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Summary

Between September 2017 and March 2018 Oxford Archaeology East (OA East)
carried out two separate phases of excavation at land at Eye Airfield Industrial
Estate, near Yaxley in Suffolk. The locations of each excavation area were
based on the results of previous stages of evaluation (conducted by OA East in
June 2017). Areas 2A and 2B (totalling 0.451ha) were located immediately due
north of Castleton Way and immediately due east of the A140 roadway.
Excavation was undertaken between 25th September — 22nd October 2017.
Following this, Area 3 (totalling 1.53ha) was stripped and excavated between
6th November 2017 and 20th March 2018, located in the north of the
development area and immediately to the east of the old runway.

The excavations revealed remains spanning the Bronze Age through to the
post-medieval period. Phase 1 represented Bronze Age activity, which
included the remnants of a burnt flint mound, encountered in the south-east
corner of Area 3. The principal features associated with this burnt mound
included a large pond and a series of pits cut within the silting horizons of the
pond. In addition, a spread of burnt flint was identified, first observed in the
topsoil, but also recovered as residual material in Romano-British features.
The pond itself had evidently infilled slowly, the water level gradually rising,
with pits located further inside and down the bank of the pond itself when the
water table had been lower. Pollen evidence showed that the pond had been
open when the surrounding land had been open grassland, and not secluded
woodland.

Phase 2 represented initial occupation (Latest Iron Age and Early Romano-
British) and was restricted to the western half of Area 3. Four roundhouse
eaves drip gullies were uncovered alongside smaller structures, indicated by
smaller ring-gullies and postholes.

There was an increase in activity during Phase 3 (Early — Mid Romano-British).
In Area 2B, three identifiable enclosure systems were discovered alongside a
north to south running track/droveway. In Area 3, the roundhouses were
replaced by enclosures and track/droveways alongside structures and
numerous pits and postholes. Seven identifiable enclosures were identified,
which all shared similar orientations, whilst a track/droveway crossed Area 3
in a broadly east to west orientation. Four identifiable groups of post and stake
holes were also encountered, indicating the presence of structures.
Additionally, two large spreads of dumped domestic waste were located
towards the middle of the area, as well as a myriad of small and large pits. The
ceramic evidence suggests a peak in the Mid-Roman period, after which the
level of activity appears to decline somewhat after the later 2nd century AD,
continuing to a lesser degree into the 3rd century AD.

Areas 2A and 3 both contained rectilinear enclosures dating to Phase 4 (Mid —
Late Romano-British), although compared to the previous phase there was a

©O0xford Archaeology Ltd vii 28 January 2020
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decrease in activity on site. In Area 2A, a series of enclosures was formed for
the first time. In Area 3, a rectilinear ditch system was formed, truncating
smaller enclosures and structures from Phase 3.

Phase 5 represented field systems and small-scale pitting activities dating to
the medieval and post-medieval periods. Area 2B contained a very large north
to south orientated ditch and a smaller east to west ditch. In Area 3, the same
north to south aligned ditch systems were apparent, with one very large ditch
effectively separating Area 3 into two unequal parts. Instances of early and
high medieval pottery in most of the contexts containing post-Roman ceramics
may suggest that the wares were in use at this site in the same phase of
activity, perhaps indicating that activity was most intensive in the 12th-13th
centuries.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background

1.1.1 Between September 2017 and March 2018 Oxford Archaeology East (OA East) carried
out a programme of archaeological excavation on land at Eye Airfield Industrial Estate,
Yaxley, Suffolk (Fig. 1; TM 1255 7461).

1.1.2 The excavation was commissioned by Drax Power Ltd in compliance with Development
Consent Order (DCO) 2015, Scheduled 2.9. Previous work in the form of a trial trench
evaluation was undertaken in 2017 (Gilmour 2017) which demonstrated the presence
of archaeological remains on the proposed site. As such, a brief was set by Rachael
Abraham outlining the Local Authority’s requirements for work. A written scheme of
investigation (WSI) for Stage 3 was produced by OA detailing the methods by which OA
proposed to meet the requirements of the brief (Brudenell 2017).

1.1.3 The first part of archaeological investigation was undertaken between 25th September
and the 22nd October 2017 in the southern part of the development scheme, along
the proposed cable route corridor. Previous trenched evaluation in this area had
identified a series of Romano-British features, including a possible oven and various
boundary ditches. Two small areas of excavation were required (Area 2a and 2b),
revealing Romano-British field enclosures and ditched field systems.

1.1.4 The second stage of work was undertaken between 6th November 2017 and 20th
March 2018, on an area of arable land totalling 1.53ha in the north-eastern corner of
the site (Area 3). The excavations were initially focused on a burnt mound (Area 3a;
0.21ha) and an area of Romano-British settlement activity (Area 3b; 0.95ha) revealed
during the trench evaluation (Gilmour 2017). These were subsequently joined, with
the excavation extended in the south-west to reveal the full core of the settlement.
The features revealed during the excavation included a Bronze Age pond, an early
Romano-British settlement with associated roundhouses, broadly contemporary
rectilinear field system and accompanying temporary structures. Small scale medieval
pitting activity was present thereafter, along with a large post-medieval ditch
effectively dividing the excavation area unequally into two.

1.1.5 This assessment has been conducted in accordance with the principles identified in
Historic England’s guidance documents Management of Research Projects in the
Historic Environment, specifically The MoRPHE Project Manager’s Guide (2015) and
PPN3 Archaeological Excavation (2008).

1.2 Geology and topography

1.2.1 The excavation areas are located to the east of the A140, on the Eye Airfield Industrial
Estate, Yaxley, Suffolk, on flat agricultural ground, at a height of approximately 48m
OD.

1.2.2 Area 2 (centred TM 12688 74259) was located in the south of the development area.
It was bordered by Castleton Way to the south and farmland to the north, east and
west. It was divided into two small areas (Area 2a and 2b), totalling 0.45ha (Area 2a
covered 0.226ha and Area 2b encompassed 0.225ha).

©O0xford Archaeology Ltd 1 28 January 2020
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1.2.3 Area 3 (centred TM 13186 75002) was located in the north-east corner of the
development area and totalled 1.53ha. It was bordered by Potash Lane to the west,
farmland to the south and by factories and industrial units to the north and east.

