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Summary
Wessex Archaeology was commissioned by Jacobs UK Ltd, acting on behalf of the Highways
Agency, to carry out a geophysical survey and archaeological trial trench evaluation on land
proposed for the route of the A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon Improvements (the Scheme). The
Highways Agency intends to improve the A14 trunk road between Ellington on the western
outskirts of Huntingdon and Milton junction on the Cambridge Northern Bypass. The Scheme also
incorporates an upgrade to the A1 trunk road as far as Alconbury. The Scheme is located within
Cambridgeshire, starting at the A14 east of Ellington (517000 271900) and ending at Milton
junction (547000 262150). This spans a distance of approximately 36km.
The geophysical survey and archaeological trial trench evaluation focussed on the portion of the
Scheme known as the Huntingdon Southern Bypass, a new three-lane dual carriageway starting
on the existing A14 east of Ellington, with a new grade separated interchange with the A1 at
Brampton, a junction south of Godmanchester on the A1198, and then re-join the existing A14
corridor at Swavesey (535850 265650). The proposed new section would be approximately 18km
in length.
The archaeological activity in the Scheme area includes notable concentrations of prehistoric and
Roman remains on the gravel areas at the west of the Scheme, particularly to the west and south
of Brampton. Remains from the prehistoric and Roman periods are also found on the clay land
areas to the east, but these are generally fewer, less complex and less robust than their
counterparts on the gravels, though dispersed remains may exist. The settlement of
Godmanchester (Gumecestre) is believed to have been founded as a Roman station along the
former course of the Roman road known as Ermine Street. The town was a walled agricultural
settlement founded in the 1st century AD, and a substantial Roman villa complex with a late Roman
and early medieval cemetery was located at Whitehall’s south of Mill Common and the existing
A14. Evidence of early medieval activity is more limited. There are known centres of activity within
Huntingdon such as the Danish Burgh and a cemetery at White Hill, however, there is only limited
evidence for early medieval activity in the Scheme area. This pattern continues into the medieval
period where the majority of evidence is contained within the major historic settlements, particularly
Huntingdon; a major centre of medieval settlement, trade and industry.
This report concerns the results of the archaeological trial trenching: the geophysical survey results
are presented in a separate report (WA 2014).
The proposed route was investigated through the excavation of 1,078 machine excavated
trenches, each measuring approximately 25m by 2m. A total of 17 of the 1,078 trenches were
targeted on the results of previous geophysical survey. A further 488 evaluation trenches were
proposed, but could not be excavated due to a range of constraints, including access refusal from
landowners and/or agents, seeded crops, ecological constraints, presence of above ground and
below ground utilities, to preserve existing roads, tracks (including public rights of way) and field
boundaries (both hedgerows and fences), and general logistical constraints regarding access for
plant. In addition, particularly in the latter stages of the evaluation once fields had been sown
vii
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following harvest, some trenches were shortened, realigned or interrupted in order to preserve
farming tramlines.
The evaluation revealed a relatively low potential for archaeological remains along much of the
Scheme, with extensive tracts of land apparently devoid of archaeological remains, interspersed
with notable concentrations of archaeological activity, particularly along the eastern portion of the
Scheme and focussed on land to either side of the A1.
From a chronological perspective, with the exception of a notable collection of Neolithic flintwork,
much of the evidence has been dated to the Iron Age, Romano-British and to a lesser extent
Saxon periods. The latter includes a burial radiocarbon dated to the Early Saxon period (cal. AD
540-640), though the burial is perhaps better described as post-Roman.
The remains (across all periods) predominantly comprise ditches and other boundary/ drainage
features, for the most part indicative of field systems associated with farming activity, though with
some notable concentrations of artefact-rich features that would be considered more synonymous
with settlement activity: in particular these include Romano-British remains at land parcel 1136 to
the west of the A1, including a pottery kiln (and the location of the Neolithic flintwork); RomanoBritish remains in land parcel 1131 alongside Buckden Road to the east of the A1; Romano-British
remains between Potton Road and Fenstanton Road in land parcel 1095; and multi-phase Iron
Age, Romano-British and Saxon activity (including the burial) to the east of Conington Road in land
parcel 1086.
The evaluation took place between the 8th September and 31st October 2014.
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1

INTRODUCTION

1.1

Project background

1.1.1

Wessex Archaeology (WA) was commissioned by Jacobs UK Ltd (the Consultant), acting
on behalf of the Highways Agency (the Employer), to carry out a geophysical survey and
archaeological trial trench evaluation (Jacobs 2014a; 2014b) on land proposed for the
route of the A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon Improvement (the Scheme; see unnumbered
figure Map Key in Volume 2). The Highways Agency intends to improve the A14 trunk
road between Ellington on the western outskirts of Huntingdon and Milton junction on the
Cambridge Northern Bypass. The Scheme also incorporates an upgrade to the A1 trunk
road as far as Alconbury. The Scheme is located within Cambridgeshire, starting at the
A14 east of Ellington (517000 271900) and ending at Milton junction (547000 262150).
This spans a distance of approximately 36km.

1.1.2

The geophysical survey and archaeological trial trench evaluation focussed on the portion
of the Scheme known as the Huntingdon Southern Bypass, a new three-lane dual
carriageway starting on the existing A14 east of Ellington, with a new grade separated
interchange with the A1 at Brampton, a junction south of Godmanchester on the A1198,
and then re-join the existing A14 corridor at Swavesey (535850 265650). The proposed
new section would be approximately 18km in length.

1.1.3

A Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) summarising the archaeological assessment
undertaken and setting out the strategy and methodology by which WA intended to
implement the trial trench and geophysical survey programme was prepared and
approved in advance (WA 2014a).

1.2

Report scope

1.2.1

This report presents the results of the archaeological trial trench evaluation, which took
place between the 8 h September and 31st October 2014. For ease of reference, the
results are presented in three volumes:

1.2.2



Volume 1 (this document) presents the written narrative;



Volume 2 presents the figures and a selection of plates to illustrate the nature of the
archaeological resource and general site conditions; and



Volume 3 presents the summarised trial trench evaluation tables.

The geophysical survey results are reported in a separate report (WA 2014b).

1
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2

SCHEME DESCRIPTION

2.1

Location

2.1.1

The proposed route of the new Huntingdon Southern Bypass is approximately 18km in
length. The proposed bypass runs south of Huntingdon from the existing A14 east of
Ellington to the existing A14 south of Swavesey. The eastern limit is located on the A14 to
the south of Fen Drayton and Swavesey. The route then runs westwards to meet the
A1198 Ermine Street, 3km to the south-east of Godmanchester.

2.1.2

From this point the route continues towards the west, crosses the River Great Ouse and
the B1514 approximately 1.5km to the north-east of Buckden and then heads in a
northerly direction, immediately west of the A1 and turning west to re-join the existing A14
between Brampton and Ellington.

2.2

Topography

2.2.1

Overall, topographically the Scheme route can be described as gently undulating, from
between 10m above Ordnance Datum (aOD) immediately to the south-east of Fenstanton,
rising to approximately 40m aOD as the Scheme crosses Ermine Street, before gently
descending to about 10m aOD at the crossing point over the River Great Ouse. Beyond
this the ground level generally rises again, though with a number of tributaries of the River
Great Ouse converging from the north and west of Huntingdon (such as Alconbury Brook),
the ground surface is more steeply undulating, rising to a height of 50m aOD in areas.

2.3

Geology

2.3.1

The solid geology of the Scheme is almost entirely the mudstone of the Oxford Clay
Formation of the Mid-Late Jurassic epoch. The only exception is the area between Fen
Drayton and the eastern end of the route, which comprises the mudstone of the West
Walton Formation and Ampthill Clay Formation of the Late Jurassic epoch.

2.3.2

The bedrock is overlain in part by a number of different superficial deposits, comprising
diamicton of the Oadby Member, Pleistocene epoch, Holocene alluvium and River
Terrace Deposits 1 and 2 associated with the River Great Ouse and minor areas of River
Terrace Deposits 3 of the Quaternary period overlying the West Walton Formation and
Ampthill Clay Formation at the eastern limit of the route 1. Fenland peat deposits are
located to the north-east and glacial till deposits in and around Huntingdon and
Cambridge.

2.4

Land use

2.4.1

Apart from adjacent minor farmsteads, occasional woodland stands and a number of
roads and tracks, most of the proposed Scheme Huntingdon Southern Bypass section
crosses open farmland, the heavy clay soils (as derived from the underlying Oxford Clay)
giving rise to a preponderance for arable farming.

2.5

Archaeological and historical background

2.5.1

The overarching archaeological and historical background for the Scheme has previously
been considered in detail (as presented in e.g. Jacobs 2014a; 2014b), and is summarised
below for information.

2.5.2

A number of studies have been undertaken for the previous A14 Ellington to Fen Ditton
scheme and the current A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon Scheme, including:

1

http://mapapps.bgs.ac.uk/geologyofbritain/home.html
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Aerial photographic assessment in 2003 (Air Photo Services);



A watching brief on Ground Investigation works in 2008 (Patenall 2008);



Geophysical survey in 2004, 2008, 2009 and 2010 (Sabin 2004; Bunn 2008; Bartlett
2008; Bartlett 2009a; Bartlett 2009b; Marsh et al 2010);



Surface Artefact Collection in 2009 (Anderson et al 2009);



Archaeological trial trenching in 2010 (Patten et al 2010);



A14 Ellington to Fen Ditton Environmental Statement (HA 2009); and



A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon – Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report
(HA 2014).

2.5.3

A total of 493 heritage assets were identified in a 300m study area around the Scheme
footprint.

2.5.4

The known archaeological activity in the Scheme area includes notable concentrations of
prehistoric and Roman remains on the gravel areas at the west of the Scheme,
particularly to the west and south of Brampton. These comprise extensive crop mark
complexes identified though aerial photography and geophysical survey, and verified by
previous trial trenching. As non-intrusive survey techniques are very effective on the
gravels, it was therefore considered unlikely that substantial prehistoric or Roman period
archaeological remains would be identified on the gravels outside the major complexes
noted above.

2.5.5

Remains from the prehistoric and Roman periods are also found on the clay land areas to
the east, but these are fewer, less complex and less robust than their counterparts on the
gravels. It is unlikely that further substantial complexes survive unidentified outside the
complexes already identified on the clay land, however dispersed remains may exist. Late
Iron Age and Roman activity is represented by the Roman settlement of Godmanchester
(Gumecestre), believed to have been founded as a Roman station along the former
course of the Roman road known as Ermine Street. The town was a walled agricultural
settlement founded in the 1st century AD. A substantial Roman villa complex with a late
Roman and early medieval cemetery was located at Whitehall’s south of Mill Common
and the existing A14.

2.5.6

Evidence of early medieval activity is more limited. There are known centres of activity
within Huntingdon such as the Danish Burgh and a cemetery at White Hill, however, there
is only limited evidence for early medieval activity in the study area and it is unlikely that
extensive buried archaeological remains from this period lie within the footprint of the
Scheme. This pattern continues into the medieval period where the majority of evidence is
contained within the major historic settlements, particularly Huntingdon. This was a major
centre of medieval settlement, trade and industry. The form and layout of its historic core
was largely established in this period and it contains notable remains including the
Scheduled Monument of Huntingdon Castle and Scheduled earthwork on Mill Common.
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3

AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

3.1

Aims

3.1.1

In accordance with IfA guidance (IfA 2008a), the overall aim of the evaluation was as
follows:



3.1.2

The general aim of the trial trenching evaluation is to gather additional information
on the extent, condition, depth, character, quality and date of archaeological
deposits within the proposed Scheme footprint at locations which have not been
previously investigated by trial trenching.

The more specific aim of the trial trenching was:



To identify the presence of any archaeological remains within areas that may be
impacted upon by the proposed Scheme that will provide data to inform the
requirements for further archaeological investigations.

3.2

Objectives

3.2.1

Objectives for the trial trenching evaluation were as follows:



To identify the presence or absence of any buried archaeological remains along
sections of the Scheme;



To identify, investigate and record any such archaeological remains to the extent
possible by the methods put forward in this Specification;



To establish the preservation of any buried remains and provide a chronology of the
archaeological phasing; and



To disseminate the results through reporting that will inform the requirement for
further work.
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4

METHODOLOGY

4.1

Introduction

4.1.1

All works were carried out in accordance with the approved WSI (WA 2014a), details of
which are summarised below.

4.2

Preliminaries

4.2.1

Archive
Prior to work commencing an Event Number (ECB4267) was obtained and arrangements
made with Cambridgeshire County Council Archaeology Store for the deposition of the
archive.

4.2.2

4.2.3

4.2.4

4.3
4.3.1

Access
The Employer’s Mouchel landowner liaison team carried out all necessary arrangements
relating to access for the archaeological trial trenching; WA did not deal directly with any
landowners unless instructed to do so. As a record to duplicate the work of the landowner
liaison team, WA field staff took digital photographs of all areas, including access routes,
to provide a record of original condition, and condition on completion of all fieldwork.
Survey
All trial trenches were laid out using an RTK GNSS unit to an accuracy of below 100mm in
general accordance with the array provided. Minor adjustments to the layout were made in
some cases to take account of on-site constraints. All adjustments were discussed and
agreed in advance. Prior to machine excavation, investigation locations were scanned by
trained staff using proprietary cable detectors. Areas indicating the potential presence of
services were not excavated.
Monitoring
The work was monitored by the Consultant and archaeological advisor for Cambridgeshire
County Council (the Curator), with all reasonable access provided to the works. Any
changes to the agreed project design was discussed and agreed with the Consultant and
Curator before implementation.
Non-invasive works
Ecological Walkover Survey
The walkover survey was conducted by the appointed Ecological Clerk of Works (ECoW)
to identify and map ecological constraints in relation to the archaeological works, to mark
out exclusion zones and map areas required to be included within the precautionary
working method statement for work in habitat suitable for reptiles. Following completion of
the survey a report was produced (TE 2014a) detailing likely ecological issues within the
route, including the requirements for pre-trenching breeding bird surveys. This report was
accompanied by figures showing the exclusion zones for works near watercourses and
badger setts.

4.3.2

Following competition of this survey and report, a Precautionary Working Method
Statement for Reptiles (TE 2014b) was thus prepared, detailing the mitigation measures
required and maps showing the locations that these precautionary methods for reptiles
were required.

4.3.3

During archaeological works, the ECoW liaised with the Consultant’s Ecologist with
respect to planning and executing all mitigation measures for ecological and
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environmental issues on site. All agreements between the ECoW and The Consultant was
documented and where possible, passed to The Consultant or their agent at least two
working days prior to commencement of works.
4.3.4

The ECoW completed Schedule 1 where invasive archaeological investigations were
proposed within 10m of any watercourse or water feature and where possible were
submitted to The Consultant, their contractor or consultant 7 days prior to commencement
of the affected trial trench. It was at the ECoW’s discretion for works further than 10m from
watercourses in other areas considered to be particularly ecologically sensitive.

4.4

Invasive works

4.4.1

Trial trenches
All overburden (topsoil and subsoil) was carefully removed by a mechanical excavator
fitted with a toothless ditching bucket to the top of the first significant archaeological
horizon or natural geology, whichever was encountered first. There were no trial trenches
excavated beyond 1m in depth. All machine excavation was carried out under constant
archaeological supervision.

4.4.2

Each trench was cleaned by hand where appropriate and planned prior to any handexcavation. All pre-modern stratified deposits were excavated by hand. At least one
representative section of each trench, from ground surface to the top of the natural
geology, was recorded.

4.4.3

Particular care was taken in any areas containing significant remains that might merit
either preservation in situ, or detailed investigation under controlled full excavation. Such
evidence normally included deep and/or complex stratification, concentrations of
archaeological remains, settlement evidence and structures. Investigation in these areas,
in consultation with the Consultant and Curator, was more circumspect, sufficient to
address the project aims and objectives, but preserving much of the evidence for better
investigation under open area conditions. Such areas were protected and not left open to
the weather, or other forms of deterioration.

4.4.4

A sample of each feature type, for example pits, post-holes, ditches etc., was excavated
and recorded. In consultation with the Consultant and Curator, the selection of features for
excavation was determined on the basis of their form, fill, and stratigraphic relationship
and in order to ensure a broad characterisation of the archaeological resource.

4.4.5

Once each trench had been completed to the satisfaction of the Consultant and Curator,
and any broken land drains repaired, each was backfilled with arisings to broadly reflect
the stratigraphic sequence encountered, and left level. The backfilled material was
compacted intermittently using the machine bucket and/or tracks in order to avoid air
pockets and soft spots. No other specialist reinstatement techniques or surface treatment
was undertaken.

4.4.6
4.4.7

Recording
All recording was undertaken using a series of standardised WA pro forma recording
sheets and a recognised and approved recording system.
Trench locations, associated archaeological remains and other features of relevance to
the project were digitally surveyed using GPS within the OS NGR system, but also
including heights above OS datum (Newlyn). The electronic survey record is retained
within the Scheme archive, with co-ordinate and/or datum information transposed onto the
appropriate paper archives.
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4.4.8

A complete drawn record of excavated and archaeological features and deposits was
compiled. This included both plans and sections, drawn to appropriate scales (1:20 for
plans, 1:10 for sections). The Ordnance Datum (OD) height of all principal features and
levels was calculated and plans/sections annotated with OD heights.

4.4.9

A full photographic record was maintained during the evaluation, comprising both 35mm
film (black & white and colour slide) and digital formats. Digital cameras were equipped
with an image sensor of not less than 10 megapixels. Digital images were subject to
managed quality control and curation processes which will embed appropriate metadata
within the image and ensure long term accessibility of the image set.

4.4.10

Human remains
A single human burial was encountered during the course of the evaluation. To prevent
deterioration of the remains, and avoid the risk of damaging the remains during backfilling
and/or subsequent stripping should further mitigation in the area be required, and in
consultation with the Consultant and Curator, it was deemed appropriate to exhume the
remains. A Ministry of Justice licence was obtained for this work.

4.4.11

The burial was fully recorded, excavated and removed from the Scheme in compliance
with the Ministry of Justice Licence, and in accordance with the standards set out in IFA
Technical Paper 13 (McKinley and Roberts 1993). Appropriate specialist guidance was
provided by Jacqueline McKinley of WA. The final placing of human remains following
analysis will be subject to the requirements of the Ministry of Justice Licence.

4.5

Processing

4.5.1

Finds
Finds were treated in accordance with the relevant guidance given in the Institute for
Archaeologist's Standard and guidance for archaeological excavation (IfA 2008b), the UK
Institute of Conservation Professional Guidelines 2, and the Museums and Galleries
Commissions’ Standards in the museum care of archaeological collections (MGC 1991)
excepting where they are superseded by statements made below.

4.5.2

All artefacts from excavated contexts were retained, except those from features or
deposits of obviously modern date, the presence of which was noted on the appropriate
site records. Artefacts were retained in order to elucidate the date and/or function of the
feature or deposit.

4.5.3

All retained artefacts were, as a minimum, washed, weighed, counted and identified. All
finds were scanned to assess the date range of the relevant assemblages and assessed
for this report. All artefacts recovered during the excavations on the Site are the property
of the relevant landowner.

4.5.4

2

Environmental
Bulk environmental soil samples for plant macro fossils, small animal bones and other
small artefacts were taken from appropriate well sealed and dated/datable archaeological
contexts, in accordance with requirements. The residues and sieved fractions of the bulk
environmental soil samples have been sorted, recorded and retained with the project
archive. Bulk samples were generally between 40 - 60 litres, or whole-earth where the
deposit was of insufficient volume.

http://www.icon.org.uk/index.php?option=com content&id=121
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5

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESULTS

5.1

Introduction

5.1.1

The proposed route was investigated through the excavation of 1,078 machine excavated
trenches, each measuring approximately 25m by 2m. A total of 17 of the 1,078 trenches
were targeted on the results of previous geophysical survey.

5.1.2

A further 488 evaluation trenches were proposed, but could not be excavated due to a
range of constraints, including:



access refusal from landowners and/or agents;



crops seeded prior to evaluation;



various ecological constraints identified prior to and during fieldwork;



presence of above ground and below ground utilities;



to preserve existing roads, tracks and field boundaries (both hedgerows and
fences), and;



general logistical constraints regarding access for plant.

5.1.3

In addition, particularly in the latter stages of the evaluation once fields had been re-sown,
and at the request of landowners, some trenches were shortened, realigned or interrupted
in order to preserve farming tramlines.

5.1.4

For ease of reference, the results will be discussed below in relation to the land parcel
numbers previously assigned by the Mouchel landowner liaison team. Although these
sequential reference numbers were broadly assigned from right (i.e. east) to left (i.e.
west), the results will be considered in a left (i.e. west) to right (i.e. east) order. Figure
references identify figures showing where trenches were excavated and/or proposed, and
not necessarily the complete extent of the relevant individual land parcels. For ease of
reference, a concatenated summary of land parcels, identifying landowners, Trench
numbers, relevant report figures and a summary of numbers excavated and unexcavated,
is provided below (Appendix 1).

5.2

Land parcel 1145

5.2.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10000-10050 (Figure 1 and 2). Land parcel 1145
was the western most area of the evaluation. A total of 51 trenches were proposed, of
which three (Trenches 10048, 10049 and 10051) could not be excavated.

