mm XXW XXW

Wood frags.>10mm XW XW

Indet,culm node frags. X

Indet.fruit/ nut frags. X

Indet.seeds X X X XW X X X X
Indet.twigs XW

Woodland/shade loving species

Carychium sp. X
Clausilia sp. X
Discus rotundatus X




Sample No.

21

10

27

11

15

22

23

26

28

Context No.

9710

9684

9699

9602

9606

9621

9668

9741

9706

9725

9751

9718

Feature No.

2255

2242

2251

2204

2205

2213

2235

2263

2253

2258

2202

2202

2256

2248

Feature type

Pit

Pit

Pit

Pit

Pit

Pit

Pit

CLP

CLP

P/W

BS

BS

Ditch

Pit/well

Date

L.Neo

L.Neo

LN/EBA

Beaker

Beaker

Beaker

LBA

U/D

U/D

U/D

U/D

U/D

U/D

U/D

Other remains

Black porous 'cokey' material

Bone

Burnt/fired clay

XX

XX

Burnt stone

Cladoceran ephippia

Fish bone

Mineralised root channels

Mineralised soil concretions

XXX

XXX

Small mammal/amphibian bones

X

Waterlogged arthropod remains

XX

Sample volume (litres)

16

14

10

10

19

8

27

32

15

0.5

58

15

12

17

Volume of flot (litres)

0.1

<0.1

<0.1

<0.1

<0.1

<0.1

<0.1

0.1

0.4

0.1

0.1

<0.1

<0.1

<0.1

% flot sorted

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

25%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

Table 21. Ecofacts and other remains from bulk soil samples. Key: x = 1 — 10 specimens

specimens w = de-watered / waterlogged
Neolithic EBA = Early BronzeAge LBA = Late Bronze Age

cf = compare

CLP = clay lined pit

P/W = pit/well

xx = 11 - 50 specimens

xxx = 51 - 100 specimens
U/D =undated BS =burnt spread L.Neo/LN = Late

xxxx = 100+
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