1.2.4 The underlying geology of the proposed development site comprises Crag Group
Bedrock - Sand. Superficial deposits comprise Lowestoft Formation Diamicton (till with
outwash sand and gravel deposits) (http://www.bgs.ac.uk/
discoveringGeology/geologyOfBritain/viewer.html accessed 20th April 2018).

1.3 Archaeological background

1.3.1 The following section provides a brief summary of the archaeological background for
the area surrounding the site. It is drawn from the WSI (Wiseman and Brudenell 2017,
4-5) and the evaluation report of Stage 2 (YAX 040, Gilmour 2017) with additions.
Selected entries from the Suffolk Historic Environment Record (HER) are referenced in
the text; those in bold are also referenced in Figure 2, whilst those not in bold are in
the wider landscape.

Prehistoric

1.3.2 Stray worked flint artefacts have been found within the wider landscape surrounding
the site, including a scraper, a hand axe (HER: EYE 128) a polished flint axe (HER: YAX
007) and an arrowhead (Gilmour 2017). Archaeological evaluation trenches at Area 3
revealed the remains of a prehistoric burnt mound surrounding a large natural pond
feature (Gilmour 2017). At the time it was tentatively dated to the Early Bronze Age
and was associated with pits and a large spread of burnt flint, most of which was
residual in Roman features. The burnt mound was found immediately below the
plough-soil and was associated with a surface scatter of burnt flint covering an area of
c. 144m2.

1.3.3 Arecent evaluation was also carried out in the south-east part of Eye Airfield (HER: EYE
123; Stocks-Morgan 2015, 26-27). The earliest recorded features in the evaluation
comprised six postholes, ascribed to a possible Early Neolithic settlement site. Early
and Middle Iron Age occupation was present in two forms, the first being a trackway
aligned north to south, for which there was evidence of metalling in the form of a
remnant of a cobbled surface, and also in the form of a series of discrete and dispersed
pits and postholes.

1.3.4 Further prehistoric remains have also been revealed at excavations at Hartismere High
School, to the south-east of the airfield on the edge of Eye (HER: EYE 083, Caruth and
Goffin 2012: 23-29; EYE 094, Craven 2012: 20-21). These include Earlier Neolithic pits,
Early Bronze Age cremations and Late Bronze Age settlement remains.

Romano-British

1.3.5 Thesite lies to the east of the A140, the line of which follows the route of the Pye Road
(BRM 011); a Roman road between Scole Bridge and Yaxley. Stage 2 evaluation works
revealed two areas of Roman activity at the site (Gilmour 2017). The first included a
possible kiln or oven flue, potentially an area of industrial activity. The second
comprised a scatter of ditches and pits and is likely to represent the remains of a small
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1.3.6

1.3.7

1.3.8

1.3.9

1.3.10

1.3.11

rural farmstead. Pottery from these two areas spanned the entire Romano-British
period, but with two apparent peaks in activity between AD 40-100 and AD 150-300.

Romano-British remains are now known from recent evaluation works on Eye Airfield
(YAX 041, Kwiatkowska 2018), located between the two areas of investigation of this
project, to the north of Area 2. The evaluation identified remains of a possible small,
rural Roman farmstead and a field division system.

In the wider landscape Roman pottery and metalwork have been recovered to the west
and north-west of the site (HER: YAX 002, YAX 005, YAX 006; TDE 004; TDE 017).
Excavations at Hartismere High School, to the south-east of the airfield, have also
revealed a sequence of Late Roman occupation beginning in the 3rd century and
lasting through to the 5th century (HER: EYE 083, Caruth and Goffin 2012: 29-31; EYE
094, Craven 2012: 22-33). The evidence recorded indicates Roman settlement within
a field system, based upon and respecting two natural hollows.

Anglo-Saxon and medieval

A major Early Anglo-Saxon settlement with an associated cemetery is known from
archaeological investigations around Hartismere High School, c. 1km east-south-east
of Area 2B (HER: EYE 083, Caruth and Goffin, 2012: 31-51), and land in the south-
eastern part of Eye Airfield (HER: EYE 123, Stocks-Morgan 2015). The Hartismere site
has been subject to excavation, revealing a swathe of sunken featured buildings (SFBs),
post-built structures and pits. The associated cemetery area was identified by metal
detector finds of Early Saxon brooches, with trial trenching subsequently identifying
three graves and a horse burial (Stocks-Morgan 2015: 27-28). An Early Saxon small long
brooch was found during metal detecting to the south-east of the airfield (HER: EYE
051).

Within the wider area, a number of medieval sites are known. The village of Eye (c.
2km to the south-east) is mentioned in the Doomsday Book, along with the nearby
settlements of Thrandeston, Yaxley and Brome, suggesting they were established
settlements by 1086. Eye Castle was built in 1066-71 by William Malet, a Norman
baron who came to England with William the Conqueror. His son, Robert, founded the
Benedictine Priory of Eye in 1086-7. The village of Yaxley developed along the line of
the former Roman road (BRM 011) and evidence for the medieval expansion of the
village has been found close to the historic core (YAX 001, YAX 020, YAX 036).

Stray finds of medieval pottery and pieces of metalwork have been recovered to the
west of the site (HER: YAX 003, YAX 004), whilst the recent trial trench evaluation c.
700m to the north-east revealed ditches suggestive of a small area of 12th century
settlement (YAX 040, Gilmour 2017). The fills of the ditches yielded pottery and an
abundance of charred cereals including free-threshing wheat, barley, rye and oats. The
settlement was located on the southern fringes of Brome Common, a former medieval
Green site shown on Hodskinson's map of Suffolk dated 1783 (TDE 016).

Post-medieval

Trial trenching for Stages 1 and 2 of the project revealed a series of post-medieval and
undated ditches (HER: YAX 035, Clarke 2014; YAX 040, Gilmour 2017). A number of
these ditches corresponded to linear anomalies mapped by geophysical survey (Ladd
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2014) and aligned with boundaries depicted on the 1839 Yaxley and Eye Tithe maps.
Finds from the ditches were scarce, but a few sherds dating from the 16th to 19th
centuries were recovered.

Recent evaluation works at the Eye Airfield Industrial Estate (YAX 041, Kwiatkowska
2018) revealed evidence of post-medieval activity, including a series of post-medieval
ditches that corresponded with linear anomalies recorded by the geophysical survey,
and a system of field boundaries depicted on historic maps between 1839-1942. The
evaluation also uncovered the footings and demolition spread of ‘Red Barn’; a former
19th century agricultural building/farm demolished as part of the construction of the
airfield in 1942. A further post-medieval boundary was found to the east of the recent
evaluation works (HER: YAX 039).