5.2.2

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a greyish brown loam to greyish brown clayey silt, 0.22-0.55m thick. The
underlying subsoil was an orangey brown to mid brown silty clay, ranging from 0.05m
thick in Trench 10014 to 0.72m thick in Trench 10033. This sealed the natural geology,
greyish clay with areas of orange sandy gravel, and 0.3-1m from the surface of the
trenches.
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5.2.3

5.3
5.3.1

5.3.2

Results
Few archaeological features were revealed in this area. On the northern side, an eastwest aligned ditch, feature 10008, was recorded in Trench 10010. This ditch was 2.37m
wide and 0.39m deep. A single post-hole, 10004, was present in adjacent Trench 10007,
measuring 0.6m in diameter and 0.18m deep. To the south, the terminus of a north-south
orientated ditch, 10012, was recorded in Trench 10038. It measured 0.91m wide and was
0.22m deep. A NE-SW aligned ditch, feature 10006, was located in Trench 10015,
measuring 0.7m wide and 0.15m deep. All features contained single fills and were
undated. A slightly curving NW-SE ditch, 10010, recorded in Trench 10037. This feature
was 0.9m wide and 0.27m deep but is thought to have been geological in origin.
Land parcel 1144
Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10051-10065, 10067-10069, 10101, 10110 and
11568 (Figure 2 and 3). A total of 21 trenches were proposed for land parcel 1144, of
which six (Trenches 10063, 10067-10069, 10101 and 10110) could not be excavated. The
location of 10064 was amended slightly to allow excavation whilst avoiding constraints.
Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was greyish brown clayey silt, 0.19-0.38m thick. This overlay the subsoil, a
mid brown silty clay, 0.25-0.68m thick. The underlying natural was a yellow/orange brown
to light grey brown sandy clay with frequent gravels, 0.5-1.02m from the trench surface.

5.3.3

Results
No archaeological features or land drains were revealed in the 13 trenches excavated.

5.4

Land parcel 1143

5.4.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10234, 10235 and 10235A (Figure 3 and 4). A total
of three trenches were proposed within land parcel 1143, however none could be
excavated.

5.5

Land parcel 1142

5.5.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10079-10086 (Figure 3). A total of eight trenches
were proposed within land parcel 1142, however none could be excavated.

5.6

Land parcel 1141

5.6.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10078, 10087, 10089-10092, 10105, 10106, 1011310115, 10121, 10122 and 10129 (Figure 3 and 4). A total of 14 trenches were proposed
within land parcel 1141, however none could be excavated.

5.7

Land parcel 1140

5.7.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10236-10251 (Figure 4 and 5). A total of 16
trenches were proposed within land parcel 1140, of which three could not be excavated.
Trenches 10236 and 10238 were unexcavated due to ecological constraints, whilst
Trench 10251 was unexcavated because of proximity to a field access route.
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5.7.2

5.7.3

5.8
5.8.1

5.8.2

5.8.3

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a brown silty clay, 0.21-0.33m thick. The underlying subsoil was an
orangey brown to light brown silty clay, 0.2-0.33m thick. The natural geology in this area
was a yellowish brown sandy clay that was reached between 0.35m and 0.54m below the
ground surface.
Results
Archaeological features were revealed in Trenches 10237 and 10239 but no artefacts
were recovered. Two ditches and a post-hole were recorded in Trench 10237; ditch 49050
ran on an east to west alignment and was 0.63m wide and 0.31m deep. Ditch 49053 was
aligned SW-NE, and was 0.6m wide and 0.7m deep. Post-hole 49051 was irregular in
plan, 0.5 x 0.44 x 0.1 m. Two pits were recorded in Trench 10239, both ovoid in plan. Pit
49070 was 1.26 x 1.0 x 0.26m and pit 49072 was 1.0 x 0.7 x 0.3 m. All features contained
single, sterile fills.
Land parcel 1139
Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10066, 10070-10077, 10088, 10093-10100, 1010210104, 10107-10109, 10111, 10112, 10116-10120, 10123-10128, 10130-10173, 10175
and 10176 (Figure 3, 4 and 5). A total of 83 trenches were proposed for land parcel 1139,
of which 19 could not be excavated because of proximity to a road (Trenches 10070,
10071, 10073, 10075, 10077, 10088, 10096, 10099, 10102, 10109, 10112, 10118, 10119,
10124, 10134, 10135, 10147, 10156, 10170). A further six trenches (10125, 10138,
10161, 10171, 10175 and 10176) were unexcavated due to other constraints.
Stratigraphy and geology
The stratigraphy of the trenches was fairly consistent, comprising a topsoil layer of mid
greyish brown clayey silt to silty clay, 0.13-0.58m thick; a subsoil of mid brown silty clay,
0.11-0.58m thick and an underlying natural of orangey brown gravely clay, 0.29-0.9m
below the surface of the trenches. An alluvial layer (10043) of dark bluish grey silty clay
was noted in the south of this land parcel, in the lower levels of Trenches 10148, 10152,
10153, 10158, 10159, 10164, 10168, 10169, 10172 and 10173.
Results
A number of undated features were noted across the excavated trenches, including eight
ditches, one ring ditch, a pit and three post-holes.

5.8.4

The most northerly features in this area were the ditch sections recorded in adjacent
Trenches 10107 and 10116, both on a NE-SW alignment and with single fills, but of
differing profiles. Ditch 10014, in Trench 10107, was 1.13m wide and 0.52m deep with
steeply sloping sides and a flat base. Ditch 10016, in Trench 10116, was 0.89m wide,
0.25m deep and had more gradually sloping sides and a concave base.

5.8.5

Towards the centre of this land parcel, a further five undated ditches were recorded. In
Trench 10136, ditches 10023 and 10029 ran parallel to each other on a NW-SE
alignment, both of a similar profile with moderate to shallow sloping sides and a concave
base, containing a single fill. Ditch 10023 was 1.41m wide and 0.31m deep; ditch 10029
was 1.01m wide and 0.19m deep. Two ditches were also revealed in Trench 10130, but
on slightly different alignments, ditch 10026 running NW-SE and ditch 10028 running
north to south. Ditch 10026 was 0.92m wide, ditch 10028 was slightly narrower at 0.65 m,
and both were 0.25m deep and contained a single fill.
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5.8.6

In Trench 10128 a wide (1.65m) but shallow (0.21m) ditch, 10021, ran on a NE-SW
alignment in the south of the trench. A curvilinear ditch, 10032, in this trench appears to
be part of a ring ditch. The diameter of the feature could not be ascertained; however the
ditch itself was 0.9m wide and 0.2m deep. No archaeological finds were recovered from
the excavated intervention; however the form of the feature suggests a prehistoric date. It
was truncated by furrow 10034. An undated sub-circular post-hole, 10018, was noted in
Trench 10120, below the current water level. It was 0.3m in diameter and 0.14m deep.

5.8.7

Four features were also recorded in the southern part of this land parcel. Part of a posthole, 10036, was seen at the eastern side of Trench 10163, 0.46m wide and 0.2m deep.
An ENE-WSW ditch, 10037, was located just to the north of this post-hole, 0.77m wide but
very shallow, 0.13 m, and is probably a furrow. An ovoid-shaped pit, 10039, was recorded
in Trench 10166, measuring 2.1m in diameter and 0.36m deep. A single post-hole, 10041,
was present in Trench 10172, 0.4m wide and 0. 2m deep (Plate 1).

5.9

Land parcel 1138

5.9.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10252-10255 (Figure 5 and 6). A total of four
trenches were proposed within land parcel 1138, however none could be excavated.

5.10

Land parcel 1137

5.10.1

5.10.2

5.10.3

5.10.4

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10196, 10198 and 10200-10216 (Figure 6, 7 and 8).
A total of 19 trenches were proposed for this land parcel, of which four (Trenches 10196,
10198, 10201 and 10216) could not be excavated due to the proximity of roads and
services, and a further six (Trenches 10200, 10202, 10204, 10207, 10210 and 10213) due
to other constraints.
Stratigraphy and geology
Of the nine trenches excavated, the topsoil in each was a greyish brown clayey silt, 0.250.42m thick. This overlay the subsoil, a layer of mid orangey brown clayey silt, 0.14-0.4m
thick. The underlying natural was an orange gravely clay, 0.44-0.7m below the surface.
Results
Eight ditches and one furrow were recorded in the excavated trenches, mostly clustered to
the centre of this area, with one ditch to the south. The most northerly was NE-SW aligned
ditch 10102 in Trench 10205, 0.9m wide and 0.25m deep. Just to the south, three
intercutting parallel ditches were recorded in Trench 10206, on an east to west alignment.
Each had moderately sloping sides and a flat or concave base, were up to 1.17m wide
and 0.28-0.38m deep. The earliest was ditch 10080; this was truncated by ditch 10078
and finally cut by ditch 10076. The features are undated but contained a small number of
animal bone fragments.
Trenches 10208 and 10209 just to the south also contained east to west aligned ditch
features. In flooded Trench 10208 two shallow liners were located in the southern part of
the trench, feature 10082 was 0.8m wide and 0.07m deep, and feature 10084 was at least
1.6m wide and 0.08m deep. The shallow natural of the features suggests they may be
furrows. In Trench 10209 two ditches were recorded, 10070 was 0.96m wide and 0.22m
deep, 10072 was 1.18m wide and 0.15m deep. Both had moderately sloping sides and flat
to concave bases. At the southern end of this land parcel, a NW-SE aligned ditch, 10074,
was recorded in Trench 10215, measuring 0.99m wide and 0.22m deep.
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5.10.5

Modern disturbance was noted in Trenches 10211, 10212 and 10214, comprising areas of
tarmac, concrete and domestic refuse bags.

5.11

Land parcel 1136

5.11.1

5.11.2

5.11.3

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10174, 10177-10192, 10195, 10197, 10199 and
10217-10227 (Figure 5, 6 and 8). A total of 31 trenches were proposed for this area, of
which 12 (Trenches 10174, 10177-10180, 10184, 10186, 10191, 10197, 10199, 10221
and 10227) could not be excavated. This land parcel was located immediately to the west
of land parcel 1137 and extended to the north and south of it.
Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a greyish brown clayey silt to silty clay, 0.22-0.47m thick. This overlay the
subsoil, a mid brown silty clay, 0.1-0.3m thick. The underlying natural was an orange
brown gravely clay, reached at a depth of 0.38-0.73 m.
Results
A significant amount of archaeology was revealed in this area, although mostly undated.
The most northerly features were two NW-SE orientated ditches in Trench 10182: ditch
10052 was 1.35m wide and 0.65m deep, ditch 10047 was 0.92m wide and 0.24m deep.
Immediately to the south-west, a tiny circular feature, 10045, and a furrow, 10048, were
noted in Trench 10183. It measured 0.15m in diameter and was 0.09m deep. Two ditches
were recorded nearby

5.11.4

Within Trench 10185, ditch 10056 was on a north to south alignment, measuring 0.32m
wide and 0.1m deep; ditch 10054 was aligned north to south, and more substantial in size,
0.64m wide and 0.4m deep. An undated NE-SW aligned ditch, 10062, was revealed in
Trench 10187; measuring 1.55m wide and 0.38 m. Furrow 10064 was also recorded in
this trench. An east to west aligned ditch, 10066, was revealed in Trench 10188,
measuring 0.87m wide and 0.2m deep. Part of post-hole 10068 was also revealed in this
trench, 0.39m wide and 0.13m deep.

5.11.5

A single NW-SE ditch, 10058, was noted in Trench 10189, measuring 0.6m wide and
0.18m deep. Post-hole 10050, 0.49m in diameter and 0.17m deep, was recorded in
Trench 10190. Immediately to the east, NW-SE aligned ditch 10058 was recorded in
Trench 10189, measuring 0.7m in wide and 0.18m deep. The final feature in the northern
part of this land parcel was a NW-SE aligned ditch, 10060, in Trench 10192. It was 0.9m
wide and 0.22m deep.

5.11.6

Land parcel 1137 runs alongside land parcel 1136 in this area and a network of ditches
were revealed (see above). Land parcel 1136 then continues to the south with a possible
post-hole noted in Trench 10217. This shallow circular feature, 10125, measured 0.42m in
diameter and 0.07m deep. A number of intercutting ditches were recorded in Trench
10219. An east to west ditch, 10148/10142/10138, was seen in the western half of the
trench and terminating adjacent to a NE-SW orientated furrow, 10140. Intervention 10148
produced a group of Neolithic flintwork including broken flakes, three broken blades, two
broken cores, a crested blade, one micro denticulate and four flakes.

5.11.7

Two north to south aligned ditches appeared to abut the east to west ditch, one (10044)
was seen to truncate it, the relationship with the other (10155) was uncertain, but it
contained five sherds (305g) of early Roman pottery. On the eastern side of the furrow,
undated curvilinear ditch 10145 was recorded. Just to the south, Trench 10220 contained
a single NW-SE orientated ditch, 10134, 1.18m wide and 0.26 m.
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5.11.8

A Romano-British pottery kiln, 10273, was uncovered against the western baulk in the
north of Trench 10223 (Plate 2). The trench was subsequently extended by 5m to the
west and 10m to the south to allow investigation of the feature. The structure of the kiln
had not survived and only below ground traces were located. It was not fully excavated
and partially left in-situ. The kiln appeared to be NW-SE aligned, with a stoke-hole at the
southern end linked by a 0.32m wide flue to the 0.83m wide northern chamber. It was cut
directly into the natural gravely clay and the chamber, flue and stoke-hole fired hard by
repeated use.

5.11.9

The construction cut for the flue and chamber, 10273, was partially excavated within the
footprint of the original trench, but was seen to be a minimum of 1.15m in length, 1.2m
wide and at least 0.34m deep. Heat-affected ground was seen in the area of the chamber,
10254, and flue, 10255, however this was not excavated. The base of chamber and flue
were covered in an ashy charcoal-rich deposit (10258). Stokehole 10135 (Plate 3) was
located on the southern side of the flue. This was oval in plan, 1.62m x 1.16m x 0.4m with
fairly steep, straight sides and a flat base. The lower fill (10154) was an orange brown
clayey silt with grey mottles, 0.25m thick. This was overlain by a dark blackish brown silty
sand with charcoal (10147), 0.2m thick and then a mid brown sandy silt, 0.13m thick
(10136). A total of 410 sherds (5.7kg) of pottery was recovered from these fills.

5.11.10 Towards the flue the sequence of deposits changes and this may represent the location of
the fire pit, towards the junction of the stoke hole and flue. A deposit of large sherds of
pottery (10272) was noted at the base of this area. This was overlain by a deposit of ash
and charcoal (10257), 0.19m thick, and then a dark grey to black charcoal-rich layer
(10256), 0.12m thick. A further 52 sherds (959g) of pottery were recovered from this area.
It is not possible to ascertain the form of the kiln from these traces, however perforated
fired clay plate fragments may have been used in the stacking of vessels; fragments from
possible kiln bars were also recovered. The presence of overfired vessels indicates this
structure was used as a pottery kiln. A pit (51002) and post-hole (51000) in the extension
to this trench were not excavated.
5.11.11 Furrows were present in Trenches 10187, 10190 and 10219.
5.12

Land parcel 1132

5.12.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10228-10233, 10268, 10269, 10271, 10273 and
10275-10290 (Figure 9). A total of 26 trenches were proposed within land parcel 1132, of
which one (Trench 10271) could not be excavated.

5.12.2

5.12.3

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a greyish brown silty clay, 0.2-0.4m thick. This overlay the subsoil, a 0.10.29m thick layer of mid brown to greyish brown silty clay with occasional gravels. The
underlying natural varied from an orange gravelly clay to an orange brown silty clay,
reached at a depth of 0.39-0.59m below the surface. Two silty swathes running north to
south through the natural in Trench 10269 may represent former channels.
Results
A sub-circular shaped pit, 10271, in Trench 10233 contained two sherds of Saxon pottery.
A large and undated feature, 10269, was recorded in Trench 10285. It appeared to be an
east to west aligned ditch with steep, straight sides and an irregular base. The minimum
dimensions were 5m x 1.8m x 0.6 m. It contained a single fill of dark grey silty clay with
common flint and gravel and was interpreted as a possible quarry pit. The terminus of
north to south aligned ditch 10262, 0.75m wide and 0.16m deep, was recorded in Trench
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10280. Furrows were noted in Trenches 10275 (recorded as 10275), 10279, 10280,
10283, 10284, 10287, 10289 (recorded as 10264) and 10290.
5.13
5.13.1

5.13.2

5.13.3

Land parcel 1131
Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10256-10267, 10272, 10274, 10291-10321, 1032310329, 11509-11519, 11521-11543 and 11569 (Figure 8, 9, 10, 11 and 13). A total of 90
trenches were proposed, of which 27 (Trenches 10256-10258, 10261-10265, 10291,
10292, 10298, 10299, 10304, 10307, 10310, 10312-10314, 10317, 11516, 11518, 11523
and 11535-11539) could not be excavated. Trenches 10264, 10291, 10292, 10298, 10299
and 10304 to 10317 were unexcavated due to crops, Trenches 10256 to 10258 and
11535 due to a track, Trenches 10261 to 10263 due to proximity to a badger sett, and
Trenches 11518, 11523, and 11536-11539 due to a drain.
Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a grey brown silty clay throughout, 0.17-0.35m. The subsoil was a grey
brown silty clay with areas of a more orange brown, 0.05-0.22m in thickness. The
underlying natural was predominantly an orange brown silty clay with gravel inclusions
and areas of a lighter grey brown, 0.32-0.45m below ground level.
Results
This is a large land parcel, with archaeology concentrated to the north and south of the
area. In the north of this land parcel, a series of ditches was noted in Trenches 11569,
10272 and 10267, to the west of the kiln in land parcel 1136. A NW-SE aligned ditch was
noted in the northern half of Trench 11569, and recorded as ditch 10318/10331. This was
0.83m wide and 0.21m deep, it contained two fills. This ditch was truncated by NE-SW
aligned ditch 10334. This feature was of similar dimensions, 0.8m wide and 0.19m deep,
but contained a single fill. Intercutting ditches were also recorded at the southern end of
the trench, with NE-SW ditch 10336/13025 (0.84m wide and 0.21m deep) truncated by
SW-NE ditch 10338 (1.0m wide and 0.39m deep). A wide (2.3m), shallow (0.18m) ditch,
10323, cut across the edge of ditch 10336/13025. A single sherd of medieval pottery was
recovered from its fill.

5.13.4

A curving ditch, 10327, was recorded in Trench 10272, orientated east to west and turning
at 90° to run on a north-south alignment. The ditch was 0.94m wide and 0.16m deep, and
contained one sherd of Roman pottery. It truncated earlier NE-SW ditch 10330, the
terminus of which was revealed in this trench. This was of similar width (1.03m) but
deeper (0.46m), with steep sides and a V-shaped profile. An east to west aligned ditch,
1.05m wide and 0.1m deep, 10322, ran across the trench.

5.13.5

Ditches located in Trench 10267, immediately to the south of Trench 10272, were similar
in plan and may relate to the same field system. In the northern end of the trench, three
ditches, 10343, 10345 and 10347, ran parallel to each other on a NW-SE alignment. Ditch
10343 was 1.5m wide and 0.23m deep; 10345 was at least 0.6m wide and 0.4m deep;
ditch 10347 was at least 0.34m wide and 0.32m deep. All contained single fills, with two
small sherds of Iron Age pottery recovered from ditch 10345. A NE-SW aligned ditch,
10341, cut across all three ditches. It measured 0.58m wide and 0.66m deep. At the
southern end of the trench, a plough furrow, feature 10349, ran on a north to south
alignment before turning at 90° to run east to west. It was 1.8m wide and 0.2m deep.

5.13.6

A concentration of archaeology was discovered as the area of investigation widened at
the southern end of land parcel 1131, with features revealed in 29 trenches. A north to
south orientated ditch, 10408, was recorded in Trench 10309, measuring 1.23m wide and
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0.6m deep. A group of intercutting pits (features 10538, 10542, 10544, 10588) were
revealed against the western edge of Trench 11509; however their plans and relationships
were unclear and obscured by truncating ditch 10536. Just to the south of these features,
pit 10548 and gully 10546 were revealed, however the relationship between the two
features was unclear. The gully was 0.44m wide and 0.14m deep and aligned east to
west; the pit was 0.42m wide and at least 0.29m deep. At the southern end of the trench,
a shallow ditch or furrow was present, 10550, measuring 1.28m wide and 0.19m deep.
Ditches 51006 and 51005 and possible post-hole 51004 were not excavated.
5.13.7

Part of a probable segmented ditch was revealed in the eastern end of Trench 11510. The
segments, 10584 and 10586, were up to 0.7m wide and 0.2m deep. Part of another ditch,
10582, was adjacent to 10584 and of very similar dimensions; however the relationship
between the two was unclear. Four small circular features (51008-51011) and one ditch
(51007) were unexcavated in Trench 11512. Four ditches were revealed in Trench 11514.
At the eastern end of the trench, ditch 10570 (Plate 4) was recorded, on a north to south
alignment. It was 1.41m wide and 0.44m and contained two fills, possibly alluvial deposits.
A copper alloy armlet was recovered from the upper fill. In the centre of the trench, ditch
10565 was orientated NE-SW, 0.54m wide and 0.18m deep, its single fill produced two
sherds from a Roman mortaria. It was truncated by slightly larger north to south orientated
ditch 10567, 0.9m wide and 0.24m deep. Ditch 10567 also truncated shallow gully 10592,
both features were undated.