Post-medieval remains have also been uncovered within the historic core of Yaxley
(HER: YAX 019, YAX 020, YAX 036).

Modern

Eye Airfield was constructed in 1942 and was built by US Army engineers (HER: EYE
072). Construction required the demolition of all residences within its footprint,
including Red Barn, and the removal of all field boundaries (although the boundaries
can still be seen in aerial photographs as late as the 1960s). The airfield opened in
spring 1944 and was used by the United States Army Air Force (USAAF) until 1945,
whereupon it was transferred to the control of the Royal Air Force.

The Eye Railway Branch line, opened in 1867 and dismantled in 1965, extends east to
west, to the south of the airfield (HER: EYE 135).

Previous work

Previous work undertaken for the project includes a geophysical survey of the
development area in 2014 (Bartlett 2014). This identified areas of archaeological
potential in the north-western and south-eastern corners of the DCO site. A historic
field boundary survey was also carried out, which concluded that the existing field
system may have pre-dated the Roman Road (BRM 011) and may have its origins in
prehistory (Ladd 2014).

The limited Stage 1 evaluation of the site (YAX 035) revealed ditches and former field
boundaries dating to the Anglo-Saxon, early medieval and post-medieval periods, and
an undated pit.

The Stage 2 evaluation (YAX 040, Gilmour 2017) was more comprehensive, revealing
extensive, if somewhat dispersed, archaeology across the site. This was then more fully
revealed in the current excavation (described in this report). Area 2A was positioned
over the location of evaluation Trench 41 where two archaeological features were
found. Ditch 199 was present along with feature 259, which had natural clay around
its edge that had been altered by intense heat and was thought to represent part of
an oven, hearth or kiln structure. Area 2b was positioned over evaluation Trenches 5
and 45 in order to investigate a geophysical survey anomaly in the shape of a
curvilinear feature (thus plausibly suggesting the presence of an Iron Age ring gully)
and also a ditch (209), which contained sherds of pottery dating from both the Roman
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and medieval periods. Pottery from these two areas spanned the entire Romano-
British period, but with two apparent peaks in activity between AD 40-100 and AD 150-
300.

1.4.4 Area 3 was positioned over evaluation Trenches 76, 77, 80, 84-86 and 89.
Investigations within Trench 77 revealed the presence of a large pond area.
Immediately north of this trench, on the field surface itself, lay evidence of a burnt
mound, which spread out over an area measuring approximately 25m in diameter.
These mounds are generally attributed to the Bronze Age period and contain large
guantities of burnt flint and charcoal. They are commonly discovered near to sources
of water. Collectively, both the pond and the burnt flint scatter indicated the presence
of Bronze Age remains. Investigations within Trenches 76, 80, 84-86 and 89 showed
evidence of Romano-British features in the form of ditches and pits. Their proximity to
both the pond and indeed the Roman road that closely follows the route of the modern
day A140 (situated c. 450m away to the west) suggested at the very least a form of
land management system occurring here and at best, the possibility of some form of
settlement. It has already been mentioned that there was a great deal of evidence for
Roman activity in Eye, with Roman finds and archaeological features having been
found at Hartismere High School situated a few miles to the east as well as Hartismere
Hospital nearby. The evaluation trenches located within the limits of Area 3 indicated
the possibility of widespread archaeological remains that pointed to continual
settlement or human activity dating from the Bronze Age period through to the
Romano-British era.

1.4.5 Evidence of early medieval activity was revealed in the far north-east corner of the
site. The density of ditches suggests a small area of 12th century settlement. The
settlement was located on the southern fringes of Brome Common, a former medieval
Green site shown on Hodskinson's map of Suffolk dated 1783. Across the rest of the
site a series of post-medieval and undated ditches were revealed. A number of these
corresponded to linear anomalies mapped by geophysical survey and aligned with
boundaries depicted on the 1839 Yaxley and Eye Tithe maps.

1.4.6 Other pieces of fieldwork which did not uncover archaeological remains have been
undertaken on the airfield (HER: ESF20841 and ESF20228)

1.5 Original research aims and objectives

1.5.1 A series of project research aims and objectives were outlined in the Stage 3 Written
Scheme of Investigation (WSI; Brudenell 2017), based upon the results of the Stage 2
evaluation (Gilmour 2017). These have provided a framework for the excavations and
inform the assessment of the results in this report. The objectives can be separated
into a series of generic excavation aims common to most projects (which focus on
defining the date and form of evidence) and a set of more specific Area/period-based
research questions. These are outlined below.

Area and period-specific research aims

Area 2 — Roman
1. What was the nature of Roman activity in Area 2?
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2. Was this an area of industrial activity away from the focus of settlement?

Area 3 — Prehistoric, Roman and medieval

3. What date is the burnt mound, and what activities were being conducted on
and around it? Is there evidence for the repeated use of the burnt mound?

4. What was the immediate landscape like when the burnt mound was in use?

5. What was the status of the Roman settlement in Area 3, and how did this relate
to the Roman archaeology in the surrounding landscape?

6. What was the nature of medieval occupation in Area 3? Why is there an
abundance of charred cereal form the features at this location? To what extent
can occupation be linked to the medieval Green of Brome Common, and does
this help us to understand the origin of the common and the organisation of the
surrounding medieval landscape?

Regional Research frameworks

1.5.2 The original research aims will be considered, evaluated and updated as part of the
assessment process in this report (see Section 6). This will ensure that they contribute
to the goals of the following Regional Research Frameworks relevant to this area:

Research and Archaeology: A Framework for the Eastern counties: 1. Resource
Assessment (Glazebrook 1997, East Anglian Archaeology Occasional Papers 3);

Research and Archaeology: A Framework for the Eastern counties: 2. Research Agenda
and Strategy (Brown & Glazebrook 2000, East Anglian Archaeology Occasional Papers
8); and

Research and Archaeology Revisited: A Revised Framework for the East of England
(Medlycott 2011, East Anglian Archaeology Occasional Papers 24).