5.13.8

Six ditch features were revealed in Trench 11517 (Plate 7). East to west aligned ditch
10579 was at least 1.1m wide and 0.52m deep. Its primary fill produced 101g of middle
Roman pottery, with a further 1.5kg of mid to late Roman pottery, and 526g of animal
bone, recovered from the upper fill. It was truncated by ditch 10604, 707g of middle
Roman pottery and 244g of animal bone was recovered from its fill. This was then
truncated by east to west orientated ditch 10602, 2.6m wide and 0.18m deep. In the
centre of the trench, ditch 10575 (Plate 5) was also aligned east to west, 1.85m wide and
0.13m deep. To the south, the terminus of two NE-SW orientated narrow ditches or
gullies, 10577 (Plate 6) and 10599, were recorded. Both were approximately 0.5m wide,
10577 was 0.11m deep whilst 10599 was 0.3m deep.

5.13.9

A group of features were revealed in the south of Trench 11519. Ditch 10598 (0.4m wide
and 0.3m deep) and possible pit 10597 (0.7m wide and 0.21m deep) were both truncated
by feature 10594; however the form of this feature was obscured by the limit of
excavation. Post-hole 10590 was adjacent, 0.33m in diameter and 0.3m deep. Features
51012 and 51013 were not excavated. Part of a NE-SW aligned ditch 10553, was seen in
Trench 11521. It was 1.88m wide and 0.76m deep, and contained two fills but no
archaeological finds. A ditch, furrow (10563) and post-hole were revealed in Trench
11528. Ditch 10558 was aligned NE-SW, 1.7m wide and 0.7m deep; post-hole 10571 was
0.3m in diameter and 0.13m deep.

5.13.10 Features were also revealed in the adjacent trenches, including four ditches in Trench
11532. Ditches 10479 and 10481 were intercutting but on different alignments, the former
NW-SE and the latter east to west, 0.7m wide and 0.16-0.21m deep. Ditch 10532 was
aligned NW-SE, 1.38m wide and 0.6m deep; ditch 10534 was 1.14m wide and 0.28m
deep. A single abraded but decorated sherd of Iron Age pottery and 29g of animal bone
were recovered from its fill. Two intercutting ditches were also present in Trench 11540,
ditch 10494 was on a NE-SW alignment, 1.6m wide and 0.45m deep and truncated by
shallow gully 10496, 0.4m wide and 0.1m deep. Shallow ditches in Trenches 11529
(10561, 1.32m wide and 0.12m deep) and 11530 (10573, 1.38m wide and 0.16m deep)
may be furrows.
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5.13.11 Furrows were recorded in the following trenches: 10316 (features 10420, 10520); 10320
(feature 10445); 10321 (feature 10422); 10326 (features 10459, 10461); 11513 (features
10555 and 10557); 11528 (10563)
5.14

Land parcel 1130

5.14.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11544-11565 (Figure 12). A total of 22 trenches
were proposed, but none could be excavated.

5.15

Land parcel 1122

5.15.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11566 and 11567 (Figure 12). A total of two
trenches were proposed, but none could be excavated.

5.16

Land parcel 1116

5.16.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10333-10335 (Figure 14). A total of three trenches
were proposed, but none could be excavated.

5.17

Land parcel 1115

5.17.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10330-10332 (Figure 14). A total of three trenches
were proposed, but none could be excavated.

5.18

Land parcel 1114

5.18.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10336-10380 and 10382 (Figure 14 and 15). A total
of 45 trenches were proposed, of which one (Trench 10344) could not be excavated, and
Trench 10382 was relocated due to the presence of reptiles.

5.18.2

5.18.3

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil in the trenches was quite variable, ranging from a dark brown silty clay to
clayey silt, a greyish brown silty sand to silty clay, to a brownish grey silty sand to clayey
silt, 0.12-0.37m thick. The underlying subsoil was a silty clay, varying in colour from a
yellowish brown to greyish brown or dark grey, with occasional to moderate gravel. It
varied from 0.07-0.35m in thickness. The natural geology was a grey to orangey brown
clay with areas of yellowish brown sandy clay or orange sandy silt with frequent gravels
and chalk fragments. It was reached at a depth of 0.3-0.68m from the surface of the
trenches.
Results
A single, poorly defined modern feature, 20412, was recorded in Trench 10342 (not
illustrated), cut through the topsoil down into the top of the natural. Land drains were
uncovered, or suspected, in Trenches 10349, 10357, 10359, 10362, 10365-10370, 10372,
10374, 10378-10380 and 10382. Furrows were noted in Trenches 10373, 10375, 10376,
10378-10380 and 10382.
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5.19
5.19.1

5.19.2

5.19.3

Land parcel 1113
Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10381, 10383-10405, 10407, 10408, 10410, 10411,
10413, 10415, 10419, 10421 and 10424 (Figure 15 and 16). A total of 33 trenches were
proposed, of which two (Trenches 10419 and 10421) could not be excavated. Trenches
10386 and 10387 were repositioned and shortened as a result of unmapped overhead
cables. Trench 10424 was shortened due to the discovery of an unmapped water pipe.
Stratigraphy and geology
Seventeen trenches were excavated. The topsoil was 0.2-0.4m thick, a dark brown to dark
grey clayey silt or dark grey silty sand with occasional gravels and chalk. It overlay the
subsoil, a 0.1-0.44m thick layer of orange/yellow brown to greyish brown silty clay with
sparse to moderate gravel and chalk fragments. The natural was reached at a depth of
0.35-0.7 m, and varied from a grey clay with areas of orange clayey sand to a light brown
silty clay, frequent gravel and chalk was present throughout.
Results
Two NE-SW aligned ditches were recorded in Trench 10401. Ditch 20810 was 0.8m wide
and 0.32m deep, ditch 20812 was 0.65m wide and 0.18m deep. Each contained a single
fill but no artefacts. A NW-SE aligned ditch, 20674, in Trench 10405 was 0.6m wide,
0.23m deep and contained a single fill. Ditches 20814 in Trench 10410 and ditch 20816 in
Trench 10411 were both on a NE-SW alignment. Trench 10415 contained a sub-circular
pit, 20682, 0.69m in diameter and 0.28m deep

5.19.4

Four ditches were recorded in Trench 10404. Ditches 20804 and 20806 ran parallel to
each other on an east to west alignment. Ditch 20804 was 0.46m wide and 0.4m deep, it
truncated ditch 20806, 0.39m wide and 0.27m deep. Ditch 20802 was aligned north to
south, was 1.06m wide and 0.49m deep. It contained two fills but no dating material. At
the western end of the trench, ditch 20277 was also aligned NE-SW. Five ditches were
also noted in adjacent Trench 10407 (20282, 20285, 20289, 20290 and 20291).

5.19.5

A modern pit, 20254, was uncovered in Trench 10388, rectangular in plan, steep sided
and flat-bottomed. Excavation of a possible feature, 20648, in Trench 10393, indicated a
geological origin. Plough furrows were recorded in most trenches, with the exception of
10393, 10395, 10405, 10415 and 10424.

5.20

Land parcel 1112

5.20.1

5.20.2

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10406, 10409, 10412, 10414, 10416-10418, 10420,
10422, 10423 and 10425-10447 (Figure 16 and 17). A total of 33 trenches were
proposed, of which 8 (Trenches 10406, 10409, 10416-10418, 10420, 10422 and 10423)
could not be excavated.
Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a dark grey silty clay loam to silty sand with occasional gravels, 0.220.36m thick. This overlay the subsoil, a greyish brown silty clay with rare gravel, 0.090.38m thick. The underlying natural, reached at a depth of 0.37-.74 m, varied from a light
brown silty clay with frequent patches of chalk gravel and occasional flint cobbles to a very
pale brown or greyish brown clay with patches/streaks of brown sandy clay and frequent
chalk and flint gravels and cobbles.
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5.20.3

Results
Eight ditches were revealed in this land parcel, located to the east of the features revealed
in land parcel 1113, however two were not excavated (NE-SW aligned ditch 20856 in
Trench 10427 and NW-SE aligned ditch 20353 in Trench 10436). A north to south aligned
ditch, 20826, measuring 1.04m wide and 0.44m deep, was revealed in Trench 10412. A
second ditch, 20824, orientated NE-SW, was 1.1m wide and 0.21m deep, but may
represent a furrow. Two NE-SW orientated ditches (20831 and 20836) were located in
Trenches 10425 and 10427. Ditch 20831 was 1.2m wide and 0.3m deep, and contained a
single fill that produced scraps of Iron Age or Roman pottery. Ditch 20836 was 0.6m wide
and 0.36m deep, again with a single fill that produced three small sherds of late Iron Age
or Roman pottery. The most easterly features in this land parcel were ditch 20843 and
ditch 20848 in Trench 10444, both undated.

5.20.4

Land drains were noted in Trenches 10412, 10414, 10425, 10427, 10428, 10430, 10437,
10438, 10440, 10441, 10443 and 10445. Furrows, or suspected furrows, were recorded in
Trenches 10412, 10425, 10427, 10428, 10430 and 10438.

5.21

Land parcel 1111

5.21.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10448-10491 and 11570-11572 (Figure 17, 18 and
20). A total of 47 trenches were proposed for land parcel 1111, of which three (Trenches
11570-11572) could not be excavated.

5.21.2

5.21.3

5.21.4

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a grey or greyish brown silty sand with moderate gravel, or occasionally a
dark brownish grey clayey silt, 0.2-0.4m thick. The underlying subsoil was predominantly a
greyish brown silty to sandy clay with occasional gravel, 0.1-0.3m thick. The natural was
variable, ranging from a brownish grey or grey clay with frequent chalk gravels and
occasional streaks of brown or yellow sandy clay or sand, to a yellow sandy clay with
patches of grey clay, reached a depth of 0.4-0.6m below the trench surfaces.
Results
Archaeological features were observed in only four trenches. Part of a NE-SW aligned
ditch, 21206, was visible in Trench 10448. It was steep sided with a flat base and
measured 0.7m wide and 0.43m deep. A NW-SE orientated ditch, 20367, was present in
Trench 10462. Pottery from a NE-SW aligned ditch, 21234, in Trench 10468, indicates a
Roman date. It was 0.6m wide and 0.24m deep. An irregular shallow circular feature,
21229, in Trench 10470, may represent the base of a pit or a tree-throw hole. It measured
0.6m in diameter and was 0.16m deep.
Two intercutting ditches were revealed in Trench 10474; however the relationship
between the two was not clear. Ditch 21407 ran on a NW-SE alignment and was 1.3m
wide and 0.35m deep. The narrower intersecting gully, 21405, was 0.4m wide and 0.4m
deep. Both had straight, moderate sides and flat bases and contained a single fill of dark
greyish brown silty clay. Pottery recovered from 21407 is suggestive of a Roman date.
Furrows were present in Trenches 10452, 10462, 10470, 10481 and 10486. Part of a
possible palaeochannel was located at the east end of Trench 10457.
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5.22

Land parcel 1109

5.22.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10492-10559 (Figure 19, 20, 21 and 22). A total of
68 trenches were proposed, of which one (Trench 10548) could not be excavated, due to
the presence of an unmapped water pipe.

5.22.2

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a dark greyish brown silty loam to silty sand, 0.24-0.4m thick. The subsoil
was a brownish grey silty clay with rare to frequent chalk inclusions, 0.14-0.4m thick. The
underlying natural was extremely variable, even within a single trench, varying from a light
grey clay to an orange-brown sandy clay, the latter usually present as streaks and
patches. The natural was a reddish brown sandy clay in a small number of trenches.
Chalk gravels were commonly occurring and large pieces of flint were occasionally
encountered. It was reached at a depth of 0.38-0.9 m. A colluvial layer of orange brown
sandy loam was noted in Trench 10522 between the base of the subsoil and the top of the
natural, 0.24m thick.

5.22.3

Results
No archaeology was encountered in these trenches. Furrows were present in Trenches
10496, 10500, 10505, 10514 and 10523.

5.23

Land parcel 1108

5.23.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10560-10585, 10587 and 10588 (Figure 22 and 23).
A total of 28 trenches were proposed for land parcel 1108, but none could be excavated
due to ecological constraints.

5.24

Land parcel 1107

5.24.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10586 and 10589-10641 (Figure 23 and 24). A total
of 54 trenches were proposed for land parcel 1107, but none could be excavated due to
ecological constraints.

5.25

Land parcel 1105

5.25.1

5.25.2

5.25.3

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10649-10657, 10661, 10663-10665 and 1067010680 (Figure 24, 25 and 26). A total of 24 trenches were proposed for land parcel 1105,
of which seven (Trenches 10657, 10665, 10671, 10674, 10677, 10679 and 10680) could
not be excavated, primarily due to proximity of field boundaries.
Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil for the area was a grey brown silty clay ranging from 0.18m to 0.3m in
thickness. The subsoil below this was predominantly a brown grey silty clay with areas of
a more yellow brown, 0.12 - 0.3 m. The underlying natural was comprised of a grey brown
clay with occasional streaks of orange sandy clay, 0.38 - 0.6m below ground level.
Results
A wide (2.7m) NW-SE aligned ditch, 40975, was recorded in Trench 10649. Two possible
intercutting ditches, 40984 and 40985, were recorded to the south of this feature but their
shape in plan and stratigraphic relationship was unclear. Two intercutting pits, 40977 and
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40979, were recorded against the western baulk of Trench 10650; adjacent pit 40981 was
0.55m wide and 0.14m deep. Two ditches were also present in this trench, NW-SE
aligned ditch 40992 and ditch 40986, the latter was truncated by pits 40988 and 40990.
5.25.4

A NE-SW orientated ditch, 40997, was revealed in Trench 10651, measuring 2.36m in
width and 0.31m deep. Part of a post-hole, 40994, was revealed in the northern edge of
the trench. Three small and irregularly-shaped features were also recorded, 49001, 49003
and 49005, all thought to be natural in origin. Undulations in the natural geology were also
noted in Trench 10653 (recorded as 49008, 49010 and 49012). Furrow 49016 was
recorded in Trench 10654.

5.26

Land parcel 1104

5.26.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10659, 10660, 10666-10669, 10681-10748, 1075010754 and 10658 (Figure 25, 26, 27, 28 and 29). A total of 80 trenches were proposed for
land parcel 1104, but none could be excavated.

5.27

Land parcel 1103

5.27.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10749, 10792-10794, 10824, 10825 and 1082710830 (Figure 28, 30 and 31). A total of ten trenches were proposed for land parcel 1103,
of which five (Trenches 10749, 10792-10794 and 10829) could not be excavated.

5.27.2

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a dark greyish brown loamy clay to blackish brown clay loam with
occasional gravel, 0.3-0.4m thick. This overlay the subsoil, 0.08-0.2m thick, a greyish
brown sandy clay to dark greyish brown loamy clay, with rare gravels. The natural was
reached at a depth of 0.42-0.55 m, and was a yellowish brown sandy clay with moderate
to abundant gravel and lenses of bluish clay.

5.27.3

Results
Apart from furrows recorded in Trenches 10824, 10827 and 10828, no archaeological
remains were located.

5.28

Land parcel 1102

5.28.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10920-10931 (Figure 33, 34 and 36). A total of 14
trenches were proposed for land parcel 1102, of which three (Trenches 10920, 10921A
and 10931) could not be excavated.

5.28.2

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a mid greyish brown silty loam to sandy clay loam with sparse to
moderate gravel, 0.28-0.34m thick. The underlying subsoil was 0.15-0.4m thick, a greyish
brown to orange brown silty clay loam with a rare amount of gravels at the top of the
deposit, increasing to an abundant quantity towards the base of the subsoil. The interface
between the subsoil and natural was very diffuse. The natural was predominantly a
compact coarse sand and gravel, with occasional swathes of greyish brown clay. It was
also recorded as a light brown orange sandy loam with abundant gravel. It was reached at
a depth of 0.4-0.74m below the surface.
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5.28.3

Results
Archaeological features were recorded in four trenches, however no artefacts were
recovered. The most northerly were gully 70036 and post-hole 70038 in Trench 10922.
The east to west aligned gully was 0.4m wide and 0.15m deep; the post-hole was
adjacent, 0.26m diameter and 0.1m deep. A NW-SW aligned gully, 70018, was recorded
in Trench 10927, 0.32m wide and 0.06m deep. The terminus of east to west orientated
ditch 70004 was present in Trench 10929, as well as a single post-hole, 70006. The ditch
was 0.8m wide and 0.2m deep, the post-hole 0.27m in diameter and 0.07m deep. A
similarly sized post-hole, 70013, was also revealed in Trench 10928. Furrows were
present in Trenches 10924 and 10927.

5.29

Land parcel 1099

5.29.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10831-10904 (Figure 31, 32 and 33). A total of 74
trenches were proposed for land parcel 1099, all of which were excavated, though Trench
10903 was shortened by 5m to avoid an existing ditch.

5.29.2

5.29.3

5.29.4

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was 0.22-0.35m thick, a dark greyish brown sandy clay loam or loamy clay to
a dark grey sandy loam, with occasional charcoal flecks and gravel. It overlay the subsoil,
a 0.04-0.2m thick layer of variable colour and texture ranging from a yellowish brown
loamy clay to a yellowish brown, to a greyish brown sandy clay, brownish grey silty clay
loam or an orange brown sandy clay, with occasional to moderate gravels.
The natural was reached at a depth of 0.3-0.53 m, a light yellowish to reddish brown
sandy gravel or light yellowish brown clay with common to abundant gravel and
occasional lenses of blue clay.
Results
Three ditches, a pit and post-hole were revealed at the western end of this land parcel;
three ditches in the central area and a concentration of archaeology at the eastern end,
with 14 ditches and one post-hole.

5.29.5

At the western end, NE-SW aligned ditch 30532 was recorded in Trench 10835. This was
0.95m wide and 0.31m deep and appeared to be part of the same ditch as east to west
aligned ditch 30610 revealed in Trench 10839. Both had a V-shaped profile but 30610
was slightly narrower, 0.6m wide and 0.3m deep, the latter had a thin primary fill overlain
by a more substantial secondary fill, whilst 30532 contained only a single fill. Pit 30418,
revealed in the southern end Trench 10834, was oval in plan, 1.22 x 0.98m and 0.15m
deep but did not contain any archaeological components.

5.29.6

An east to west aligned ditch, 30079, was recorded in Trench 10846, 1.1m wide and
0.23m deep. Immediately to the north, a possible tree-throw hole, 30264, was noted in
Trench 10847. This feature was circular in plan, 0.65m in diameter and 0.15m deep, and
contained a layer of re-deposited sandy gravel against the eastern side of the feature,
overlain by two fills of yellowish brown sandy clay and greyish brown silty clay. A treethrow hole was noted in Trench 10832.

5.29.7

Towards the centre of this land parcel, three east to west orientated ditches were revealed
in Trenches 10865 (ditch 30053), 10869 (feature 30067) and 10872 (ditch 30142). Ditch
30053 was 1.2m wide and 0.14m deep and contained four fills. Feature 30067 was a
slightly irregularly shaped shallow ditch, 2.2m wide and 0.15m deep, containing a single
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fill. Ditch 30142 was 1.4m wide and 0.41m deep, contained two fills and had been cut to
the level of the subsoil rather than through the natural geology. A tree-throw hole was
noted in Trench 10860.
5.29.8

Towards the southern end of the land parcel, a number of the ditch features appeared to
relate to post-medieval field systems, including north to south aligned ditch 30243 in
Trench 10880, measuring 0.9m wide and 0.32m deep, with a 30mm layer of primary
silting in the base. Immediately to the north in Trench 10879, ditch 30058 was also on a
north to south alignment, but much wider (3.1m) and deeper (1.2m), containing two fills.
Three parallel north to south ditches were also seen in Trench 10882, one was
investigated, ditch 30249. This was 0.92m wide and 0.29m deep, it appeared to be filled
with a re-deposited subsoil, into which a channel (0.17m wide) had been cut along the
western side and been filled by a sandy gravel. A post-medieval field ditch, 30117, was
recorded in Trench 10891. It was on a NW-SE alignment, 1.03m wide and 0.35m deep
and cut from the top of the subsoil. An irregularly shaped ditch, 30221, in Trench 10890,
was 0.9m wide and 0.62 m, contained three fills, and was truncated by a furrow and land
drain.

5.29.9

Two ditches in Trench 10896 ran on the same NW-SE alignment and were similar in
profile but contained differing fills. Ditch 30109 was 0.77m wide, 0.28m deep and
contained a single fill. Ditch 30111 was 0.67m wide, 0.22m deep and contained two fills.
Both were cut into the subsoil and did not contain any archaeological artefacts. Ditches
were recorded in Trenches 10898, 10902 and 10904, and a post-hole in Trench 10900. A
NE-SW aligned ditch, 30104, recorded in Trench 10898, 0.82m wide and 0.3m deep,
contained a single fill of greyish brown to yellowish brown sandy loam. The feature could
not be dated, but was cut by an E-W furrow.

5.29.10 Four parallel ditches (30016, 30018, 30300 and 30303) on a NNE-SSW alignment were
seen in Trench 10899, each 4m apart. They were 0.7m wide and 0.29-0.55m deep, and
contained one to two fills. East to west aligned ditch 30206 was present in Trench 10902,
0.75m wide and 0.68m deep, containing a primary fill of mid orange brown sandy gravel
and secondary fill of greyish brown sandy clay loam. No archaeological finds were
recovered. Two ditches were revealed in Trench 10904, both on a NE-SW orientation,
30004 was 0.45m wide and 0.54m deep, 30006 was 0.62m wide and 0.22m deep. Both
contained a single fill of mid grey silty clay loam with occasional gravel inclusions. The
ditches seen in Trenches 10904 and 10902 may be related. A single post-hole, 30023,
was recorded in Trench 10900, irregular in plan (0.47-0.75m), 0.19m deep, containing a
dark grey silty clay loam with charcoal flecks. A patch of burnt material was visible in the
section at the northern end of Trench 10892 and areas of animal disturbance were also
seen in Trench 10894.
5.29.11 A number of features were noted but not excavated including 51076 (Trench 10831);
51075 (Trench 10832); 51079 (Trench 10838); 51077 and 51078 (Trench 10843); 51081
and 51082 (Trench 10882); 51085 (Trench 51085); Furrows were noted in Trenches
10832, 10833, 10835, 10839, 10885, 10887, 10894, 10898, 10900, 10901 (feature 30011)
and 10903.
5.29.12 Modern ditches running on a north to south and east to west alignment were seen in
Trench 10860 and the remains of a modern fence post in Trench 10843.
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5.30

Land parcel 1098

5.30.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10755-10791, 10796 and 10799 (Figure 29 and 30).
A total of 39 trenches were proposed for land parcel 1098, of which one (Trench 10756)
could not be excavated due to a field boundary.

5.30.2

5.30.3

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was predominantly a greyish brown silty clay with patches of a darker brown
loamy clay, 0.1m - 0.4m thick. This overlaid the subsoil, a greyish brown silty clay with
sandier orangey brown patches throughout, 0.06 - 0.2m thick. The natural geology
underlying these layers was an orangey brown sandy clay with patches of grey-blue clay
of varying sizes and frequency. It contained frequent coarse gravel inclusions and
occurred between 0.25m and 0.6m below the ground surface.
Results
Archaeology was encountered in 28 trenches, spread across the extent of this land parcel
and will be presented here from west to east. Four north to south orientated ditches were
recorded in Trench 10758, all 0.6-0.8m in width. Most (features 33026, 33028, 33030)
were shallow, 0.1-0.15m deep, however ditch 33032 survived to a depth of 0.52 m.
Features 51031 and 51032 were not excavated. A further four ditches were recorded in
Trench 10759. Ditch 32030 was 0.7m wide and 0.1m deep, orientated NE-SW across the
north of the trench. The other features were narrower, 0.32-0.35m and 0.15-0.27m deep.
Gully 32026 and 32028 (Plate 14) were located in the centre of the trench on a NW-SW
and E-W orientation respectively. Gully 32022 was at the southern end of the trench and
on a NE-SW alignment.

5.30.4

A north to south orientated ditch, 30922, in Trench 10757, was 0.7m wide and 0.09m
deep, and was truncated by furrow 30924. Ditch 30918 in Trench 10760 was also on a
north to south alignment, 0.9m wide and 0.42m deep. Three ditches were recorded in
Trench 10761. Ditch 33111 was noted in the in the north-east corner of the trench. This
ditch appeared to be on a NW-SE alignment, 1.2m wide and 0.25m deep. Ditches 33113
and 33116 in the centre of the trench were on a north to south orientation. Ditch 33113
was 0.7m wide and 0.285m deep with a single fill, ditch 33116 was more substantial, 1.0m
wide, 0.45m deep and contained two fills. East to west orientated ditch 33019, 1.04m wide
and 0.13m deep, in Trench 10762, was truncated by furrows 33017/33021. Adjacent
Trench 10764 contained three north to south orientated ditches (32013, 32016 and
32018), each 0.7-0.8m wide and 0.16-0.2m deep, running parallel to four land drains in
this trench.

5.30.5

Three east to west aligned ditches and a pit were recorded in Trench 10763. Gullies
31010 and 31018 were 0.5m wide and 0.17-0.3m deep; shallow ditch 31014 was 1.05m
wide and 0.04m deep. Pit 31012 was 1.7m in diameter and 0.17m deep and contained a
single sterile fill. A land drain (feature 31016) truncated gully 31018. Three ditches in
Trench 10766 were on similar alignments, ditch 30834 orientated WNW-ESE, 0.8m wide
and 0.3m deep; ditches 30836 and 30838 0.53-0.56m wide and 0.23-0.4m deep. Furrows
and land drains also transverse this trench.

5.30.6

Two irregular shaped oval features in Trench 10767 were thought to be tree-throw holes
(30584 and 30586), though two small pieces of burnt flint were noted in the fill of 30584.
Two other features were not excavated (51041 and 51042).Two ditches were recorded in
Trench 10769, 33104 was north to south aligned, 0.55m wide and 0.18m deep; 33106
was orientated NNE-SSW 0.6m wide and 0.12m deep but its interpretation was uncertain.
23
Report ref.105760.17

A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon Improvement
Archaeological Evaluation Report – Volume 1: Site Narrative

5.30.7

Part of a field system was revealed in Trench 10771, comprising a number of ditch
features. Ditch 33003 was 0.6m wide 0.17m deep, and orientated NW-SE and abutted
ditch 33005, 0.66m wide and 0.07m deep, orientated SW-NE, the two features appeared
to contain the same fill and were thought to be contemporary. North to south ditch 33009,
0.42m wide and 0.05m deep, and NW-SE ditch 33007, 0.56m wide and 0.14m deep, were
also abutting and thought to be contemporary. Three other ditches were not excavated but
presumed to be modern in date (51055, 51056 and 51057). Two shallow ditches in Trench
10772 appear to be furrows, feature 30911 was on a north to south alignment, feature
30913 was orientated NE-SW. A single east to west ditch, 30826, in Trench 10774 was at
least 0.7m wide and 0.3m deep.

5.30.8

Three north to south orientated ditches (32007, 32009, 32011) traversed Trench 10775,
all 0.66-0.75m wide and 0.16-0.38m deep. Ditch 32007 was truncated by a land drain.
Two features were recorded in Trench 10776, although their interpretation was uncertain.
Feature 30820 was ditch in plan, 0.4m wide and 0.2m deep but may be a field drain.
Feature 30822 was circular in plan, 0.3m wide and 0.15m deep. Two east to west
orientated ditches, 31003 and 31005, were noted in the south of Trench 10778, 1.0-1.08m
wide and 0.15-0.18m deep. Feature 50164 was not excavated.

5.30.9

Four ditches were again noted in Trench 10779, all on a north to south alignment with the
exception of 30595 which was oriented NE-SW. Gully terminus 30591 was 0.4m wide and
0.18m deep; ditch 30593 was 0.9m wide and 0.4m deep and ditch 30599 was 0.55m wide
and 0.13m deep. Ditch 30595 was the narrowest, 0.25m wide and 0.15m deep. A treethrow hole, 30597, was also recorded against the southern baulk. Trench 10780 was
again traversed by north to south ditches, however 30812 (0.7m wide and 0.05m deep)
and 30816 (1.0m wide and 0.2m deep) may represent furrows; feature 30814 was a land
drain. The terminus of NE-SE aligned ditch 30903, 0.73m wide and 0.23m deep, was
recorded in Trench 10781. Vertically sided NE-SW ditch 30807 in Trench 10782 was
probably a field drain, 0.65m wide and 0.3m deep.

5.30.10 In Trench 10783, two north to south aligned ditches (30476 and 30492) were truncated by
two east to west orientated ditches (30478 and 30490). All were of similar dimensions,
0.7-0.88m wide and 0.24-0.35m deep. The fill of ditch 30476 (Plate 8) contained a small
sherd of late Iron Age or Romano-British pottery. Three features in this trench were not
excavated (51065-51067). A north to south orientated ditch, 30803 (0.75m wide and
0.25m deep), in Trench 10784 was cut through the subsoil and is modern in date, a
ceramic land drain had been cut across the feature.
5.30.11 Part of a very large feature, 30487 (Plate 10, 11, 12 and 13), was revealed in Trench
10785, measuring at least 5.1m in length, 1.9m wide and over 0.76m deep, however it
extended beyond the limit of the trench and the base was not reached. The lowest fill was
at the level of the watertable, a second overlying fill was truncated by a land drain, 30498,
and the sequence of fills in the upper level of the waterhole was uncertain. Few finds were
recovered, only a small scrap of animal bone and 38g of ceramic building material from
the environmental sample. This feature was interpreted as a possible waterhole. A north
to south orientated ditch, 30483 (0.7m wide and 0.39m deep; Plate 9, 10, 11 and 13), was
revealed in the north of the trench, cut by pit 30485 (Plate 9 and 12), an oval feature 2.7m
x 1.2m x 0.26m.
5.30.12 A NE-SW aligned ditch, 30717, was recorded in Trench 10786, 0.75m wide and 0.26m
deep, contained two fills but no finds. Shallow gully 30607 (0.45m wide and 0.06m deep)
and ditch 30605 (0.9m wide and 0.4m deep) were orientated north to south in Trench
10787, the tip of the terminus of gully 30603 (0.36m wide and 0.16m deep) was partly
revealed in the eastern end of the trench. Two features in this trench were not excavated
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(51070 and 51071). A single north to south ditch, 30579, was revealed in Trench 10791. It
measured 1.6m in width and was 0.6m deep and contained three fills but no
archaeological finds.
5.30.13 Furrows were noted in Trenches 10765 and 10773.
5.31
5.31.1

5.31.2

5.31.3

Land parcel 1097
Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10795, 10797, 10798, 10800-10823 and 10826
(Figure 30 and 31). A total of 28 trenches were proposed for land parcel 1097, of which
five (Trenches 10800, 10801, 10820, 10821 and 10826) could not be excavated.
Trenches 10800 and 10801 were unexcavated due to their location on a land boundary,
Trenches 10820 and 10821 due to an unmapped utility cable avoidance tool (CAT) signal
and Trench 10826 due to proximity to a hedged field boundary.
Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was formed of a dark greyish brown clay loam between 0.22m and 0.45m in
thickness. The underlying subsoil was greyish brown clay loam with patches of sandier
clay, 0.15 - 0.4m thick. The natural geology for the area was an orangey brown sandy clay
with lighter patches of yellowish brown, 0.34 - 0.7m below ground surface.
Results
Archaeological features were recorded in eight trenches. An ENE-WSW aligned ditch with
V-shaped profile, 30572, was recorded in Trench 10795, 0.75m wide and 0.25m deep.
Three other ditches were on the same orientation but not excavated (51072-51074).
Three ditches were noted in Trench 10803. Ditches 30179 and 30184 were both aligned
east to west and contained two fills, the former was 1.12m wide and 0.39m deep and the
latter was 1.95m wide and 0.2m deep. Ditch 30186 was located at the southern end of the
trench, on a NE-SW alignment, 0.72m wide and 0.3m deep.

5.31.4

An irregular but approximately circular feature, 30174, in Trench 10804, may have been a
small pit (0.35m x 0.14m) or tree-throw hole, truncated by a land drain. A shallow pit,
30450, was revealed in Trench 10808, 0.74m wide and 0.1m deep. Two ditches in Trench
10810, ditch 30563 was north to south aligned, 1.4m wide and 0.42m deep. Part of
curvilinear ditch 30561 was also seen from the southern edge of the trench, curving
towards the east. Three tree-throw holes, two furrows and a land drain were also noted in
this trench.

5.31.5

A large but indeterminate and undated feature, 30467, was recorded in Trench 10813. It
extended beyond the trench and its shape in plan could not be ascertained and it was not
excavated to its base due to health and safety requirements. The lowest recorded fill was
a yellowish grey sandy clay, 0.05m thick; an environmental sample produced a single
indeterminate grain. This was overlain by a similar fill, 0.39m thick, and then a greyish
brown sandy clay, 0.23m thick; a greyish brown clay, 0.28m thick and finally a yellowish
brown sandy clay, 0.11m thick.

5.31.6

A NNW-SSE orientated ditch with V-shaped profile, 30168, was recorded in Trench
10815, 0.95m wide and 0.45m deep. It contained two fills; the upper one contained
fragments of wood and is presumably relatively recent in date. A NNE-SSW orientated
ditch, 30166, in Trench 10819 had a V-shaped profile and was 1.06m wide and 0.45m
deep.
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5.32
5.32.1

5.32.2

5.32.3

Land parcel 1095
Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 10905-10919, 10932-11012 and 11573-11574
(Figure 35, 36, 37 and 38). A total of 99 trenches were proposed for land parcel 1095, of
which 12 (Trenches 10946, 10948, 10949, 10951, 10953, 10955, 10975, 10976, 10983,
10985, 11573 and 11574) could not be excavated, primarily due to existing drains, though
Trenches 11573 to 11574 were located within a wooded area.
Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil comprised of grey brown loamy clay, 0.25-0.36m thick. The subsoil was a
yellow brown sandy loam, 0.2 - 0.36 m, becoming a grey brown sandy clay loam towards
the western end of the land parcel. These layers covered the natural geology of yellow
grey sandy clay occurring at between 0.46m and 0.6 8m below ground surface.
Results
Archaeological features were revealed in 24 of the trenches. The most northerly
comprised two ditches in Trench 10908. Ditch 40956 was 3.1m wide and 1.4m deep and
appeared to be a recut of ditch 40960 (Plate 18 and 19), the extent in plan and depth
could not be ascertained. A shallow north to south aligned ditch (40951), 1.85m wide and
0.11m deep, was recorded in Trench 10916. East to west aligned ditch 40909 (Plate 15)
in Trench 10952 was 1.65m wide and 0.51m deep. It contained a single fill with 11 sherds
of Roman pottery and 61g of animal bone. A much shallower ditch in this trench, 40904,
may have been a furrow.

5.32.4

Two NE-SW aligned ditches were recorded across Trench 10954, features 40886 and
40895. Three intercutting ditches were recorded in Trench 10958. The earliest was 40719,
a substantial feature that appeared to be 3m wide and 0.76m deep, containing a range of
finds including 26 sherds (365g) of pottery of mixed date, predominantly Roman but also
one medieval sherd; Roman vessel glass; 304g of fired clay and 197g of animal bone
from the lower fill, It was recut (recorded as ditch 40721), the fill contained 24 sherds
(531g) of mid to late Roman pottery and 525g of animal bone. This ditch was truncated by
pit 40724 and ditch 40727, both containing a similar range of finds. An iron hobnail, nail
and shank fragment, a single Roman pottery sherd and 2.6kg of animal bone came from
pit 40724. Ditch 40727 produced 26 sherds (510g) of mid to late Roman pottery, 374g of
animal bone and six nail fragments. Circular feature 41102 was recorded in the north of
the trench, 1.3m diameter and 0.5m deep with a concave profile, it was interpreted as a
midden. It contained a thin lens of primary fill, overlain by a secondary fill that produced a
range of archaeological finds, comprising 28 sherds of mid to late Roman pottery (662g),
156g of animal bone and three nail fragments.

5.32.5

A complex sequence of north to south orientated ditches was revealed in Trench 10960.
The earliest appeared to be ditch 40706; its fill contained 34 sherds (439g) of mid to late
Roman pottery and 318g of ceramic building material. It appeared to have been recut,
recorded as ditch 40709, its lower fill containing only five sherds of abraded Roman
pottery, an iron nail shank and 113g of animal bone and the upper fill producing 16 sherds
(210g) of early Roman pottery, 51g of ceramic building material, 128g animal bone and an
iron nail and shank fragment. Pit 40717 also truncated ditch 40706, its full extent in plan
was not ascertained; its single fill contained two Roman sherds. Parallel to ditch 40709,
and again truncating ditch 40706, ditch 40712 was 1.56m wide and 0.51m deep and
produced 24 sherds (706g) of mid to late Roman pottery and 60g of animal bone. Both
40709 and 40712 were cut by ditch 40714, 4.21m wide and 0.12m deep, its upper fill
contained 11 sherds (336g) of medieval or later ceramic building material, a residual
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broken flint blade of prehistoric date, and a piece of Pudding Stone. Four other ditches
were also recorded: north to south ditch 40524, 1.2m wide and 0.1m deep, containing a
single Roman sherd (4g). East to west aligned ditch 41158 was 0.84m wide and 0.46m
deep with a U-shaped profile, its single fill did not produce any finds, and east to west
ditches 30082 and 30084.
5.32.6

Six ditches were recorded in an east to west alignment across Trench 10962. Ditch 40940
was 1.68m wide and 0.73m deep, its most substantial lower fill contained 24 sherds
(303g) of early to middle Roman pottery and 159g of animal bone. A large, oval-shaped
feature, 40971, 2.3m wide and 0.72m deep, contained two fills with three sherds (18g) of
Roman pottery from the upper fill. Two intercutting gullies were also recorded in this
trench, gully 41153 appeared to truncate gully 41151. A small amount of animal bone
(27g) was recovered during sampling of 41151; two sherds of Roman pottery and 54g of
animal bone were associated with 41153. Two parallel NE-SW ditches, 41204 and 41208
(Plate 16) contained similar fills and appeared to be contemporary. They were 1.55-1.8m
wide and 0.54-0.57m deep and contained a range of finds. Ditch 41204 contained five
sherds (113g) of undated pottery, a small iron rod fragment, 21g of animal bone but also
three pieces of modern toughened glass from an environmental sample. Ditch 41208
contained 16 sherds (145g) of Roman pottery and 116g of animal bone.

5.32.7

Four features were revealed in Trench 10964. A NW-SE aligned gully, 40516, was 0.3m
wide and 0.12m deep and contained two sherds (23g) of Roman pottery. This was
truncated by east to west aligned ditch 40518, 1.8m wide and 0.16m deep, which was
then cut by pit 40520, 0.45 x 0.15 m, contained a single fragment from a post-medieval or
modern flower pot and 48g of animal bone (Plate 21). A second east to west aligned ditch
was also recorded in this trench, 40522, its fill contained seven sherds (76g) of Roman
pottery and 278g of animal bone. Adjacent Trench 10963 contained a NW-SE orientated
ditch, 40704, 0.83m wide but only 0.04m deep. An unexcavated feature was also
recorded. An east to west aligned ditch, 40701, was noted in Trench 10965, 1.04m wide
and 0.62m deep with a V-shaped profile, 72g of animal bone was recovered from the
lower fill. Unexcavated feature 51124 was also noted.

5.32.8

Two wide and shallow ditches, 41216 and 41220, were recorded in Trench 10966. Both
were aligned north to south and undated. Two other features were not recorded (5112951130). North to south aligned ditch 40969 in Trench 10967 contained four sherds (43g)
of post-medieval and residual Roman pottery, and 8g of animal bone. Part of an undated
north to south aligned ditch, 41155, was revealed in Trench 10968, 1.4m wide and 0.87m
deep. Two ditches were revealed in Trench 10969, however 40902 was probably natural.
Ditch 30081 (Plate 20) was orientated east to west, 1.85m wide and 0.78m deep. Its
single fill contained 65 sherds (770g) of pottery, ranging in date from middle Iron Age to
Roman, 272g of fired clay and 1.1kg of animal bone were also recovered.

5.32.9

A number of undated north to south orientated ditches were recorded in Trench 10970. At
the eastern end of the trench, gully 40101 had been truncated by ditch 40103. Towards
the centre of the trench, ditches 41212 and 41214 ran parallel to each other. At the
western end, three parallel ditches were recorded, with 41224 and 41227 truncated by
41222.

5.32.10 A wide, shallow ditch, 40912, was recorded in Trench 10971. Three other features in this
trench were not excavated (51131, 51133 and 51146). A NW-SE aligned ditch, 30078,
was recorded in Trench 10972; however its full width was not revealed. Shallow ditch
40512 was also present, 0.9m wide and 0.09m deep, as well as furrow 30076. None
contained any archaeological components. Two north to south orientated ditches were
recorded in Trench 10974, ditches 40510 and 40514. One east to west ditch was also
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present, 30074, all undated. An undated north to south aligned ditch, 40494, was revealed
in Trench 10977, 0.8m wide and 0.38m deep. In Trench 10979 two ditches, 30072 and
40508, both ran parallel to each other on a NE-SW alignment, 8m apart. They were
similar in size, 1-1.1m wide and 0.4-0.48m deep, neither contained any finds. Ditch 30070
in Trench 10986 was also similar in form. Immediately to the north of this ditch was a
circular hearth, 30067, as recorded. A burnt reddish soil was noted in the centre and a
small quantity of fired clay was recovered, as well as a single glume base from the
charred plant remains. A NE-SW orientated ditch, 40318, in Trench 10988 appeared to be
a furrow.
5.32.11 A NW-SE aligned ditch, 40324 (Plate 17), was recorded in Trench 10991. It contained
25g of animal bone. Ditches 33059 in Trench 10990 and ditch 40316 in Trench 10993
were also on this alignment. Ditch 30045 in Trench 10992 was aligned NE-SW, 0.7m wide
and 0.4m deep. Three east to west aligned furrows were noted in Trench 11008 and
recorded as 40207, 40216 and 10028, the latter two were intercutting. A NW-SE aligned
ditch, 40215, was recorded in Trench 11009. It was 1.1m wide and 0.55m deep with Ushaped profile, but did not contain any dating evidence. Gully 40354 in Trench 11012 was
probably part of a land drain.
5.32.12 Unexcavated features were recorded in a number of trenches: 51086 (Trench 10944);
51085 and 51087 (Trench 10947); 51089 and 51090 (Trench 10950); 51091 (Trench
10954); 51092 and 51093 (Trench 10956); 51116 (Trench 10962); 51134 and 51135
(Trench 10973) and 51137 and 51138 (Trench 11001).
5.33

Land parcel 1094

5.33.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11575-11577 (Figure 35). A total of three trenches
were proposed for land parcel 1094, but none could be excavated.