1.6 Fieldwork methodology

1.6.1 The methodology followed that detailed in the WSI (Brudenell 2017), resulting in the
soil stripping and excavation of an area totalling 1.97ha (Area 2a covering 0.226ha,
Area 2b encompassing 0.225ha and Area 3 encompassing 1.53ha). The areas were
machine stripped to the level of natural geology or the archaeological horizon;
whichever was encountered first.

1.6.2 Before spoil stripping occurred a 2m? chequerboard grid measuring 12m x 12m was
set out across the plough-soil above the burnt mound in Area 3 (Plate 1), immediately
due north of evaluation Trench 77 and due south of Trench 87 (see Fig. 7 and WSI,
Brudenell 2017). Ten litres of plough-soil from each square was collected and dry-
sieved through a 1.5cm mesh to record the weight and density of burnt flint in this
horizon.

1.6.3 Machine excavation was carried out by a tracked 360 type excavator using a 2m wide
flat bladed ditching bucket under constant supervision of a suitably qualified and
experienced archaeologist.

©O0xford Archaeology Ltd 6 28 January 2020



>

oxford

Progress Power Project, Eye Airfield, Eye, Suffolk v.2

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

1.6.5 All archaeological features and deposits were recorded using OA East's pro-forma
sheets. Trench locations, plans and sections were recorded at appropriate scales and
colour and monochrome photographs were taken of all relevant features and deposits.

1.6.6 Atotal of 165 bulk samples were taken from the excavated features along with six sub-
samples taken for pollen assessment, one sample as a monolith tin sample and 15 2L
grab samples from waterhole 1733. The bulk samples each totalled between 10-40L
and were processed by flotation at OA East's environmental processing facility at
Bourn, Cambridgeshire.

1.6.7 Site conditions were generally poor. Prior to December 2017, site work progressed in
very cold, dry conditions, punctuated by episodes of rain and snow flurries. In early
2018, weather conditions deteriorated with persistent heavy rain causing flooding
across the clay soils of Area 3. The water table rose within 0.4m of the saturated,
stripped ground surface, and large pools of standing water and washed-in silt covered
parts of the site. Water-management through machine-cut sumps, dams and pumping
made excavation possible, but ground conditions remained extremely poor. Feature
visibility was impacted upon, and relationships were difficult to define in excavation.
The greatest impact was on the excavation of pond 585 located toward the eastern
end of Area 3. This proved impossible to pump out, and therefore hand excavation,
sampling and recording was severely restricted.

©O0xford Archaeology Ltd 7 28 January 2020



>

oxford

Progress Power Project, Eye Airfield, Eye, Suffolk v.2

2 FACTUAL DATA: STRATIGRAPHY

2.1 Introduction

2.1.1 The preliminary phasing of the site is presented below. The phasing is based on a
combination of stratigraphy and spatial associations, with dating provided by stratified
artefacts, primarily pottery.

2.1.2 Summary descriptions of the features identified, and artefacts recovered, are given in
this section supplemented by a context inventory in Appendix A and artefact
assessments in Appendix B. Full feature descriptions will be included in the analysis
report; the aim here is to characterise the archaeological remains and provide an
overview of the results. The composition of deposits (fills of features and layers) were
homogenous across the site, comprising un-modified silty clays, typically mid brown
or mid grey brown in colour and often difficult to differentiate from the natural
geology. Therefore, fill descriptions are kept to a minimum in the feature descriptions
below.

2.1.3 An overview of the excavation results is shown in Figures 3 and 5. Excavation plans of
Areas 2-3 with preliminary phasing are presented in Figures 4 and 6-12. Selected
sections are included in Figure 14.

2.1.4 Five main phases of activity have been identified:

Phase 1 Bronze Age (c. 2500 — 800 BC)

Phase 2 Latest Iron Age and Early Romano-British (c. mid 1st to early 2nd
century AD)

Phase 3 Early to Mid Romano-British (c. early to late 2nd century AD)

Phase 4 Mid to Late Romano-British (c. late 2nd to early 4th century AD)

Phase 5 Medieval and post-medieval (c. AD 1066 — ¢.1750)

2.2 Overview of results (Fig. 2)

2.2.1 The archaeological works uncovered evidence for activity spanning the Bronze Age to
the post-medieval periods and will be covered in detail below. The phases are detailed
in brief here:

Phase 1: Bronze Age

2.2.2 Phase 1 represented Bronze Age activity, which included the remnants of a burnt flint
mound, encountered in the south-east corner of Area 3. The principal features
associated with this burnt mound included a large pond and a series of pits cut within
the silting horizons of the pond. In addition, a spread of burnt flint was identified, first
observed in the topsoil, but also recovered as residual material in Romano-British
features. The pond itself had evidently infilled slowly, the water level gradually rising,
with pits located further inside and down the bank of the pond itself when the water
table had been lower. Pollen evidence showed that the pond had been open when the
surrounding land had been open grassland, and not secluded woodland. The pitting
evidence from this phase links neatly to the residual cracked and burnt flint found
commonly in features throughout Area 3, which showed a general background
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presence from the prehistoric period in this location. A water source such as this was
undoubtedly likely to attract both human and animal activity.

Phase 2: Latest Iron Age and Early Roman

2.2.3 Phase 2 represented initial occupation and was restricted to the western half of Area
3. Roundhouse eaves drip gullies were uncovered alongside smaller structures,
indicated by smaller ring-gullies and postholes. A large ditch ran north-east to south-
west, separating Roundhouse 1 from Roundhouses 3 and 4, as well as the
northernmost structures, while also cutting through Roundhouse 2. This suggested a
sub-phase of occupation whereby the area around Roundhouse 2 was occupied and
then abandoned for a location only 20m to the west.

Phase 3: Early to Mid Roman

2.2.4 There was an increase in activity during Phase 3. In Area 2B, three identifiable
enclosure systems were discovered alongside a north to south running track/droveway
that was situated on the eastern side of the excavation area. In Area 3, the
roundhouses were replaced by enclosure systems and track/drove ways alongside
temporary structures and numerous pits and postholes. Seven identifiable enclosures
were identified, which all shared similar orientations. These appeared also to respect
a track/droveway that crossed Area 3 in a broadly east to west orientation. Four
identifiable groups of post and stake holes were also encountered, indicating the
presence of small fence lines and possible animal pens. Additionally, two large spreads
of dumped domestic waste were located towards the middle of the area, as well as a
myriad of small and large pits.