5.34

Land parcel 1093

5.34.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11013-11035 and 11037-11109 (Figure 38, 39, 40,
41 and 42). A total of 98 trenches were proposed, of which 16 (Trenches 11020-11029,
11046, 11049, 11051, 11054, 11072 and 11579) could not be excavated.

5.34.2

5.34.3

5.34.4

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a grey brown sandy clay loam, 0.24 - 0.4m thick. The subsoil was yellow
brown sandy clay between 0.15m and 0.28m thick. The underlying natural geology was a
yellow brown sandy clay changing to a grey clay with distinct orange sandy patches to the
north, occurring at 0.4 - 0.61m below ground surface.
Results
Archaeological features were recorded in 17 trenches. A small undated pit, 40375, was
recorded in Trench 11013. It was circular in plan, 0.59m wide and 0.2m deep. An
unidentified circular feature, 40206, was noted in Trench 11014, 0.63m wide and 0.1m
deep. Irregular sub-oval shaped feature, 40313, in Trench 11017 was probably a treethrow hole. The terminus of NE-SW orientated ditch 40370 was seen in Trench 11031,
0.51m wide and 0.06m deep. A shallow NW-SE orientated ditch in Trench 11033, feature
40036, may represent a furrow.
Two undated ditches perpendicular to each other were seen in Trench 11035. Ditch
40366 was aligned NE-SW and was cut by NW-SE ditch 40362 (Plate 23, 24, 25 and 26).
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The terminus of an east to west orientated ditch, 40368, was also noted in this trench.
Circular feature 40049 in Trench 11042 may represent a post-hole, 0.35m wide and
0.12m deep. Two undated ditch features were recorded in Trench 11046: east to west
orientated 40007 and north to south orientated 40009. In Trench 11051, NE-SW
orientated ditch 40120 was 1.6m wide and 0.4m deep and ditch 40111 was 1.8m wide
and 0.89m deep. The latter contained 43g of featureless post-medieval or modern brick
and tile fragments. A furrow, 40123, was also noted in this trench.
5.34.5

A SE-NW aligned ditch, 40112, in Trench 11052 was difficult to ascertain in plan, but
appeared to be a ditch. Two intercutting north to south aligned ditches, 40527 and 40525
(Plate 22), were recorded in Trench 11054, both 0.4m deep. The later feature, 40525,
contained a stem fragment from a post-medieval clay pipe in its lower fill. Three undated
ditches were recorded in Trench 11056, intercutting north to south orientated ditched
40397 and 40399 and east to west aligned ditch 40395. Two undated east to west aligned
ditches, 40407 and 40412, were present in Trench 11057, 0.8-0.95m wide and 0.25-0.2m
deep. A NW-SE aligned ditch, 40423, was noted in Trench 11062.

5.35

Land parcel 1092

5.35.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11110-11118 (Figure 42). A total of nine trenches
were proposed, and all were excavated.

5.35.2

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a brown grey sandy clay loam, 0.2 - 0.28m thick. The subsoil was a
brown grey sandy clay, 0.2 - 0.32m thick. The underlying natural geology for the area was
a grey clay that began between 0.4m and 0.54m below ground surface.

5.35.3

Results
A single undated (though likely of post-medieval/ modern date) north to south orientated
ditch, 40848, was revealed in Trench 11111, 1.15m wide and 0.1m deep.

5.36

Land parcel 1087

5.36.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11148-11151 (Figure 43). A total of four trenches
were proposed, however none could be excavated.

5.37

Land parcel 1086

5.37.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11119-11147 and 11152-11185 (Figure 42, 43, 44
and 45). A total of 63 trenches were proposed for land parcel 1086, of which seven
(Trenches 11125-11127, 11146, 11147, 11182 and 11183) could not be excavated.

5.37.2

5.37.3

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a yellow brown silty clay loam, 0.1 - 0.36m thick. The underlying subsoil
was a yellow brown clay loam, 0.07 - 0.35m thick. The natural geology for the region was
a brownish yellow sandy clay occurring between 0.3m and 0.73m from the ground
surface.
Results
Seven trenches produced archaeological features. The most notable was Trench 11128,
in which the burial of an individual was discovered, laid slightly flexed on their left side
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(Plate 27). A radiocarbon date of the skeleton, context 60067, indicates a date in the early
Saxon period for this burial. The grave cut, 60065, was difficult to establish during
excavation, but the shape in plan was established as sub-rectangular with rounded edges,
1.65m long, 0.7m wide and 0.07m deep. Two tiny residual Roman sherds were recovered
from the grave fill. To the east of the burial, a very wide ditch was noted, recorded as
60143 and 60162. It appeared to be NW-SE aligned ditch. It appeared to be 5.5m wide
and 1.5m deep with fairly steep, straight sides and a flat base. One sherd of Roman
pottery (64g) and 192g of animal bone were associated with this feature. A number of
features noted to the east of this ditch were not excavated, including possible pit 60157,
north to south orientated ditch 60158, post-hole 60159, curvilinear gully 60160, post-hole
60161 and NW-SE aligned ditch 60164.
5.37.4

Trench 11129 was aligned north to south but also had an extension to the south, heading
in a north westerly direction. The main body of the trench contained several ditch,
including NE-SW ditch 60130. The dimensions of this feature were uncertain but its
primary fill contained six sherds (59g) of middle Iron Age pottery, the overlying fill
produced nine sherds of early Iron Age pottery and 41g of animal bone. To the south of
this, ditch 60128 (Plate 30) was aligned NW-SE, varying in width between 0.6m to 1.05 m,
0.7m deep but heavily disturbed by animal burying. The lower fill contained 14 sherds
(25g) of Iron Age pottery, a flint fragment and small iron shank fragment. In the centre of
the trench, a natural hollow was noted and assigned feature number 60154. Below this
the terminus of a curvilinear ditch was noted, and a second gully terminus entered the
western baulk at the southern end of the trench (51019). This ditch, 60139 (Plate 31), was
0.85m wide and 0.18m deep. The trench was extended to try to identify the plan of this
feature. Three ditch sections were revealed, intervention 60135 may be part of the
penannular ditch, post-hole 60137 had been cut into 60135. Ditch 60135 apparently
truncated NNE-SSW aligned ditch 60133 (Plate 32). This was a larger feature, 1.4m wide
and 0.34m deep. Part of another north to south orientated ditch was located at the
western end of the trench extension, 60155, but not fully excavated. If 60133 and 60135
are part of a single penannular gully, an overall diameter of c 11m may be suggested, with
a south-east facing entrance.

5.37.5

A north to south orientated ditch, 60150, was recorded in Trench 11130, 1.3m wide and
0.43m deep. It has been recut, recorded as 60147, 0.76m wide and 0.36m deep. A tiny
piece of burnt flint and two broken flint flakes were recovered from the primary fill of the
earlier ditch. Part of a pit, 60059 (Plate 28 and 29), was noted against the eastern baulk of
Trench 11131, measuring 1.3m in width and 0.47m deep, with steep sides and a flat base.
It contained a range of finds including 33 sherds (198g) of early to middle Saxon pottery,
328g animal bone, a flint flake and core and a whetstone, possibly made from schist. A
moderately large assemblage of charred plant remains was also recovered from this
feature. To the south of this pit a layer of dark yellowish brown silty clay, 60058, 0.18m
thick, appeared to represent a buried soil. A NW-SE aligned ditch, 60141, cut through this
deposit at the southern end of the trench and contained a similar fill to the layer.

5.37.6

A modern drainage ditch, 60126, was recorded in Trench 11153 and an undated east to
west aligned ditch, 60183, in Trench 11180. Two NE-SW orientated ditches were noted
across the centre of Trench 11185, both with fence post-holes through their base and
appeared to be related to the parish boundary (60168 and 60170). Furrows 60171 and
60173 were noted at the northern and southern ends of the trench.
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5.38
5.38.1

5.38.2

5.38.3

Land parcel 1082
Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11186-11264, 11266, 11269-11273 and 1158011589 (Figure 45, 46, 47 and 48). A total of 95 trenches were proposed for land parcel
1082, of which 23 could not be excavated. The unexcavated trenches include Trench
11187 due to a hedgerow, Trenches 11226 to 11232 due to a water pipe and public right
of way, Trenches 11241, 11242, 11246, 11248, 11253, 11257 to 11259, 11261, 11262,
11584 and 11587 due to a gas main, Trench 11264 due to a road, and Trenches 11269
and 11270 due to a potential unexploded ordnance hazard.
Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was a brown sandy clay in the western portion of the land parcel while in the
eastern half it was a grey brown silt loam, 0.26 - 0.35m thick. The subsoil in the western
half was yellow brown clay sand while in the East it was grey brown clay silt, 0.12 - 0.25m
thick. The underlying natural was an orange brown sandy clay with patches of blue grey
clay in the West while in the eastern half it was predominantly a red brown clay, 0.28 0.64m below ground level.
Results
Archaeological features were recorded in 20 trenches. Ditch 50805 in Trench 11204 was
NE-SW aligned, 1.42m wide and 0.46m deep; ditch 50023 in Trench 11206 was NW-SE
aligned, 1.25m wide and 0.54m deep, both had V-shaped profiles and contained two fills,
358g of animal bone was recovered from 50805. Ditch 50900 (1.42m wide and 0.46m
deep) in Trench 11213 was similar in profile but was orientated north to south and
contained three fills. Gully 50614, 0.51m wide and 0.18m deep, was NE-SW aligned in
Trench 11208, its fill produced 24g of iron working slag. A large ditch, 50623, was
recorded in Trench 11209. This was on a NE-SW alignment, 2.15m wide and 0.38m deep,
with steep sides and a flat base. A number of finds were recovered from its fills, including
623g of animal bone, two sherds (15g) of Saxon pottery and a whetstone. The ditch was
truncated by feature 50621, thought to be a possible pit or post-hole that produced a piece
of Roman ceramic building material. A shallow NW-SE aligned ditch, 50802, was noted in
Trench 11216.

5.38.4

Towards the eastern end of land parcel 1082, NE-SW orientated ditch 22066 was
recorded in Trench 11234 and NW-SE aligned gully 22080 in Trench 11235. It was 2.1m
wide and 0.46m deep, its three fills did not produce any finds. A NW-SE ditch, 22301, was
also present in adjacent Trench 11236, but again undated. Possible pit or tree-throw hole
22185 was recorded in Trench 11237 and pit 22075 in adjacent Trench 11238. The latter
was 1.85m x 1.0m x 0.45 m, its upper fill contained 51g of animal bone. Pit 22305 (0.62m
wide and 0.24m deep) and post-hole 22303 (0.45m wide and 0.12m deep) were recorded
in the south of Trench 11589, neither could be dated. A NE-SW aligned gully, 22330, in
Trench 11580, was also undated. A large sherd of Iron Age pottery was recorded against
the cut number of east to west orientated ditch 22240 in Trench 11583. A fairly shallow
east to west orientated ditch, 22150 in Trench 11585, was found to truncate a hedgerow
but contained a small sherd of probable Iron Age pottery and 17g of animal bone. Two
apparently concentric ring gullies, 22214 and 22212, were partially exposed in the western
end of Trench 11586. Gully 22214 was 0.5m wide and 0.32m deep, the dimensions of
22212 was obscured by later truncating ditch 22210. The fill of the latter produced an iron
sheet fragment and 81g of animal bone.

5.38.5

Four NE-SW orientated parallel gullies were noted in Trench 11588, the most easterly
was excavated, 22180, the others were not excavated (features 51027-51029). Ditch
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22180 measured 0.9m wide and 0.22m deep, the others were broadly similar. Two ditches
were recorded in Trench 11240, ditch 22060 was orientated east to west, 1.8m wide and
0.64m deep; ditch 22064 was NEW-SW orientated, 1.47m wide and 0.23m deep, neither
could be dated however the 22064 did contain 67g of animal bone. Two parallel ditches
were NW-SE aligned in Trench 11245 (22056 and 22058). A wide but shallow pit, 22100,
was recorded in Trench 11249 but undated. North to south orientated shallow ditch 22103
in Trench 11255 was probably a furrow. Two tree throw holes, 22010 and 22012, were
noted in Trench 11260. A NE-SW orientated ditch 22020 in Trench 11266 appeared
similar in size and fill to NE-SW aligned ditch 22046 in Trench 11263, however neither
could be dated.
5.38.6

A number of features were noted but not excavated, including 51014-51016 (Trench
11193); 50702 (Trench 11200); 51021-51023 (Trench 11580); 50621 and 50623 (Trench
11209); 55023 (Trench 11206); 50614 (Trench 11208); 21019 (Trench 51019); 51020
(Trench 11239); 51024 (Trench 11582); 51026 (Trench 11585); 51030 (Trench 11243)

5.39

Land parcel 1073

5.39.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11332-11334 and 11438 (Figure 52). A total of four
trenches were proposed within land parcel 1073, however none could be excavated.

5.40

Land parcel 1071

5.40.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11265, 11267, 11268, 11275, 11276 and 1128711318 (Figure 48, 49, 50 and 51). A total of 35 trenches were proposed within land parcel
1071, however none could be excavated.

5.41

Land parcel 1070

5.41.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11319-11327 (Figure 51). A total of nine trenches
were proposed within land parcel 1070, however none could be excavated.

5.42

Land parcel 1067

5.42.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11416 and 11417 (Figure 56). A total of two
trenches were proposed within land parcel 1067, however none could be excavated.

5.43

Land parcel 1068

5.43.1

5.43.2

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11328-11331, 11335-11414 and 11418-11436
(Figure 51, 52, 53, 54 and 56). A total of 103 trenches were proposed for land parcel
1068, of which 16 could not be excavated. Trenches 11374 to 11378, 11380 to 11385,
11387 and 11390 were unexcavated due to their location in a wooded area while
Trenches 11412 to 11414 were due to their proximity to a gas main.
Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil was brown sandy clay for the most part but trenches closest to the track
around the fields’ edge were very compact and contained modern rubbish material
(described as made ground), 0.16 - 0.39m thick. Subsoil was not present in all trenches
as they were recently ploughed, were present it was yellow grey silty clay from 0.05m up
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to 0.28m in depth. The underlying natural for the area was a yellow from sandy clay with
patches of grey blue clay, 0.28 - 0.62m from the ground surface

5.43.3

Results
Features were noted in three trenches. Sub-circular features in Trench 11391 (feature
50443) and 11399 (feature 50465) may represent tree-throw holes. A modern ditch,
40023, was the only feature in Trench 11436.

5.44

Land parcel 1065

5.44.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11439-11446 (Figure 52 and 53). A total of eight
trenches were proposed within land parcel 1065, however none could be excavated.

5.45

Land parcel 1064

5.45.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11447-11503 (Figure 53 and 55). A total of 57
trenches were proposed for land parcel 1064, and all were excavated.

5.45.2

5.45.3

Stratigraphy and geology
The topsoil in this area was a homogenous brown silty clay with a thickness of 0.19 - 0.33
m. The underlying subsoil was a grey orange silty clay, 0.17 - 0.34m thick. The natural
geology was a blue grey clay with patches of orange brown sandy clay throughout
occurring at 0.43 -0.6m below ground surface.
Results
Features were recorded in four trenches, however two appeared to be natural in origin
(50286 in Trench 11452 and 50245 in Trench 11481). The termini of two undated ditches
were recorded in Trench 11480. Ditch 50100 was orientated NW-SE, 0.72m wide and
0.24m deep and contained two fills, with two fragments of animal bone recovered from the
upper fill. Ditch 50103 was on the same orientation, 1.2m wide and 0.2m deep and
contained a single fill. Ditch 50105 was also recorded in Trench 11479, 1.46m wide and
0.23m deep, it was again on a NW-SE orientation, and contained a similar fill to ditch
50103.

5.46

Land parcel 1062

5.46.1

Introduction
This land parcel comprised Trenches 11504-11508 (Figure 54, 55 and 56). A total of five
trenches were proposed within land parcel 1062, however none could be excavated.
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6

FINDS

6.1

Introduction

6.1.1

Overall, approximately 35.4kg of finds were recovered from 148 contexts in 78 of the
evaluation trenches. All the artefacts have been quantified (number and weight of pieces)
by material type within each context; this information is summarised by material type in
Table 1.

6.1.2

In most cases, only very small quantities were recovered from each trench, with only six
trenches producing more than 1kg of artefacts (Trench 10223 in land parcel 1136,
Trenches 10958 and 10960 in land parcel 1093, Trenches 10962 and 10969 in land
parcel 1095 and Trench 11517 in land parcel 1131).
Table 1:

Finds totals by material type

Material
No.
Animal bone
687
Burnt flint
23
Ceramic building material
Romano-British
13
Post-med/modern
30
Clay tobacco pipe
4
Fired clay
74
Flint
60
Glass
Romano-British
7
Post-med/modern
7
Human bone
1 individual
Metalwork
Iron
33
Copper alloy
4
Metalworking debris
4
Pottery
Iron Age
115
Romano-British
991
Saxon
31
Medieval and later
27
Stone
2
6.1.3

Wt. (g)
11061
78
645
608
11
1547
521
48
40

893
112
24
1032
16664
201
848
318

Only pottery and animal bone were recovered in any quantity. All material types have
been scanned to establish the date, nature, range and condition of the artefacts present.
The pottery provided the primary dating evidence, but where appropriate, this has been
combined with information from other chronologically diagnostic artefact types (e.g. metal
objects, flint, glass, clay tobacco pipe and ceramic building materials) allowing broad spotdates to be assigned on a context by context basis. Most of the artefacts belong within the
Romano-British period, with small quantities of Neolithic flintwork (Trench 10219), and
Iron Age (Trenches 11583 and 11129) and Saxon (Trenches 10233, 11209 and 11131)
material. Medieval and later artefacts were also found recovered in small quantities,
mostly from ditch fill, topsoil or subsoil contexts. In general, the artefacts of all material
types survived in moderately good condition.
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6.2

Ceramic building material

6.2.1

The Romano-British brick and tile included eight pieces (318g) probably derived from a
brick made in a shell-tempered fabric (ditch 40706, Trench 10960), while the remainder
occurred in fully oxidised, bright orange fabrics containing sand, iron inclusions and mica.
Diagnostic pieces were limited to a tegula roof tile fragment from gully 40727 in Trench
10958 and a tubulus or voussoir fragment with combed keying from pit 50621, Trench
11209. Similarly small quantities, range of fabrics and types have been found on other
sites in the locality (e.g. Wells 2008, 2; Brown 2009), suggesting that Romano-British
buildings within the area predominantly relied on organic roofing and structural materials.

6.2.2

The post-medieval/modern brick and roof tile fragments were also made in a range of
hard-fired sandy and leached shell-tempered fabrics but, with the exception of a single
peg-hole roof tile fragment (12g) from ditch 30045 in Trench 10992, all were too small
(mean weight 20g) to be more fully identified. Fifteen of these pieces came from ditch
40110 in Trench 11051 (land parcel 1093) but the remainder were unstratified.

6.3

Clay tobacco pipe

6.3.1

All four pieces were plain stem fragments. Two were found in the subsoil of Trench 10302
(land parcel 1131), one came from ditch 40525, Trench 11054 in land parcel 1093, while
the fourth was unstratified.

6.4

Fired clay

6.4.1

This material type mostly consisted of small, featureless pieces in a range of
predominantly oxidised, slightly sandy or smooth, virtually inclusion- free fabrics probably
derived from oven or hearth linings. Two oxidised pieces derived from a vented oven floor
were found in ditch 30081 in Trench 10969 (land parcel 1095) while other items of kiln
furniture were associated with the mid/late 1st century AD pottery production identified in
Trench 10223. These included four small pieces (121g) likely to be from kiln bars. These
were found in the stokehole of the kiln (layer 10147) and were all made in hard,
unoxidised (grey), poorly-wedged fabrics; two preserved parts of the original surfaces of
the bar(s), indicating that one had a rectilinear cross-section, while the other was circular
or oval. Such items are perhaps the most common form of prefabricated kiln furniture
(Swan 1984, 62) and were used locally in the contemporary 1st century AD kilns at Tort
Hill West (Hancocks 1998, 87-88, fig. 55), for example.