Phase 4: Mid to Late Roman

Areas 2A and 3 both contained rectilinear enclosures dating to Phase 4, although
compared to the previous phase there was a decrease in activity on site. In Area 2A, a
series of enclosure/field systems were formed for the first time, post-dating the
features originating in Area 2B to the east. Hitherto in this area, no other
archaeological features had been present. In Area 3, an extensive rectilinear ditch
system was formed, truncating smaller enclosures and structures from Phase 3.

Phase 5: medieval and post-medieval

2.2.5 Phase5represented field systems and small-scale pitting activities post-dating the Late
Roman period. Area 2B contained a very large north to south orientated ditch that was
fed by a smaller east to west ditch, believed to demarcate field boundaries/drainage
for the surrounding farm land. Large spreads of dark clay were seen at the north-
western edge, either indicating colluvial wash nestled in a topographic hollow in the
landscape or indicating a large water feature, similar to the pond from Phase 1. In Area
3, the same north to south aligned ditch systems were apparent, with one very large
ditch effectively separating Area 3 into two unequal parts. This ditch was seen to spill
out into the pond area from Phase 1. Again, these ditches collectively marked out a
field system, the focus also being on providing adequate drainage to surrounding
fields.
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2.3 Phase 1 - Bronze Age (c. 2500 — 800 BC) (Fig. 6-7)

Area 3

2.3.1 The remnants of a burnt flint mound, broadly dated to the earlier Bronze Age, were
encountered in the south-east corner of Area 3. The principal cut features associated
with this burnt mound included a large pond (585, see below) and a series of pits cut
within the silting horizons of the pond. In addition, a spread of calcined flint was
identified, which was first observed during the evaluation in the topsoil. Prior to topsoil
stripping for Area 3, a 2m? chequerboard grid measuring 12m x 12m was set out across
the plough-soil directly above the burnt mound, to record the weight and density of
burnt flint in the topsoil (see Fig. 7 and Plate 1). This systematic sampling yielded a
substantial assemblage of 1413g of unworked burnt flint (396 pieces; Appendix B.4).
During the excavation burnt flint was also recovered as residual material in Roman pits,
ditches, and postholes, particularly in the same locale as the burnt mound (Plate 4). In
total, almost 7kg of unworked burnt flint were hand-recovered and significantly, four
interventions within Enclosure 10 (517, 521, 531, 535), a Phase 3 enclosure in the same
location as the truncated burnt mound, produced quantities of burnt flint in excess of
400g (Appendix B.4).

2.3.2 The dating and function of this complex is problematic, partly because the pond itself
underwent a complex history of re-working and infilling and partly because the spread
of burnt flint was heavily truncated and dispersed by the subsequent Roman activity.
A radiocarbon date was recovered from an early deposit within the pond (see 2.3.7
below and Appendix C.7) and questions regarding function are addressed in the
Updated Project Design (Section 6).

2.3.3 Pond 585 itself (same as 1930; Fig. 15, Section 311; Plate 2) appeared to be a large,
natural, water-filled hollow with a long history of sedimentation, utilised for activity
during the Early Bronze Age. The pond measured 24m long, 20m wide and over 2.7m
deep (the base not being reached). The excavated sections uncovered multiple
deposits of grey silty clay, with a series of pits (598, 622, 738 and 1933) cutting through
the secondary fills. The lowest-lying/deepest pit (604) was constructed around 1.5m
below the surface of the pond. Two tree-throws (606 and 609) were also encountered
on the edge of the partially in-filled pond.

2.3.4 Sub-circular pits 598, 604, 622 and 738 were all located towards the north-eastern
edge of the pond, closest to the residual burnt flint mound deposits in adjacent
Romano-British features to the north. Small quantities of burnt flint (Appendix B.4)
and animal bone (Appendix C.1) were recovered from pits 598, 622 and 738 (Table 1).
Pit 738 (Fig. 15, Section 361; Plate 3) also yielded three worked flints (Appendix B.4)
and a significant assemblage of charred plant remains, including wheat and barley
grains (Appendix C.4). Other notable finds include four fragments of waterlogged
wood recovered from the basal fill of pit 598 (Appendix C.6).

2.3.5 A sequence of bulk environmental samples and pollen samples were retrieved from
pond 585 and pit 738. Waterlogged plant remains (Appendix C.4) and pollen (Appendix
C.5) were successfully extracted, and suggest an open grassy landscape around the
pond, with damp meadow and potential arable land in the vicinity. Charcoal recovered
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2.4.2

243

from context 613 in pond 585 — which stratigraphically pre-dates the pits — delivered
an Early Bronze Age radiocarbon determination of 2001-2033 cal. BC (Appendix C.7;
95.4% probability; SUERC-81625; 3722+28 BP).

Bronze Age Group 1 inventory

pond 585/1930, 598
pits 604, 622, 738, 1933

Context | Feature Type Cut Small find no Object name Count weight (in g)
613 pond 585 Charcoal 1 0.5
708 pit 622 bone 2 10
709 pit 598 bone 40 160
709 pit 598 flint (unworked burnt) 1 20
710 pit 598 flint (unworked burnt) 8 28
710 pit 598 52 wood stake fragments 1 1
739 pit 738 flint (unworked burnt) 22 170
739 pit 738 bone 2 10
740 pit 738 :lméngfesu?:?) 11 156
740 pit 738 flint 3 30
740 pit 738 bone 1 280
753 pit 738 flint (unworked burnt) 10 130
753 pit 738 bone 1 1

Table 1: Finds material recovered from Phase 1

Phase 2 — Latest Iron Age and Early Romano-British (c. mid 1st to early
2nd century AD) (Fig.6-7)

Area 3

Phase 2 activity dating to the Latest Iron Age and Early Roman period was centred upon
the western and central parts of Area 3. It consisted of four roundhouses, two smaller
structures, a series of ditches and pits.

Structures
Roundhouse 1 (Figs. 6, 7 and 10)

Roundhouse 1 was most the complete circular structure revealed during the
excavation and was defined by a penannular ring-gully measuring 12.4m in diameter,
with an east-facing entrance (Plate 6). The gully was made up of several lengths of ditch
and was almost entirely excavated, with the widest section being 0.7m wide (1583)
and the deepest being 0.21m deep (1551). It displayed a U-shaped profile and was
filled with mid brown grey clay silt (Fig. 15, Section 664).

The gully of the structure had been re-cut on at least one occasion on its north side
and had a small gap along the north-west section of the circuit, where posthole 1615
was located. A small curvilinear drainage gully (1611) and posthole (1591) were also
connected to the main penannular circuit on the north side.
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2.4.4 Finds from Roundhouse 1 (Table 2) included a Roman brooch dated c. AD 43-70 (SF 29;
Appendix B.1), 24 sherds of Roman pottery dating c. AD 40-100 (242g; Appendix B.6),
a fragment of basalt rotary queen (9g; Appendix B.8), a single Palaeolithic worked flint
(SF 41; Appendix B.4), 13 fragments of burnt flint (306g; Appendix B.4), and 25 pieces
of animal bone (110g; Appendix C.1). An environmental sample from Roundhouse 1

(ditch 1547) yielded occasional charred cereal grains (Appendix C.4).

2.4.5 Asecond Roman brooch dating c. AD 25-60 was recovered from the base of the subsoil
in the roundhouse interior, immediately north of the south-east terminal of the ring-

gully (SF 29; Appendix B.1).

Roundhouse 1 inventory

Main gully circuit: 1531, 1534, 1547, 1551, 1553, 1557, 1559, 1564, 1566, 1570, 1583, 1589, 1613,

1627, 1646

Curvilinear connecting gully: 1611

Post holes: 1591, 1615

Gully: 1523/1607/1666

Context Feature type Cut Object name Count Weight (in g)
1532 Ring gully 1531 pot (AD50-200) 6 70
1533 ring gully 1534 flint (unworked, burnt) 12 231
1533 ring gully 1534 pot (AD70-200) 3 35
1533 ring gully 1534 bone 17 70
1548 ring gully 1547 pot (100BC-AD50) 1 5
1548 ring gully 1547 pot (100BC-AD50) 3 5
1552 ring gully 1551 fired clay 1 0
1552 ring gully 1551 rotary :t‘;‘;r: f};aa;d mill - 1 10
1552 ring gully 1551 pot (AD50-200) 2 7
1560 ring gully 1559 pot (AD50-400) 2 26
1560 ring gully 1559 bone 1 10
1571 ;;”rfnglr‘::}‘s’ 1570 flint scraper 1 50
1584 ring gully 1583 pot (AD50-150) 6 36
1584 ring gully 1583 bone 3 10
Cu alloy Roman
1584 ring gully 1583 Colchester derivative 1 4
brooch (AD c.43-c.70)

1628 gully 1627 flint (unworked, burnt) 1 75
1628 gully 1627 bone 2 10
1628 gully 1627 pot (AD50-150) 2 55
1647 gully 1646 bone 2 10
1647 gully 1646 pot (AD40-100) 2 11

Table 2: Finds recovered from Roundhouse 1

Roundhouse 2 (Figs 6, 7 and 11)

2.4.6 Roundhouse 2 was situated towards the centre of Area 3, immediately west of a
geotechnical service borehole (see Figs. 7 and 11 and Plate 7). The roundhouse was
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defined by two gullies, which delineated the northern and south-western perimeter of
the structure. The eastern side of the roundhouse was obscured by both the
geotechnical survey borehole (and accompanying surrounding top/subsoil bulk) and
Phase 3 dumped refuse layer 1033. To the west the perimeter was truncated by Ditch
Group 1 (described below).

2.4.7 The roundhouse is projected to have a diameter of 11.9m, with the associated gullies
measuring up to 0.73m wide and 0.32m deep. The presence of an outlying section of
gully (1185/1296) flanking the main northern perimeter suggests the circuit was re-cut
or modified during the life of the structure. In general, the gullies had shallow, gently
sloping sides and concave bases, and were filled by deposits of mid grey brown silty
clay.

2.4.8 Finds from Roundhouse 2 (Table 3) included Romano-British pottery (21 sherds, 136g;
Appendix B.6), two worked flint flakes (3g; Appendix B.4), fired clay (30g) and oyster
shell (10g). An environmental sample from Roundhouse 2 (ditch 1263) yielded
occasional charred cereal grains (Appendix C.4).

Roundhouse 2 inventory

Northern gully: 1183, 1187, 1189, 1191, 1263, 1322, 1280

Northern outlying gully: 1185, 1296

South-western gully: 1129, 1298, 1738

Context Feature type Cut Object name Count Weight (in g)
1186 gully 1185 pot (AD100-400) 4 5
1190 ring gully 1189 shell (oyster) 1 0.5
1190 ring gully 1189 pot (AD50-400) 3 27
1192 ring gully 1191 pot (AD50-200) 1 0.5
1264 ring gully 1263 pot (AD150-400) 2 9
1264 ring gully 1263 flint (worked tertiary flake) 1 2
1299 ring gully 1298 pot (ad100-400) 3 31
1323 ring gully 1322 flint (worked secondary 1 0.5

flake)

1323 ring gully 1322 fired clay 2 30
1323 ring gully 1322 shell (oyster) 1 10
1323 ring gully 1322 pot (ad70-200) 8 63

Table 3: Finds recovered from Roundhouse 2

Roundhouse 3 (Figs 6, 7 and 11)

2.4.9 Roundhouse 3 was located in the western half of Area 3, to the north of Roundhouse
1. Heavily truncated by ditch features from Phase 3, only the southern part of the
circular gully of Roundhouse 3 survived. The gully itself was generally steep sided with
a concave base, filled with dark grey silty clay. Its widest point measured 0.54m (1451)
and its deepest point measured 0.24m (1449). Extrapolated measurements taken from
the extant gully showed that Roundhouse 3 would have had a diameter of 10.18m.
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2.4.10 Finds from Roundhouse 3 (Table 4) included Roman pottery dating between c. AD 50-
200 (16 sherds, 123g; Appendix B.6) and three pieces of animal bone (11g; Appendix
C.1).