6.4.2

Fragments (18 pieces, 388g) from flat, roughly circular or oval plates were also found in
stokehole fills, with additional piece (47g) from the area of the fire (layer 10256) in the
flue/stokehole junction. These were made in hard-fired, very dark grey or brown, slightly
sandy fabrics, with organic impressions especially frequent on the surfaces. The pieces
varied from 8-12mm thick, but only one was measurable, indicating a diameter in the
region of 200mm. Most appeared to be fairly flat, although some warping may have
occurred during use, while others were raised towards a central, pre-firing perforation, one
circular in shape (20mm across) and another rectilinear (30mm long). Comparable clay
plates have been found on numerous Romano-British kiln sites, where they were most
likely to have been used as temporary ‘floors’ or ‘setters’ to separate vessels horizontally
within the firing chamber or to span gaps or to level layers within the load (Swan 1984,
40).

6.5

Flint

6.5.1

Worked
A total of 60 pieces of struck flint was catalogued from 25 contexts. The collection was
unpatinated and ranged in condition from mint/sharp to edge damaged. No context
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information was available to accompany the collection so it is impossible to say how much
of this edge damage is due to post depositional movement in the plough soil and how
much is due to use. It is likely, given the small collections of material submitted, that most
of this damage is post depositional.
6.5.2

The collection showed consistent exploitation of flint from river gravels. Nodules were
relatively small and, although many were of good quality, some pieces were clearly
heavily influenced by thermal fractures. This attribute accounts for those pieces listed as
‘debitage’ and it is possible that some of this may have resulted from accidental natural
collision of nodules in the plough soil.

6.5.3

Only one group is of sufficient quantity to be worthy of comment - a collection of 14 pieces
from ditch 10148 (Trench 10219, land parcel 1136), which contained blades, a crested
blade and a microdenticulate. The consistent use of blade technology, with a
microdenticulate, suggests that it is probably of Neolithic date.

6.5.4

Burnt
The unworked burnt flint came from ten contexts. This material was probably accidentally
derived from some form of agricultural or domestic burning process; it is commonly
interpreted as indicative of prehistoric activity, but it is intrinsically undatable and need not
be contemporary with the features from which it was recovered.

6.6

Glass

6.6.1

The seven fragments of Romano-British glass were all from a single free-blown vessel
(ON 40501) found in ditch 40719 in Trench 10958 (land parcel 1095). It was made in
natural, blue/green metal and was conical-bodied with a base ring formed by the
application of a circular trail of glass to underside of base, and at least one ribbon handle.
Although insufficiently complete for the form to be fully identifiable, a convex or biconical
jug are the most likely possibilities – the former dates from the late 2nd – 3rd centuries AD,
while the biconical forms were in use during the later 4th century AD (Price and Cottam
1998, 161-5).

6.6.2

The later glass was all of late 19 h or 20th century date. Six pieces were found within land
parcel 1095; three pieces of dark olive green bottle glass from ditch 30045 in Trench
10992 and three scraps of toughened glass from ditch 41204 in Trench 10962. The
remaining fragment, from a blue/green glass bottle, embossed with the letters RE, was
unstratified.

6.7

Metalwork

6.7.1

6.7.2

Introduction
The metalwork assemblage (103 items) was dominated by iron with just four copper alloy
objects and four scraps of metalworking debris. Many of the objects, particularly the iron,
were heavily corroded, although most were still identifiable. Although all the metalwork
has been stabilised, no further cleaning, conservation or x-radiography has yet been
undertaken.
Copper alloy
Only one of the copper alloy objects was considered to be of Romano-British date; a
circular-sectioned wire bracelet with expanding joints, embellished with decorative spirals.
It was found in ditch 10570 in Trench 11514 in land parcel 1131. These can be dated to
the late 3rd or 4th centuries AD and occur widely in a variety of contexts in this period.
Examples from cemeteries indicate that they were worn on both arms (Clarke 1979, fig.
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73, 81-2; 82, 239; 85, 346-52, 439; 86, 453-4; Booth et. al. 2010, fig. 3.51, 2; fig. 3.116, 7
and fig. 3.199, 1; Cool 1993, 91-3, fig. 67, 20-2) and legs (Fitch 1864, 269 and pl. 5, fig. 4;
Wilson 2002, part 1, 176-8, fig. 95 and pl. 79-81; part 2, 109-10, fig. 282; Cool 2002, 41-2;
Andrews, 2011, 80, fig. 2.54; Schuster 2011, 276, sf 1268), which may explain the large
internal diameter (c. 85mm) of this example.
6.7.3

6.7.4

6.7.5

A copper alloy coin was also found unstratified. Although corroded and completely
illegible, its size, shape and weight suggest that it is a pre-decimalisation penny of postmedieval or modern date. The other two items, a button (subsoil of Trench 10661, land
parcel 1105) and a component or fitting from an agricultural machine found unstratified,
belong within a similar period.
Iron
The iron predominantly consisted of nails and nail shank fragments (25 pieces). All were
handmade, of small to medium size (up to 70mm) and of the flat, round-headed type with
square-sectioned tapering shanks that were used in vast quantities from the Roman
period onwards. In addition, three hobnails or tacks were found in ditches 40709 and
40724 in Trenches 40958 and 40960 in land parcel 1093.
Sheet metal objects were also found in ditches 2210 (Trench 11586, land parcel 1082)
and 30045 (Trench 10992, land parcel 1095) but both were too fragmentary to be further
identified. The former (4 pieces, 228g) was the only item recovered from this context,
while that from ditch 30045 (60 pieces 449g) was associated with glass and ceramic
building materials of post-medieval/modern date. Part of a large (draught horse size),
unfullered horseshoe with four clench holes, a side clip and very narrow, pointed heels
from the natural in Trench 10309 (land parcel 1131) is also likely to be of relatively recent
date. Undated objects comprise part of a figure of 8 shaped fitting, possibly a link from a
chain, found with a just nail shank fragment in the natural in Trench 10964 (land parcel
1095) and a fragment from the tang end of a small, lightweight knife (unstratified).

6.7.6

Metalworking debris
The only evidence for metalworking consisted of four small pieces of undiagnostic iron
working slag recovered from the natural in Trench 10964 (land parcel 1095). No artefacts
were associated with this material which therefore remains undated.

6.8

Pottery

6.8.1

Introduction
In total, 1164 sherds of pottery, weighing 18.745kg, were recovered. Overall quantities of
sherds belonging to each of the main chronological periods are summarised in Table 1.
To provide a basic minimum archive, sherds from each context were sub-divided into
broad ware groups (e.g. sandy wares) or known fabric types (e.g. Nene Valley colourcoated ware; Staffordshire-type manganese mottled ware) and quantified by the number
and weight of pieces. A breakdown of the assemblage by ware type is shown in Table 2.
Spot-dates, used to inform the stratigraphic phasing, were then assigned to each fabric
group and, in combination with the dating evidence provided by other artefact types, to the
context as a whole.
Table 2:

Pottery totals by ware type
Ware

Iron Age:
Sandy

No. Wt. (g)
39

441
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Ware

No. Wt. (g)
Mixed temper
36
253
shell-tempered wares
19
230
Sand and shell-tempered
16
37
Sand and calcined bone-tempered
3
49
Limestone-tempered ware
1
14
Sand and flint-tempered
1
8
subtotal: 115 1032
Romano-British:
Samian
9
112
Amphora
1
50
Verulamium-region whiteware mortaria 3
425
Oxon whiteware mortaria
2
106
British lead glazed ware
2
5
Nene Valley colour-coated ware
2
68
Oxon colour coat
1
13
Fumed whiteware
34
837
Oxidised ware
7
59
Whiteware
11
106
Sandy wares
600 9892
Greyware
169 1721
Shell-tempered ware
96
1978
Grog-tempered ware
48
886
Pink grogged ware
5
401
Sand and shell-tempered
1
5
subtotal: 991 16664
Saxon:
Sandy wares
26
169
Sand and flint-tempered ware
3
21
Limestone-tempered ware
2
11
subtotal: 31
201
Medieval and later wares:
Developed Stamford ware
1
6
Brill/Borstall ware
1
6
Industrial ware
1
3
Pearl ware
3
1
Redware
14
748
Staffs-type manganese mottled ware
2
51
Stoneware
4
32
white salt glazed earthenware
1
1
subtotal: 27
848
Total 1164 18745
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6.8.2

6.8.3

6.8.4

The assemblage survived in moderately good condition. Overall, the mean sherd weight is
c. 16g, although this naturally varies between the chronological periods (6.5g for the
Saxon sherds, 9g for the Iron Age and 17g for the Romano-British sherds, for example).
Some surface abrasion and edge damage were apparent among the softer, more lightly
fired sherds of all periods, but the harder, more robust wares were less affected.
Iron Age
All sherds are hand-made and of materials that could have been obtained locally from the
varied drift geology, although the variety of inclusions suggests that a number of different
clay sources were used. The majority of sherds probably belong within the Early-Middle
Iron Age periods (c. 6th – 2nd century BC), but more precise dating of the assemblage is
hampered by the lack of diagnostic sherds (just nine rims). Eight of the rims derived from
round or slack-shouldered bipartite jars, with short, upright or slightly everted rims, while
the ninth was a proto-bead rimmed jar. Both forms are well paralleled in contemporary
assemblages from the Cambourne new settlement (Leivers 2009, 75, fig. 29, 1, 2, 4, 6–9,
fig. 30, 13), for example. One decorated sherd, an abraded sandy body with incised or
tooled curvilinear decoration was found in ditch 10532 (Trench 11532, land parcel 1132),
while four other sherds, including one of the slack-shouldered bipartite jar rims in a sand
and calcined bone tempered fabric (ditch 60130, Trench 11129, land parcel 1086),
belonged within the East Midlands Scored ware tradition introduced in the 4th century BC
(Elsdon 1993, 2) but not widespread until the 3rd century, and possibly continuing into the
1st century AD on rural sites (Elsdon 1992, 89).
Romano-British
In the East Midlands, the Roman conquest had little immediate impact on the native, preRoman ceramic tradition and it is difficult to establish the precise chronological range of
pottery from c. 50 BC–AD 100. For this reason, all the latest Iron Age and Romano-British
sherds, spanning the whole of 1st to 4th century AD have been considered here as a
single group.

6.8.5

Overall, the sherds assigned to this period were larger than the contemporary sherds from
the nearby A428 Caxton to Hardwick Improvement Scheme (13g; Lyons 2008) and
Cambourne new settlement (12g; Seager Smith 2009, 14) sites. As at these sites,
however, many of the feature groups contained sherds of very mixed date because the
pottery has been in and out of the ditches etc. on numerous occasions as they silted up
and were cleaned and/or recut to facilitate drainage on the heavy soils.

6.8.6

The assemblage is dominated by local coarsewares. Continental tablewares were limited
to samian, mainly from central Gaul; diagnostic pieces included form 33cups, dishes and
bowls in the form 18/31 series and a single body sherd from a form 37 mould decorated
bowl (ditch 40721, Trench 10959, land parcel 1093). A single Baetican amphora sherd
was recognised (ditch 40909, Trench 10952, land parcel 1095), probably derived from a
Dressel 20 vessel, which were used to carry olive oil from southern Spain from the
Augustan period into at least the late 3rdcentury AD (Peacock and Williams 1986, classes
24 and 25). Mortaria, too, were scarce. These vessels are often interpreted as being
indicative of the adoption of Romanised methods of food preparation and consumption,
but their paucity in this and other assemblages from the area (Hartley 1999, 206, table
ix.1; Lyons 2008, table A17; Seager Smith 2009, 18) clearly indicates that they were not
much in demand. No imported mortaria (e.g. from north-west France or the Rhineland)
were recorded, the earliest being from the Verulamium region, where production
continued until c. AD 150. By the later 3rd – 4th century AD, whiteware mortaria from the
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Oxfordshire industry were reaching the area, although here they were represented by
body sherds only.
6.8.7

British finewares, too, were present in only small quantities. The two later 1st – 2nd century
AD lead glazed sherds from a marinated bowl found in ditch 40522 in Trench 10964 (land
parcel 1095) are an interesting addition to the ceramic repertoire of the area, being
outside the normal distribution of these wares (Arthur 1978), although this is now very out
of date. The Nene Valley colour-coated wares were produced from the mid-2ndcentury
until the end of the 4th century AD and encompassed the entire range of utilitarian kitchen
vessels as well as finer tablewares, the sherds here deriving from a beaker (ditch 40525,
Trench 11054, land parcel 1093) and a bowl/dish (ditch 60143, Trench 11128, land parcel
1086). The single sherds from a red colour-coated ware bowl found in (ditch 41153,
Trench 10962, land parcel 1095) had been tentatively identified as an Oxfordshire
product, although a more local source, such as the 4th century Obelisk kilns at Harston, to
the south of Cambridge (Pullinger and Young 1982, 8-9), cannot be ruled out.

6.8.8

The oxidised wares, comprising a series of ‘catch-all’ groups, encompassing the products
of more than one source and potentially covering a wide date range, included ‘whitewares’
defined as all pale firing white/pink/buff fabrics while ‘oxidised wares’ - orange/red fabrics,
the majority containing variable quantities of sand. The fumed whitewares comprise
sherds with dark grey/brown ‘smoked’ surfaces, especially around the rims. As at
Cambourne (Seager Smith 2009, 19) and Eaton Socon (Gibson 2005, fig. 8, 16), jars with
grooved rims were the most frequently occurring form, dated to c. AD 125–180 at
Verulamium (Wilson 1984, fig. 93, 2244–6, 2249–51, and 2254), although some may be
more local products (Marney 1989, 112) made in Northamptonshire (it occurred in very
significant quantities at Stanwick) or possibly even at Godmanchester (Perrin, pers.
comm.).

6.8.9

The remainder of the assemblage was made up from various types of utilitarian
coarseware, defined on the basis of their predominant inclusion types. The sandy
coarsewares were divided into two broad groups: ‘Romanised’ greywares encompassing
the wheel-made grey and blue grey fabrics and forms of more Roman styles, and ‘sandy
wares’ used for all other fabrics including those following on in the native ceramic
traditions of the area. In reality, there is probably considerable overlap between these two
groups, which are considered together in this report.

6.8.10

Most are likely to be fairly local. In addition to the mid/late 1st century AD kiln group found
in Trench 10223 discussed more fully below, potential sources include the Nene Valley
industry and kilns to the north and east of Cambridge (Hull and Pullinger1999, 141, fig.
vii.1). Other, more distant sources may include West Stow and Watisfield, the Much
Hadham and the Caldecote kilns (Slowikowski and Dawson 1993). Vessel forms indicate
that these wares spanned the entire Romano-British period; initially, during the 1st century
AD dominated by Belgic style necked, cordoned and lid-seated bead rimmed jars with a
much expanded range from the mid 2ndcentury onwards (wide and narrow-necked jars
and bowls with upright and everted rims, storage jars, plain rimmed dishes, triangular
rimmed bowls and lids) as well as a few characteristically late forms such as shallow, plain
rimmed dishes and riled jars with triangular or hooked rims belonging within the 4th century
AD.

6.8.11

The shell-tempered wares probably derived from a number of different centres. One major
source spanning the entire Romano-British period is known at Harrold in Bedfordshire
(Brown 1994) but others almost certainly existed in the area. These wares may also have
been produced, at least to a limited extent, in the Nene Valley (Perrin and Webster 1990,
37; Perrin 1999, 118; WA 2006). The shell-tempered wares enjoyed two main periods of
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popularity; during the 1st and early 2nd centuries AD, and again, in the later 3rd and 4th
centuries AD. The single sand and shell tempered ware sherd came from a lid-seated
bead rim jar (ditch 20848, Trench 10447, land parcel 1112) and probably represents a 1st
century AD variant within this group. The grog-tempered wares, too, were probably local
products. Diagnostic sherds were limited to single examples of a high-shouldered lidseated bead rim jar (natural in Trench 11542, land parcel 1131), and a necked, cordoned
jar and a necked storage jar, both from pit 10538 in Trench 11509 (land parcel 1131). The
five distinctive pink-grogged sherds, all from the lower parts of two jars (ditches 10579 and
10604 in Trench 11517, land parcel 1131), were made in the Towcester/Milton Keynes
area from the mid 2ndcentury onwards.
6.8.12

6.8.13

6.8.14

6.8.15

As noted above, the kiln group from Trench 10223 was of particular interest. Although not
particularly distinctive, all the sherds from this area were made in a fine sandy fabric and
no non-local products were recovered. The firing of the sherds was highly variable, even
within a single vessel (black, orange, buff) and the intended finish of the kiln products is
therefore impossible to assess. Most were fairly soft and powdery (‘underfired’), but a
minority of sherds had a crispy, overfired texture or other firing errors such as warping,
spalling or slumping. Vessel forms were relatively limited and clearly indicate a mid/late
1st century AD date for the kiln. Lid-seated bead rimmed jars were the most common
form; detail of rim and profile shape varied but the vessels were generally highshouldered, some more rounded than others, and their shoulders were often grooved.
This represented the only form of decoration. Other forms included necked, cordoned
jars/bowls with upright or slightly flared rims, imitation Gallo-Belgic platters and at least
one flagon/small amphora type vessel with a narrow-neck and a flared rim. The jar bases
were flat, externally expanded, sometimes almost footed, while four examples were
recessed underneath. Two base sherds likely to be from a single vessel also had small,
pre-firing perforations pushed through the underside of the base, indicating that strainers
were also produced here.
Saxon
No diagnostic pieces were present amongst the Saxon sherds which were recovered from
just three features - pit 10271 (Trench 10233, land parcel 1132), ditch 50623 (Trench
11209, land parcel 1082) and pit 60059 (Trench 1131, land parcel 1086). In general
terms, however, the fabrics are well paralleled elsewhere in the area (e.g. Mepham 2004,
54, table 13; Seager Smith 2009, 33). Sandy wares predominate (Table 2) but all the
fabrics are likely to be of fairly local origin, the raw materials being obtainable from the
Boulder Clay. Although some of the sandy sherds also contained organic inclusions,
wares tempered only with organic material are poorly represented in this part of the southeast Midlands (Blinkhorn 1996/7, 72) and were absent here.
Medieval and later wares
Pottery of belonging within these periods was recovered in only minimal quantities. A
single sherd of Developed Stamford ware (c. AD 1150-1250) was found amongst much
greater quantities of middle to late Romano-British pottery and other artefacts in ditch
40719 (Trench 10958, land parcel 1093), while a Brill/Borstall ware sherd came from a
furrow 10323 in Trench 11569, land parcel 1131, but this could only be assigned a
generalised medieval date. A late 15th/early 16th century Raeren stoneware mug rim was
also found, in context 20080.
The remaining fabrics (Table 2) dated from the late 18th/early 18th century onwards.
Diagnostic sherds were limited to an early 18th century Staffordshire-type manganese
mottled ware cylindrical tankard sherd (ditch 40969, Trench 10967, land parcel 1095) and
a bead and flanged bowl rim (context 11052), a channelled rim jar sherd (topsoil, Trench
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10379, land parcel 1114), a leg from a tripod pipkin (topsoil, Trench 11009, land parcel
1095) and two unstratified bowl rims, all in glazed red earthenware fabrics.
6.9

Stone

6.9.1

Only items considered to derive from portable stone objects were collected and retained.
Both pieces (Table 1) were associated with Saxon pottery and were probably used at
whetstones. One, a tapering, rod-shaped stone, with polished surfaces and a narrow,
worn groove in one face, was made in a very fine grained sediment or mudstone and was
found in ditch 50623 (Trench 11209, land parcel 1082). The second, from a more
fragmentary, flat, bar-shaped stone, probably schist, came from pit 60059 (Trench 1131,
land parcel 1086).

6.10

Human bone

6.10.1

6.10.2

6.10.3

Introduction
Human bone from a single context was subject to assessment. The deposit comprised the
truncated remains of an unaccompanied burial (60067) found in Trench 11128 towards
the east end of the Scheme. Features of Iron Age and Anglo-Saxon date were found in
neighbouring trenches, but no dating evidence was found with the burial remains.
Consequently, a sample of bone (left femur) was submitted for radiocarbon analysis, and
returned a date of cal. AD 540-640.
Methods
The bone was subject to a rapid scan to assess its condition, age and sex of the
individual, potential for indices recovery and the presence of pathological lesions.
Assessments of age and sex were based on standard methodologies (Beek 1983;
Buikstra and Ubelaker 1994; Scheuer and Black 2000). Grading for preservation of the
unburnt bone follows McKinley (2004, fig 6).
Results
The grave had survived to only a shallow depth below modern ploughsoil, and the grave
fill had suffered inevitable additional damage during machine excavation for the
evaluation, resulting in the loss of some bone (c. 77% skeletal recovery, all areas
represented). The surviving bone was in relatively good condition (Grade 2-3) but is
heavily fragmented.

6.10.4

The remains represent those of an adult male, c. 40-60 years of age. There is extensive
tooth wear, especially to the anterior teeth on one side, suggesting a marked overbite or
possibly non-masticatory use of the teeth (e.g. as a ‘tool’). The pathological lesions
observed include mild-moderate calculus deposits (calcified plaque), dental caries, dental
abscesses and ante mortem tooth loss.