Roundhouse 3 inventory
Southern gully 1403, 1405, 1445, 1449, 1451, 1473
Context feature type Cut object name Count Weight (in g)
1404 ring gully 1403 pot (AD70-150) 8 80
1404 ring gully 1403 bone 1 10
1444 ditch 1445 pot (AD50-200) 2 28
1452 ring gully 1451 pot (AD50-150) 2 5
1452 ring gully 1451 bone 2 1
1474 ring gully 1473 pot (AD50-150) 4 10
Table 4: Finds recovered from Roundhouse 3
Roundhouse 4 (Fig. 6 and 7)

2.4.11 Located immediately to the west of Roundhouse 3, Roundhouse 4 comprised a
truncated curvilinear gully measuring 12.8m long, which represented the eastern side
of a circular roundhouse. The gully measured up to 0.97m wide and 0.16m deep and
was filled with a mid grey brown silty clay. It was truncated by a north to south running
ditch in Phase 4 (part of Enclosure 13), although further curvilinear features were seen
immediately to the west of this, possibly gullies associated with Roundhouse 4 (e.g.
1364).

2.4.12 Finds from Roundhouse 4 (Table 5) included Roman pottery dating between c. AD 50-
200 (40 sherds, 446g; Appendix B.6) and nine pieces of animal bone (20g; Appendix
C.1).

Roundhouse 4 inventory

Eastern gully: 1378, 1380, 1386

Western gully: 1364, 1415, 1417, 1421

Context Feature type | Cut Object name Count Weight (g)

1365 gully fill 1364 pot (AD70-200) 1 4
1379 gully 1378 pot (AD70-200) 3 39
1416 gully 1415 pot (AD50-120) 1 50
1418 gully 1417 pot (AD50-120) 9 164
1418 gully 1417 bone 5 10
1422 gully 1421 bone 4 10
1422 gully 1421 pot (AD50-120) 26 189

Table 5: Finds recovered from Roundhouse 4

Structural Feature 1 (Fig. 7)

2.4.13 There were a number of features in Phase 1 that appeared to denote small structures,

possibly associated with the roundhouses. These appeared in plan as small groups of
postholes and short lengths of gully, which formed small circular structures.
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2.4.14 Structural Feature 1 was located to the north-west of Roundhouses 3 and 4, consisting

2.4.15

2.4.16

2.4.17

2.4.18

of two short curvilinear gullies (1349 and 1419), measuring a maximum of 0.3m wide
and 0.08m deep. Although these features were shallow and few in number, they were
thought to represent the truncated remains of a small circular structure.

Finds from this group (Table 6) consisted of fired clay (5g; Appendix B.10) and oyster
shell (13g; Appendix C.3).

Structural feature 1 inventory

1349, 1419

Context Cut Group Object name Count | Weightin kg
1420 1419 Structural feature 1 shell (oyster) 1 13
1420 1419 Structural feature 1 fired clay 2 5

Table 6: Finds material recovered from Structural Feature 1

Structural Feature 2 (Fig. 7)

A small circular structure with a diameter of 7.1m was situated to the immediate
north-west of Roundhouse 4. A series of short intermittent gullies were comparable to
those seen in Structural Feature 1, both in size and depth, and possibly pointed to the
presence of a small circular structure. The gullies of Structural Feature 2 measured up
to 0.86m wide and the deepest intervention measured only 0.21m deep, filled with
dark grey silty clay.

Finds from Structural Feature 2 (Table 7) included Roman pottery dating between c.
AD 50-200 (8 sherds, 74g; Appendix B.6) and 12 pieces of animal bone (28g; Appendix
C.1).

Structural Feature 2 inventory

1362, 1370, 1372, 1374, 1776

Context Feature type Cut Object name Count Weight (in g)
1363 gully terminus 1362 pot (AD50-200) 1 6
1363 gully terminus fill 1362 bone 2 9
1371 ring gully 1370 bone 4 9
1371 ring gully 1370 pot (AD50-200) 4 27
1373 ring gully 1372 bone 4 6
1373 ring gully 1372 pot (AD70-200) 3 41
1377 gully 1376 bone 2 4

Table 7: Finds material recovered from Structural Feature 2

Ditch Group 1 (Fig. 7)

Alongside the roundhouses, there were several pits and ditches allocated to Phase 2.
The largest ditch feature, Ditch Group 1, was orientated north-east to south-west,
measuring 135m long, curving around the western side of Roundhouse 1, before
extending north-east towards Roundhouse 2, which it truncated. This would suggest
that Roundhouse 2 predated the ditch and suggested a sub-phase within Phase 2. Ditch
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Group 1 measured between 0.43m and 0.77m wide and up to 0.21m deep with a U
shaped profile. The fills were mid grey brown silty clays.

2.4.19 Finds from this group (Table 8) consisted of a single sherd of Roman pottery (2g).

Ditch group 1 inventory
1282, 1326, 1504, 1581
Context Cut Material Count Weight (in kg)
1283 1282 Pot (AD50-400) 1 2
Table 8: Finds material recovered from Ditch Group 1
Ditch Group 2 (Fig. 7)

2.4.20 Ditch Group 2 was located immediately to the north of Roundhouse 3. This highly
irregular looking feature curved northwards and then turned towards the south-east.
This ditch had irregular sides and was deepest at 0.48m in cut 1486.

2.4.21 Finds from Ditch Group 2 (Table 9) included Romano-British pottery (6 sherds, 21g;
Appendix B.6) and a worked flint flake (10g; Appendix B.4).

Ditch Group 2 inventory
1399, 1479, 1481, 1490, 1496, 1486, 1502, 1510, 1513
Context Feature type Cut Object Name Count Weight (in g)
1489 gully 1490 pot (AD50-120) 1 5
1483 ditch 1481 worked flint (secondary flake) 1 10
1503 ditch 1502 pot (AD70-150) 4 15
1514 gully 1513 pot (AD50-400) 1 1
Table 9: Finds material recovered from Ditch Group 2
Ditch Group 3 (Fig. 7)

2.4.22 Ditch Group 3 included miscellaneous ditches that were not part of the main Phase 2
ditch groups. This included a small thin gully (1519) to the north-east of Roundhouse
1, which resembled many of the small intermittent gully features seen in Structural
Features 1 and 2 (particularly 1591). Gully 1519 measured 0.35m wide and 0.24m deep
and contained mid brown grey silty clay.

2.4.23 Other features included within this small group included ditch 1169, to the east of
Roundhouse 1. Investigation in this north to south aligned ditch showed that it had
been heavily truncated by an east to west running ditch (1207) in Phase 4. There were
no signs of it further to the north and any remnants were covered by a highly
waterlogged area of boggy brown silty clay. Two postholes (1171 and 1173) were
encountered at the base of this ditch in the southern end, the largest having a diameter
of 0.37m.

2.4.24 Finds from Ditch Group 3 (Table 10) included pottery dating between AD 50-100 (2

sherds, 15g; Appendix B.6) and 16 fragments of animal bone (180g; Appendix C.1).
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Ditch Group 3 inventory

gully 1519
ditch 1169, 1205, 1209
post holes 1171, 1173

Context Feature type Cut Object name Count Weight (in g)
1170 elongated pit 1169 bone 2 10
1170 elongated pit 1169 pot (ad50-100) 2 15
1206 ditch 1205 bone 4 150
1206 ditch 1205 fired clay 3 20
1210 pit/ditch 1209 bone 10 20

Table 10: Finds material recovered from Ditch Group 2

Pit Group 1 (Fig. 7)

2.4.25 This group includes all the discrete pit features found within Phase 2. The biggest and
deepest of these was watering hole 1733/1709, to the west of Roundhouse 1, which
measured 5.1m long, 3.8m wide and at least 2.1m deep (Fig. 15, Section 716 and Plate
9). It had extremely steep sides and all four of its fills (1734-1737) consisted of firm
silty clay. Fill (1736) contained mollusc shell indicating slow moving or stagnant water,
as well as some fresh water Bivalves (Spharium cf.) (Appendix C.3). Pollen samples from
the lowest excavated fill (1734) suggested an open grassy palaeoenvironment, while
the rare amount of tree pollen suggested that woodland was not close to site. Given
the proximity to Roundhouse 1, this feature is likely to have provided water for the
settlement. Finds from waterhole 1733/1709 (Table 11) included Romano-British
pottery predominantly dating to the 1st and 2nd centuries AD (46 sherds, 908g;
Appendix B.6), three fragments of ceramic building material (104g; Appendix B.9) and
animal bone (696g; Appendix C.1).

2.4.26 Other pits in this group include 1475, directly to the east of waterhole 1733, pit 1748
to the west of Structural Feature 2 and three small pits (1350, 1384 and 1746), also
immediately west of Structural Feature 2. All were sub-circular in plan with U-shaped
profiles containing brown and grey silty clay. They ranged in size from 0.41m to 2.4m
long. Additionally, two small pits (1540 and 1549) were located immediately due east
of Roundhouse 1, as well as a natural tree throw feature (1231) situated to the south
of Roundhouse 2. Pit 1792 was the southernmost feature within this group, which had

been heavily cut by the northern extent of Enclosure 6 (Phase 3).

2.4.27 Other notable finds from this group are listed in Table 11.

Pit group 1 inventory

Waterhole: 1709 1733
Pits: 1227, 1229, 1350, 1384, 1540, 1549, 1746, 1748, 1792

Context Feature type Cut Object name Count Weight (in g)
1228 tree throw/nat.feature 1227 bone 7 189
1228 tree throw/nat.feature 1227 fired clay 1 1
1228 tree throw/nat.feature 1227 pot (AD100-400) 2 8
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Context Feature type Cut Object name Count Weight (in g)

1351 pit 1350 pot (AD70-300) 7 14
1550 pit 1549 pot (AD 100-400) 5 26
1710 pit 1709 pot (AD 50-150) 22 270
1710 pit 1709 bone 1 5

1710 pit 1709 CBM 1 11
1711 pit 1709 pot (AD 100-400) 3 63
1711 pit 1709 bone 7 88
1734 pit 1733 pot (AD 70-200) 10 510
1734 pit 1733 bone 29 289
1735 pit 1733 bone 30 236
1735 pit 1733 bone 1 2

1735 pit 1733 pot (AD 50-200) 4 25
1736 pit 1733 pot (AD 50-200) 5 29
1736 pit 1733 bone 7 45
1737 pit 1733 pot (AD 50-400) 2 11
1737 pit 1733 CBM 2 93
1737 pit 1733 bone 2 31
1749 pit 1748 pot (AD 50-200) 1 5

1790 ditch 1792 flint {unworked, 5 95

burnt)

1790 ditch 1792 pot (AD 150-300) 38 228
1790 ditch 1792 bone 4 17
1791 ditch 1792 fired clay 4 30
1791 ditch 1792 pot (AD 150-300) 21 367

2.5

251

2.5.2

253

Table 11: Finds material recovered from Pit Group 1

Phase 3 — Early to Mid Romano-British (c. early to late 2nd century AD)
(Figs. 4 and 8)

Phase 3 saw increased activity, particularly in terms of ditched field-systems and
enclosures, in Areas 2B and 3. In Area 2B, three sub-rectangular or sub-square
enclosures were identified, to the west of a north to south aligned trackway. In Area 3,
multiple sub-rectangular enclosures of varying sizes were encountered, along with
trackways and small structures. Whereas previous occupation had been restricted
mainly to the western half of Area 3, activity in Phase 3 extended over the whole area.

Area 2B (Fig. 4)

There were three enclosures identified in Area 2B, located in the west and centre of
the excavation area, along with a possible trackway running north to south and parallel
to the eastern limit of excavation.

Enclosure 1 (Fig. 4)

Enclosure 1 was located in the south-west corner of Area 2B, formed by a north-east
to south-west running ditch (represented by interventions 372/388) and also a south-
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east to north-west running ditch which then curved towards the south and beyond the
southern limit of excavation (396, 408, 404, 406, 394, 400). All fills within the ditches
of Enclosure 1 were firm clay. The western ditch (372) was the largest, measuring a
maximum of 2.3m wide and 0.72m deep. Conversely, the northern side of the
enclosure was far smaller with widths typically reaching 0.8m and depths being c.
0.4m. Stratigraphically, the north-east to south-west ditch (372) truncated the other
ditches. In total, the exposed extent of this enclosure measured 23.85m x 19.80m.

2.5.4 A small gully extended across the enclosure to the north of the southern limit of
excavation (376, 378, 380, 382). While this did not mark the southern extent of the
enclosure itself, it was included within the context group since it ran into the main
ditch in the west.

2.5.5 Pottery from Enclosure 1 was of mixed date (Table 12), including two sherds of Middle
Bronze Age pottery (3g; Appendix B.5), a tiny fragment of Early Roman pottery (1g;
Appendix B.6) and a sherd of early medieval pottery (4g; Appendix B.7). Other notable
finds included four pieces of worked flint (624g; Appendix B.4), an unidentifiable iron