6.10.5

Slight cribra orbitalia was observed in one orbit; a childhood stress indicator, the condition
suggests the individual suffered extended periods of food shortage or illness in childhood.
Slight osteophytes, new bone on joint margins generally reflective of age-related wearand-tear, were noted in the atlas vertebra and the left hip joint.

6.10.6

Although the radiocarbon date places the remains in what is commonly referred to as the
Early Anglo-Saxon period, the location, singularity and form of the burial – particularly the
absence of grave goods – suggests it would be better described as post-Roman or Early
medieval, in that the individual is unlikely to have been an ethnic Anglo-Saxon.
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6.11
6.11.1

6.11.2

Animal bone
Introduction
Animal bone was recovered from archaeological deposits in evaluation trenches located
on land parcels 1082, 1086, 1093, 1095, 1098, 1099, 1112, 1131, 1132, 1136 and 1137.
The assemblage comprises 687 fragments with a combined weight of 11.061kg and
includes material of Iron Age, Romano-British, Saxon, medieval, post-medieval and
modern date. The vast majority of animal bones were recovered by hand during the
normal course of excavation and the rest was retrieved from the sieved residues of nine
bulk soil samples.
Methods
The assemblage was assessed by rapid scanning and quantified in terms of the number
of identified specimens present (or NISP: Table 3). Notes were also made about the
preservation condition and skeletal element representation of bones from individual
contexts and/or features. Information, such as fusion and tooth ageing data, butchery
marks, metrical data, pathology and non-metric traits, was quantified but not recorded in
detail. This information was directly recorded into a spreadsheet and cross-referenced
with relevant contextual information.
Results
Table 3:

Animal bone: identified specimens present (NISP) by period

Species
cattle
sheep/goat
pig
horse
hedgehog
wood pigeon
crane
Total identified
Total unidentifiable
Overall total

Iron Age Romano-British Saxon
1

1

30
23
5
5

11
4
4

2
2
4
6

65
123
188

2
21
89
110

Medieval/
undated Total
modern
2
24
68
1
17
45
1
10
4
10
1
1
2
2
4
46
138
5
132
353
9
178
491

PRESERVATION

6.11.3

Bone preservation varies from good to fair and is consistent within individual contexts.
This is a broad indication that the bones derive from secure contexts and do not include
reworked material from earlier contexts. Cortical surfaces show little or no sign of physical
or chemical weathering and as a result details such as fine knife cuts are clear and easily
observed where present. Poorly preserved fragments were noted from 12 contexts
located on different land parcels. The weathered appearance of these fragments indicates
localised differences in the burial environment (i.e. pH, hydrology etc.) across the scheme.

6.11.4

The number of gnawed bones is low at c. 5% however, most of this evidence was
recorded on fragments recovered from just a few ditches located on land parcels 1093
(Trenches 10958 and 10960) and 1095 (Trenches 10961, 10962, 10964 and 10969).
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PROVENANCE AND GENERAL COMPOSITION

6.11.5

Once conjoins are taken into account the total fragment count (see above) falls slightly to
491 fragments (Table 3). Twenty-eight percent of fragments are identifiable to species
and skeletal element.

6.11.6

Relatively large amounts of bone were recovered from Romano-British (38% of the total)
and Saxon (22%) contexts however the rate of identification was considerably lower for
the Saxon material due to higher rates of fragmentation. Large amounts of bone were also
recovered from a number of undated contexts, the majority of which were located on land
parcels 1082, 1086, 1093 and 1095. It is likely that these contexts are related to one or
other of the main phases of activity identified in these areas of the scheme. Less than ten
fragments were recovered from Iron Age and Saxon contexts.

6.11.7

The following species have been identified and are listed in terms of their relative
abundance: cattle, sheep/goat, pig, horse, wood pigeon, crane and hedgehog.

6.11.8

A small amount of bone was recovered from four Iron Age contexts located on land
parcels 1082, 1086 and 1132. The identified bones include a fragment of cattle mandible
from ditch 22150 in Trench 11585, and a heavily gnawed horse calcaneus from ditch
60130 in Trench 11129.

6.11.9

A total of 188 bone fragments were recovered from Romano-British deposits, the majority
of which were located on land parcels 1093, 1095 and 1131, with smaller amounts from
1082 and 1086. Most of the bone came from ditch fills, with smaller amounts from gullies
40727 and 10962, pit 40724 and midden 41102.

IRON AGE

ROMANO-BRITISH

6.11.10 Thirty-five percent of fragments are identifiable to species and bones from livestock
species dominate. Cattle bones are common and account for 46% NISP. The importance
of cattle to the Romano-British economy and diet is well-known (King 1978, 1984 and
1999) and many local sites have cattle-dominated assemblages including Colne Fen,
Earith (Higbee 2013), Orton Hall Farm (King 1996), Orton Longueville (Davis 2001) and
Site II East on the recent North West Cambridge development site (WA 2014c).
6.11.11 Sheep/goat bones are also fairly common at 35% NISP, followed by pig and horse (at c.
8% each) and then woodpigeon.
SAXON

6.11.12 One-hundred and ten fragments of animal bone were recovered from Saxon contexts
located on land parcels 1082 and 1086. Bone was recovered from ditch 50623 in Trench
11209, and pit 60059 in Trench 11131.
6.11.13 As already indicated above, the Saxon material is highly fragmented and as a
consequence only a small proportion (24%) can be identified to species. Most of the
identified bones are from cattle and were recovered from ditch 50623. Other identified
fragments from the ditch include several sheep/goat and pig bones, and fragments of
coracoid and ulna from a large wetland bird, most probably common crane (Grus grus).
This species has been identified from several local Iron Age and Romano-British sites
(Serjeantson 2006, 231-3: Higbee 2013, 383), and a number of Saxon sites in the wider
region (Crabtree 1989 and 2012).
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MEDIEVAL, POST-MEDIEVAL AND MODERN

6.11.14 Nine fragments of bone were recovered from five ditches in this date range located on
land parcels 1093, 1095 and 1098. The identified bones include two cattle bones, a
sheep/goat bone and a mandible from a hedgehog.
UNDATED

6.11.15 Bone was recovered from a number of undated features, mostly ditches, but also a pit
(20075 in Trench 11238) and a ring ditch (22214 in Trench 11586). Most of the identified
bones are from cattle and sheep/goat, less common species include horse and pig. A
bovine calcaneus recovered from the surface of the natural in Trench 10887 (land parcel
1099) was notably large and robust, and is either from a modern improved breed of cattle
or a prehistoric aurochs.
CONCLUSIONS

6.11.16 The evaluation results indicate that the burial environment across a large part of the
scheme is favourable for bone preservation. Any future mitigation work therefore has the
potential to produce a larger assemblage of securely stratified material that should provide
an insight into the pastoral economy of the area during the Iron Age, Romano-British,
Saxon, medieval and post-medieval periods.
6.12
6.12.1

6.12.2

6.12.3

6.12.4

Discussion
Neolithic
The earliest evidence of human activity along the route of the proposed works was a
group of Neolithic flintwork from ditch intervention 10148 in Trench 10219, at the western
end of the scheme in land parcel 1136. The group comprised four flakes, broken flakes,
thee broken blades, two broken cores, a crested blade, a micro denticulate. The ditch
appeared to terminate adjacent to a furrow, and the flintwork is presumed to have been
disturbed from an earlier feature in the vicinity. No evidence of Bronze Age activity was
found.
Iron Age
There were two main of foci of Iron Age activity. In Trench 11129, land parcel 1086,
ditches 60128 and 60130 both produced groups of Iron Age pottery. The terminals of a
penannular gully were also located in this trench, and an extension to the area of
excavation located more of the feature and suggested a typical roundhouse structure,11m
in diameter with a south-east facing entrance. A relatively large group of early to middle
Iron Age pottery was also recovered from ditch 30081 in Trench 10969, land parcel 1095.
Traces of Iron Age activity were represented by a small group of early Iron Age pottery
from the fill of ditch 22240 in Trench 11585, land parcel 1082. The material was abraded
and associated with a single sherd of late Iron Age/Roman pottery. An abraded sherd was
also recovered from ditch 22150 in adjacent Trench 11585.
Small quantities of Iron Age pottery recovered from four trenches in land parcel 1131
represent activity of this date in the area, however no feature contained a large enough
quantity to be assigned to an Iron Age phase. Two small sherds of Iron Age pottery were
recovered from ditch 10345 in Trench 10267. A single, decorated but abraded sherd of
pottery was found in ditch 10532, Trench 11532. Five sherds were found in the subsoil of
Trench 10329 and four small scraps against the natural of Trench 11528.
Romano-British
Evidence of Romano-British activity was noted across the route, although not in
particularly great concentrations. Of particular interest was the presence of a pottery kiln
located in Trench 10223, at the southern end of land parcel towards the western end of
45
Report ref.105760.17

A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon Improvement
Archaeological Evaluation Report – Volume 1: Site Narrative

the scheme. This kiln was in operation during the mid to late 1st century AD and appears
to have been producing a limited range of forms. An early Roman ditch, 10155, was also
located in Trench 10219 just to the north of the kiln. A single sherd of Roman pottery was
also recovered from ditch 10327 in Trench 10272, 260m to the east.
6.12.5

A second area of Roman activity was identified at the southern end of land parcel 1131
where part of a field system was located. Archaeological features were identified in 14
trenches, all containing between one and four ditches, a small number of pits and postholes were also identified. The artefactual evidence points to a Romano-British date for
this field system, with pottery recovered from ditch 10536 and pits 10538 and 10588 in
Trench 11509; ditches 10565 in Trench 11514; ditches 10579 and 10604 in Trench 10604
and an unstratified group of early Roman pottery from Trench 11542. The other pottery
was predominantly of middle Roman date. A copper alloy circular-sectioned wire bracelet
with expanding joints, embellished with decorative spirals, was found in ditch 10570,
Trench 11514. This is likely to date to the late 3rd or 4th centuries AD.

6.12.6

Small quantities of Roman pottery (five sherds) were recovered from the fills of ditches
21234 (Trench 10468) and 21407 (Trench 10474). Occasional unstratified Roman finds
were also recorded from Trenches 10767, 10784, 10786 and 10787 in land parcel 1098
towards the centre of the route, single Iron Age or Roman sherd was also found in ditch
30476, Trench 10783. A second Romano-British field system was identified in land parcel
1095 (Fig. #) where multiple ditches were present in a number of trenches, many of which
had sherds of Roman pottery in their fills. These included ditches 40719, 40721, 40727
and pit 40724 in Trench 10958; ditches 40940, 40971, 41204, 41208 and gully 41153 in
Trench 10962; ditch 40909 in Trench 10952; ditch 41101 in Trench 10961; ditches 40706,
40709, 40712, 40714 and pit 40717 in Trench 10960; and ditch 40522 and gully 40516 in
Trench 10964. Most of the pottery relates to the middle to late Roman periods. Fragments
from a single blue/green conical glass vessel with ribbon handle were also recovered from
ditch 40719, Trench 10958.

6.12.7

6.12.8

6.12.9

Saxon
An area of Saxon activity was revealed at the eastern end of the scheme, in the north of
land parcel 1086 and adjacent to the Iron Age ditches and roundhouse in Trench 11129.
The most notable feature was the burial of an individual, laid slightly flexed on their left
side, uncovered in Trench 11128. A radiocarbon date indicates this inhumation belongs to
the early Saxon period, though cultural associations suggest it is more appropriately
associated with a post-Roman burial tradition.
Pit 60059 in adjacent Trench 11131 was also dated to this period, containing a group of
33 sherds of early to middle Saxon pottery and a schist whetstone. Two sherds of Saxon
pottery and a whetstone were also recovered from ditch 50623 in Trench 11209, just to
the east in land parcel 1082. .The only other trace of Saxon activity was the presence of
two sherds of Saxon pottery in the fill of pit 10271 in Trench 10233, land parcel 1132 at
the western end of the scheme.
Medieval, post-medieval and modern
Small quantities of artefactual evidence of medieval and post-medieval activity were
scattered across the route. Features that did produce datable finds include furrow 10323
in Trench 11159, land parcel 1131 (medieval); ditch 30045 in Trench 10992, land parcel
1095 (post-medieval or modern); ditch 30017, Trench 10891, land parcel 1099 (modern);
ditches 40110 and 40111 in Trench 11051, land parcel 1093 (medieval or post-medieval);
pit 40520, Trench 10964, land parcel 1095; ditch 40545, Trench 11054, land parcel 1093.
Three features in the area of the Roman field system in land parcel 1095 also produced
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post-medieval finds and indicates later activity in this area: ditch 40714 in Trench 10960;
pit 40520 in Trench 10964 and ditch 40969 in Trench 10967.
Undated
6.12.10 Much of the features recorded across the scheme were linear in plan and did not contain
any dating evidence.

47
Report ref.105760.17

A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon Improvement
Archaeological Evaluation Report – Volume 1: Site Narrative

7

ENVIRONMENTAL EVIDENCE

7.1

Introduction

7.1.1

A total of 36 bulk samples were taken from a range of features, mainly of Romano-British
dates from within 23 of the evaluation trenches (Table 4) to evaluate the presence and
preservation of palaeo-environmental remains across the area. This information can
contribute to providing an indication of the significance of the archaeological remains. The
bulk samples were processed for the recovery and assessment of charred plant remains
and wood charcoal.

7.1.2

A further five samples were taken specifically for the recovery of human remains from the
Early Saxon grave 60065 in Trench 11128.
Table 4:

Sample provenance summary

Trench No of samples Volume (litres) Feature types
10223
10425
10427
10428
10444
10468
10474
10544
10559
10785
10803
10813
10846
10869
10954
10958
10960
10962
11128
11131
11245
11583
11585

3
1
1
1
1
1
2
1
2
1
1
1
1
1
1
4
2
5
1
1
2
1
1

Totals 36

58
18
20
15
20
18
17
20
3
20
10
14
18
6
20
50
40
86
20
28
20
11
19

Kiln stokehole, pit
Ditch
Ditch
Ditch
Ditch
Ditch
Ditch
Ditch
Post-hole
Waterhole
Ditch
Waterhole/pond/Palaeo-channel
Ditch
Hearth
Ditch
Ditch, pit
Ditch
Ditch, pit
Grave
Pit
Ditch
Ditch
Ditch

551

7.2

Charred plant remains

7.2.1

Introduction
The bulk samples were processed by standard flotation methods; the flot retained on a 0.5
mm mesh, residues fractionated into 5.6 mm, 2 mm and 1 mm fractions and dried. The
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coarse fractions (>5.6 mm) were sorted, weighed and discarded, with any artefacts being
included in the finds assessment. The flots were scanned under a x10 – x40 stereobinocular microscope and the preservation and nature of the charred plant and wood
charcoal remains recorded in Appendix 2. Preliminary identifications of dominant or
important taxa are noted below, following the nomenclature of Stace (1997) for wild
plants, and traditional nomenclature, as provided by Zohary and Hopf (2000, tables 3,
page 28; and 5, page 65), for cereals.

7.2.2

Results
The flots varied in size with low to high numbers of roots and modern seeds that may be
indicative of stratigraphic movement and the possibility of contamination by later intrusive
elements. Charred material comprised varying degrees of preservation.

7.2.3

Very rich charred assemblages were recovered in the samples from Romano-British kiln
stokehole 10273 and pit 10135 in Trench 10223. The large quantity of cereal remains
included barley (Hordeum vulgare) grain fragments and hulled wheat, emmer or spelt
(Triticum dicoccum/spelta), grain, glume base and spikelet fork fragments. A number of
the chaff elements were identifiable as being those of spelt wheat (Triticum spelta). The
high number of weed seeds included seeds of vetch/wild pea (Vicia/Lathyrus sp.),
oat/brome grass (Avena/Bromus sp.), docks (Rumex sp.), bedstraw (Galium sp.),
scentless mayweed (Tripleurospermum inodorum), clover/medick (Trifolium/Medicago
sp.), red bartsia (Odontites vernus), stitchwort (Stellaria sp.), meadow grass/Cat’s-tails
(Poa/Phleum sp.), celtic bean/pea (Vicia faba/Pisum sativum), runch (Raphanus
raphanistrum), branched bur-reed (Sparganium erectum), black-bindweed (Fallopia
convolvulus), goosefoot (Chenopodium sp.), stinking mayweed (Anthemis cotula), narrowfruited cornsalad (Valerianella dentata) and rye-grass/fescue (Lolium/Festuca sp.). Other
remains include hawthorn/sloe (Crataegus monogyna/Prunus spinosa) type thorns, stem
fragments and tubers.

7.2.4

The samples from Romano-British ditches in Trenches 10425, 10427 and 10428
contained very few charred remains. These included hulled wheat grain fragments and
seeds of speedwell (Veronica hederifolia).

7.2.5

The moderate assemblage recorded from Romano-British ditch 20840 in Trench 10444
included barley grain fragments, hulled wheat grain, glume base and spikelet fork
fragments, seeds of oat/brome grass, vetch/wild pea and clover/medick and tubers of
false oat-grass (Arrhenatherum elatius var. bulbosum).

7.2.6

The low number of charred remains observed in the samples from Trenches 10468 and
10474 included barley grain fragments and seeds of vetch/wild pea.

7.2.7

The samples from Trenches 10544, 10559, 10785, 10803 and 10813 contained very few
charred remains. these included indeterminate grain fragments and stem fragments.

7.2.8

A rich charred assemblage was recorded from Romano-British ditch 30081 in Trench
10846. The cereal remains included hulled wheat grain fragments, some of which showed
traces of germination, and glume base and spikelet fork fragments. A number of the chaff
elements were identifiable as being those of spelt wheat. The weed seeds included seeds
of oat (Avena sp.), brome grass (Bromus sp.), runch, vetch/wild pea, black-bindweed and
docks. Other remains included hazelnut (Corylus avellana) shell fragments, hawthorn
(Crataegus monogyna) stone fragments and false oat-grass tubers.

7.2.9

A single glume base was noted from hearth 30067 in Trench 10869.
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7.2.10

High numbers of charred remains were retrieved in four of the five samples from RomanoBritish ditches and a pit in Trenches 10954 and 10958. The cereal remains included
barley grain fragments, hulled wheat grain, glume base and spikelet fork fragments, and
coleoptiles. Traces of germination were observed on some of the hulled wheat grains and
a number of the chaff elements were identifiable as being those of spelt wheat and some
of emmer wheat (Triticum dicoccum). The weed seeds include vetch/wild pea, oat/brome
grass and branched bur-reed.

7.2.11

The seven samples from Romano-British ditches and a pit in Trenches 10960 and 10962
contained large amounts of charred remains. The cereal remains included barley grain
fragments, hulled wheat grain, glume base and spikelet fork fragments, coleoptiles, culm
nodes and oat awns. Traces of germination were observed on some of the hulled wheat
grains and a number of the chaff elements were identifiable as being those of spelt wheat
and some possibly of emmer wheat. The weed seeds include stinking mayweed, oats,
brome grass, runch, rye-grass/fescue, clover/medick, knotgrass (Polygonum aviculare),
docks, vetch/wild pea, brassica (Brassica sp.), goosefoot, black-bindweed, and field
madder (Sherardia arvensis). Other remains include hazelnut shell fragments and
triangular capsule fragments, possibly of flax (Linum usitasissimum).

7.2.12

A few indeterminate grain fragments were retrieved from Early Saxon grave 60065 in
Trench 11128.

7.2.13

The moderately large assemblage recorded from pit 60059 in Trench 11131. This
included barley grain fragments, hulled wheat glume base and spikelet fork fragments,
and seeds of oat, brome grass, clover/medick, meadow grass/cat’s-tails and goosefoot.

7.2.14

A glume base fragment was observed in the assemblage from ditch 22056 in Trench
11245.

7.2.15

No charred remains were recorded from ditch 2240in Trench 11583 and the small
assemblage from ditch 22150 in Trench 11585 included indeterminate grain fragments
and hulled wheat glume base fragments. The glume base fragments included a few of
emmer wheat.

7.2.16

Discussion
Spelt wheat is generally the cereal most closely associated with Iron Age and RomanoBritish agriculture in Southern Britain (Greig 1991). It has been the predominant cereal,
together with smaller amounts of barley and emmer wheat, recovered from other Iron Age
and Romano-British deposits in the area such as at Cambourne (Stevens 2009), Eaton
Socon (Stevens and Clapham 2005), sites along Roman Ermine Street Cambridgeshire
(Monckton 1998) and Godmanchester (Smith 2003). The assemblages from this site
appear to be indicative of general settlement activities and crop processing waste. The
traces of germination may be an indication of a malting process taking place on site as
was seen at Cambourne (Stevens 2009).

7.2.17

The weed seeds are generally those typical of grassland, field margins and arable
environments. There is an indication of a variety of different soil types being exploited,
with species such as field madder and narrow-fruited cornsalad favouring lighter
calcareous soils, runch being found on sandier soils and stinking mayweed typical of
heavy clay soils. There is also evidence for some wetter areas on the site as shown be
the presence of branched bur-reed in a number of the assemblages.

7.2.18

There may have been an exploitation of the wild food resources from the local hedgerow/
woodland edge environments as indicated by the recovery of fragments of hazelnut shell
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and hawthorn stones. The analysis of some of the charred plant assemblages has the
potential to provide information on the nature of the settlement, the surrounding
environment and local agricultural practices and crop husbandry techniques. It may assist
in determining the function of a number of the features such as whether malting was
taking place on site.
7.3

Wood charcoal

7.3.1

Wood charcoal was noted from the flots of the bulk samples and is recorded in Appendix
2. Wood charcoal was only retrieved in small quantities.

7.4

Waterlogged plant remains

7.4.1

A number of uncharred weed seeds in waterhole 30487 in Trench 10785 and ditch 30179
in Trench 10803 included bramble (Rubus sp.), buttercup (Ranunculus sp.), sedge (Carex
sp.), fools parsley (Aethusa cynapium) and water-plantain (Alisma sp.). These
assemblages may be reflective of areas of scrub/hedgerow and damp grass in the vicinity
of these features.

7.5

Land and aquatic molluscs

7.5.1

The bulk sample flots were rapidly assessed by scanning under a x 10 – x 40 stereobinocular microscope to provide some information about shell preservation and species
representation. Nomenclature is according to Anderson (2005) and habitat preferences
according to Kerney (1999). The presence of these shells may aid in broadly
characterising the nature of the wider landscape.

7.5.2

The terrestrial mollusc assemblages were generally dominated by shells of the open
country species Vallonia costata, Vallonia excentrica, Pupilla muscorum, Vertigo pygmaea
and Helicella itala and the intermediate species Trochulus hispidus, Cepaea sp. and
Cochlicopa sp. These may be indicative of a well-established open landscape, probably of
both grassland and arable environments.

7.5.3

The presence of the additional shade-loving species of Aegopinella nitidula, Aegopinella
pura and Carychium sp., and the amphibious species Anisus leucostoma and Galba
truncatula in the assemblage from Romano-British ditch20831 in Trench 10425 appears to
indicate a local area of longer grass with seasonal flooding.

7.5.4

The few shells of Anisus leucostoma within the assemblage from Romano-British ditch
20836 in Trench 10427 may also be representative of seasonal flooding as does the large
quantity of shells of the aquatic species Anisus leucostoma and Gyraulus crista and the
marsh species Succinea/Oxyloma sp.

7.5.5

The assemblage from waterhole 30487 in Trench 10785 included the open-country
species Vertigo sp. and Vallonia sp., the intermediate species Cepaea sp., Punctum
pygmaeum and Trochulus hispidus, the shade-loving species Carychium sp., Vitrea sp.
and Acanthinula aculeata, and the aquatic species Gyraulus crista and Pisidium sp. This
may be indicative of a waterhole in an area of damp grass and scrub/hedgerow in the
vicinity.

7.5.6

There is evidence from the assemblages from ditches in Trench 10958 for the presence
some shady environments such as long grass and for seasonal flooding and from ditch
40709 in Trench 10960 for seasonal flooding.
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7.5.7

The assemblages observed in the samples from Trench 10962 may be reflective of an
open landscape with some areas of long grass around some of the ditches and pit
together with seasonal flooding.

7.5.8

The mollusc assemblage recorded from Early Saxon grave 60065 in Trench 11128 is
dominated by the open country species Vallonia sp. and Vertigo sp. but there are also a
few shells of aquatic species Galba truncatula and Radix balthica and opercula of Bithynia
sp. The presence of Radix balthica and Bithynia opercula is more indicative of a more
permanent aquatic environment such as moving water in the area rather than seasonal
flooding.

7.5.9

The mollusc assemblages appear to be indicative of a well-established open landscape,
probably of both grassland and arable environments, with some areas of longer grassland
and scrub/hedgerow in the vicinity. There is an indication of occasional seasonal flooding
in some areas of the site and some more permanently wet areas such as waterhole
30487.
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8

DISCUSSION

8.1

Introduction

8.1.1

The trial trench evaluation for A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon Improvement has identified
several areas of enhanced archaeological potential along the Scheme. The following
narrative will outline the results by chronological periods represented, and conclude with a
summary identified those areas deemed of archaeological significance. To maintain
consistency with the presentation of the results, these areas will be referenced by the
relevant land parcel numbers.

8.2

Neolithic

8.2.1

The earliest evidence of human activity along the route of the proposed works was a
group of Neolithic flintwork from ditch intervention 10148 in Trench 10219, at the western
end of the scheme in land parcel 1136. The group comprised four flakes, broken flakes,
thee broken blades, two broken cores, a crested blade, a micro denticulate. The ditch
appeared to terminate adjacent to a furrow, and the flintwork is presumed to have been
disturbed from an earlier feature in the vicinity. No evidence of Bronze Age activity was
found.

8.3

Iron Age

8.3.1

There were two main of foci of Iron Age activity. In Trench 11129, land parcel 1086,
ditches 60128 and 60130 both produced groups of Iron Age pottery. The terminals of a
penannular gully were also located in this trench, and an extension to the area of
excavation located more of the feature and suggested a typical roundhouse structure 11m
in diameter with a south-east facing entrance. A relatively large group of early to middle
Iron Age pottery was also recovered from ditch 30081 in Trench 10969, land parcel 1095.
Traces of Iron Age activity were represented by a small group of early Iron Age pottery
from the fill of ditch 22240 in Trench 11585, land parcel 1082. The material was abraded
and associated with a single sherd of late Iron Age/Roman pottery. An abraded sherd was
also recovered from ditch 22150 in adjacent Trench 11585.

8.3.2

Small quantities of Iron Age pottery recovered from four trenches in land parcel 1131
represent activity of this date in the area, however no feature contained a large enough
quantity to be assigned to an Iron Age phase. Two small sherds of Iron Age pottery were
recovered from ditch 10345 in Trench 10267. A single, decorated but abraded sherd of
pottery was found in ditch 10532, Trench 11532. Five sherds were found in the subsoil of
Trench 10329 and four small scraps against the natural of Trench 11528.

8.4

Romano-British

8.4.1

Evidence of Romano-British activity was noted across the route, although not in
particularly great concentrations. Of particular interest was the presence of a pottery kiln
located in Trench 10223, at the southern end of land parcel towards the western end of
the scheme. This kiln was in operation during the mid to late 1st century AD and appears
to have been producing a limited range of forms. An early Roman ditch, 10155, was also
located in Trench 10219 just to the north of the kiln. A single sherd of Roman pottery was
also recovered from ditch 10327 in Trench 10272, 260m to the east.

8.4.2

A second area of Roman activity was identified at the southern end of land parcel 1131
where part of a field system was located. Archaeological features were identified in 14
trenches, all containing between one and four ditches, a small number of pits and postholes were also identified. The artefactual evidence points to a Romano-British date for
this field system, with pottery recovered from ditch 10536 and pits 10538 and 10588 in
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Trench 11509; ditches 10565 in Trench 11514; ditches 10579 and 10604 in Trench 10604
and an unstratified group of early Roman pottery from Trench 11542. The other pottery
was predominantly of middle Roman date. A copper alloy circular-sectioned wire bracelet
with expanding joints, embellished with decorative spirals, was found in ditch 10570,
Trench 11514. This is likely to date to the late 3rd or 4th centuries AD.
8.4.3

Small quantities of Roman pottery (five sherds) were recovered from the fills of ditches
21234 (Trench 10468) and 21407 (Trench 10474). Occasional unstratified Roman finds
were also recorded from Trenches 10767, 10784, 10786 and 10787 in land parcel 1098
towards the centre of the route, single Iron Age or Roman sherd was also found in ditch
30476, Trench 10783.

8.4.4

A second Romano-British field system was identified in land parcel 1095 (Fig. #) where
multiple ditches were present in a number of trenches, many of which had sherds of
Roman pottery in their fills. These included ditches 40719, 40721, 40727 and pit 40724 in
Trench 10958; ditches 40940, 40971, 41204, 41208 and gully 41153 in Trench 10962;
ditch 40909 in Trench 10952; ditch 41101 in Trench 10961; ditches 40706, 40709, 40712,
40714 and pit 40717 in Trench 10960; and ditch 40522 and gully 40516 in Trench 10964.
Most of the pottery relates to the middle to late Roman periods. Fragments from a single
blue/green conical glass vessel with ribbon handle were also recovered from ditch 40719,
Trench 10958.

8.5

Saxon

8.5.1

An area of Saxon activity was revealed at the eastern end of the scheme, in the north of
land parcel 1086 and adjacent to the Iron Age ditches and roundhouse in Trench 11129.
The most notable feature was the burial of an individual, laid slightly flexed on their left
side, uncovered in Trench 11128. A radiocarbon date indicates this inhumation relates to
the early Saxon period. Pit 60059 in adjacent Trench 11131 was also dated to this period,
containing a group of 33 sherds of early to middle Saxon pottery and a schist whetstone.
Two sherds of Saxon pottery and a whetstone were also recovered from ditch 50623 in
Trench 11209, just to the east in land parcel 1082. The only other trace of Saxon activity
was the presence of two sherds of Saxon pottery in the fill of pit 10271 in Trench 10233,
land parcel 1132 at the western end of the scheme.

8.6

Medieval, post-medieval and modern

8.6.1

Small quantities of artefactual evidence of medieval and post-medieval activity were
scattered across the route. Features that did produce datable finds include furrow 10323
in Trench 11159, land parcel 1131 (medieval); ditch 30045 in Trench 10992, land parcel
1095 (post-medieval or modern); ditch 30017, Trench 10891, land parcel 1099 (modern);
ditches 40110 and 40111 in Trench 11051, land parcel 1093 (medieval or post-medieval);
pit 40520, Trench 10964, land parcel 1095; ditch 40545, Trench 11054, land parcel 1093.
Three features in the area of the Roman field system in land parcel 1095 also produced
post-medieval finds, indicating later activity in this area: ditch 40714 in Trench 10960; pit
40520 in Trench 10964 and ditch 40969 in Trench 10967.

8.7

Undated

8.7.1

Many of the features recorded across the scheme were linear in plan and did not contain
any dating evidence. These are most likely remnants of relict field systems from a range
of chronological periods, though with the majority of the datable remains assigned to the
Iron Age or Romano-British periods, it would be anticipated that many of the undated
features are broadly contemporaneous.
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8.7.2

One feature of note was part of a possible ring ditch recorded in the north of Trench
10128, land parcel 1139. Though investigations failed to recover any dating evidence, the
form of the feature would clearly suggest a (later?) prehistoric date.

8.8

Summary

8.8.1

In summary, and on the basis of the results of the evaluation presented above, the
following zones of potential can be defined (Table 5; Figure 57).
Table 5:

Summary of archaeological zones of potential

Land Period
parcel
1140 IA/RB?

1139

1137

1136

1136

1132

1131

1131

Summary

Description

Concentration
of remains

Complexity

Concentration of pits, post-holes and
ditches in Trenches 10237 and
10239.
Prehistoric? Isolated
Undated ring ditch and possible
settlement-type associated remains in Trenches
remains
10120, 10128 and 10130 (and
10136?).
IA/RB?
Multi-phase
Multi-phase collection of ditches,
field system
many elements of which appear to be
perpendicular to the adjacent A1.
IA/RB?
Concentration Concentration of ditches and postof remains
holes in Trenches 10182, 10183,
10185, 10187-10190 and 10192.
Neolithic;
Settlement
Concentration of remains in Trenches
Romano10217-10220, 10222 and 10223,
British
synonymous with settlement,
including ditches, pits, post-holes and
a pottery kiln. A collection of
diagnostic Neolithic flintwork was also
recovered as residual finds in one
ditch in Trench 10219.
Saxon
Isolated
Isolated large pit containing Saxon
settlement-type pottery, potentially evidence for
feature
dispersed unenclosed activity.
IA/RB?;
Multi-phase
A concentration of multi-phase
Medieval
field system
ditches in Trenches 10267, 10272
and 11569, producing Iron Age,
Romano-British and medieval dating
evidence.
RomanoSettlement
A concentration of artefact-rich
British
ditches, pits, post-holes etc. in
Trenches 11509-11515, 11519,
11521, 11528-11530 and 11532.
Finds recovered, including personal
adornment metalwork, clearly identify
this as an occupation site.

LowModerate
Moderate

LowModerate
LowModerate
High

LowModerate
Moderate

High
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Land Period
parcel
1113; IA/RB?
1112

Summary

Description

Complexity

Field system

LowModerate

1105

RomanoBritish?

Roadside
activity

1099

Post-med?

Field system

1098;
1097

RomanoBritish

Extensive field
system

1095

RomanoBritish

Settlement

1093

IA/RB?;
Post-med

Field system

1086

IA/RB;
Saxon

Multi-phase
settlement
remains

A concentration of undated ditches
and one pit in Trenches 10401,
10404, 10405, 10407, 10410-10413
and 10415, straddling the boundary
between land parcels 1112 and 1113.
Outlying IA/RB ditches in Trenches
10425 and 10427 may be associated.
A small concentration of undated
ditches, pits and post-holes in
Trenches 10649-10651, 10653 and
10654, adjacent to Ermine Street.
A dispersed concentration of ditches
in the eastern portion of land parcel
1099. Whilst this could be an
extension of the field system
recorded in land parcels 1097 and
1098, the limited dating evidence
recovered suggests at least some of
the remains are post-medieval in
date.
A major concentration of
archaeological remains,
predominantly comprising ditches,
extending across the entireity of land
parcel 1098, and extending into
adjacent land parcel 1097. Whilst
only limited dating evidence was
recovered, this is clearly an extensive
RB field system.
A major concentration of ditches and
some pits/ post-holes within the
central portion of land parcel 1095.
The volume and nature of artefacts
recovered indicate this is a settlement
site.
A small concentration of ditches,
gullies and several possible pits in
Trenches 11013, 11014, 11031,
11035, 11056,11057 and 11062.
Although largely undated, limited
dating evidence suggests elements
may be post-medieval.
A concentration of features in
Trenches 11128, 11129 and 11131,
producing secure dating evidence for
Iron Age, Romano-British and Saxon
activity, notably including an Early
Saxon (i.e. post-Roman) burial.

LowModerate

LowModerate

ModerateHigh

High

LowModerate

High
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Land Period
parcel
1082 IA/RB;
Saxon

Summary

Description

Complexity

Multi-phase
settlement
remains

A concentration of predominantly
Moderate
ditches within the central portion of
land parcel 1082, indicating multiphase activity (including metalworking), and producing a mix of Iron
Age, Romano-British and Saxon
dating evidence.
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9

STORAGE AND CURATION

9.1

Deposition

9.1.1

It is recommended that the project archive resulting from the Scheme be deposited with
the designated recipient museum. Deposition of any finds with the museum will only be
carried out with the full agreement of the landowner.

9.2

Preparation of the archive

9.2.1

The complete Scheme archive, which will include paper records, photographic records,
graphics, artefacts, ecofacts, and digital data, will be prepared following the standard
conditions for the acceptance of excavated archaeological material by the recipient
museum, and in general following nationally recommended guidelines (e.g. SMA 1995; IfA
2009; Brown 2011; ADS 2013 etc.).

9.2.2

All archive elements have been marked with the museum accession code ECB4267, and
a full index prepared. In summary, the physical archive comprises the following elements:



9 no. lever arch files of context sheets/trench sheets/photo registers;



2 no. folders of permatrace drawings;



12 no. boxes of finds (Cambridge Heritage Services standard size); and



1 no. medium stewart tub of environmental flots.

9.2.3

The archive is currently held at the Head Office of WA at Portway House, Old Sarum,
Salisbury, Wiltshire, SP4 6EB, under the WA project code 105760.

9.3

Discard policy

9.3.1

WA follows the guidelines set out in Selection, Retention and Dispersal of Archaeological
Collections (SMA 1993), which allows for the discard of selected artefact and ecofact
categories which are not considered to warrant any future analysis. Any discard of
artefacts will be fully documented in the project archive.

9.3.2

The discard of environmental remains and samples follows nationally recommended
guidelines (e.g. SMA 1993; 1995).

9.4

Copyright

9.4.1

The full copyright of the written/illustrative archive relating to the Site will be retained by
WA Ltd under the Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988 with all rights reserved. The
recipient museum, however, will be granted an exclusive licence for the use of the archive
for educational purposes, including academic research, providing that such use shall be
non-profit making, and conforms with the Copyright and Related Rights Regulations 2003.

9.5

Security copy

9.5.1

In line with current best practice (e.g. Brown 2011), on completion of the project a security
copy of the written records will be prepared, in the form of a digital PDF/A file. PDF/A is an
ISO-standardised version of the Portable Document Format (PDF) designed for the digital
preservation of electronic documents through omission of features ill-suited to long-term
archiving.
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11

APPENDICES

11.1

Appendix 1: Land parcel summary

Land
Parcel
1145
1144
1143
1142
1141
1140
1139

1138
1137
1136
1132
1131
1130
1122
1116
1115
1114
1113
1112
1111
1109
1108
1107
1105
1104
1103
1102

Trench numbers

Figure(s) Excavated

10000-10049, 10051
10050, 10052-10065, 10067-10069, 10101,
10110, 11568
10234, 10235, 10235A
10079-10086
10078, 10087, 10089-10092, 10105, 10106,
10113-10115, 10121, 10122, 10129
10236-10251
10066, 10070-10077, 10088, 10093-10100,
10102-10204, 10107-10109, 10111, 10112,
10116-10120, 10123-10128, 10130-10173,
10175, 10176
10252-10255
10196, 10198, 10200-10216
10174, 10177-10195, 10197, 10199, 1021710227
10228-10233, 10268, 10269, 10271, 10273,
10275-10290
11523-11541, 11542, 11543
11544-11565,
11566-11567
10333-10335
10330-11332
10336-10382
10381-10405, 10407, 10409-10411, 10413,
10415, 10419, 10421, 10424
10406, 10409, 10412, 10414, 10416, 10417,
10418, 10420, 10422-10447
10448-10491
10498-10559
10560-10585, 10587, 10588
10586, 10589-10641
10649-10657, 10661, 10663-10665, 1067010680
10658-10660, 10666-10669, 10681-10748,
10750-10754
10749, 10792-10794, 10824, 10825, 1082710830
10920-10931, 10920A, 10921A

Not
Total
excavated
3
51
6
21

1, 2
2, 3

48
15

3, 4
3
3, 4

0
0
0

3
8
14

3
8
14

4, 5
3-5

13
57

3
25

16
82

5-6
6-8
5, 6, 8

0
9
19

4
10
12

4
19
31

9

25

1

26

8-11, 13
12
12
14
14
14,15
15-17

63
0
0
0
0
44
31

27
22
2
3
3
1
2

90
22
2
3
3
45
33

16, 17

25

8

33

17, 18,
20
19-22
22, 23
23, 24,
24-26

44

3

47

67
0
0
17

1
28
54
7

68
28
54
24

25-29

0

80

80

26, 28-31

5

5

10

33, 34,
36

11

3

14
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Land
Parcel
1099
1098
1097
1095
1094
1093
1092
1087
1086
1082
1073
1071
1070
1067
1068
1065
1064
1062

Trench numbers

Figure(s) Excavated

10831-10904
10755-10791, 10796, 10799
10795, 10797-10798, 10800-10823, 10826
10905-10919, 10932-11012, 11573-11574
11575-11577
11013-11035, 11037-11109
11110-11118
11148-11151
11119-11147, 11152-11185
11186-11264, 11266, 11269-11273, 1158011589
11332-11334, 11438
11265, 11267, 11268, 11275, 11276, 1128711318
11319-11327
11416, 11417
11328-11331, 11335-11414, 11418-11436
11439-11446
11447-11503
11504-11508

Not
Total
excavated
0
74
1
39
5
28
12
99
3
3
16
98
0
9
4
4
7
63
23
95

31-33
29, 30
31, 32
34-38
35
38-42
42
43
42-45
45-48

74
38
23
87
0
82
9
0
56
72

52
48-51

0
0

4
35

4
35

51
53-56
51-54, 56
52, 53
53, 55
54, 56
Totals

0
0
87
0
57
0
1078

9
2
16
8
0
5
488

9
2
103
8
57
5
1566
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11.2

Appendix 2: Assessment of the charred plant remains and charcoal

Key:
A*** = exceptional, A** = 100+, A* = 30-99, A = >10, B = 9-5, C = <5;
Sab/f = small animal/fish bones, Moll-t = terrestrial molluscs, Moll-f = aquatic molluscs; Analysis: C = charcoal, P = plant, M = molluscs, C14 = radiocarbon

Feature Context Sample Vol Flot Roots Grain Chaff Cereal Notes
(L) size %

Charred
Other

Notes for Table

Charcoal
> 4/2mm

Other

Hulled wheat + barley grain
frags, glume base + spikelet
fork frags inc. spelt
Hulled wheat + barley grain
frags, glume base + spikelet
fork frags inc. spelt

A*

Vicia/Lathyrus, Avena/Bromus, Rumex, Galium,
Tripleurospermum, stem frags, Crataegus/Prunus
thorns
Vicia/Lathyrus, Avena/Bromus, Rumex, Odontites,
Trifolium/Medicago, Stellaria, Poa/Phleum, Tuber

5/5 ml

Hammer
scale

<1/1 ml

Hammer
scale

Trench 10223
Romano-British Kiln Stokehole
10273 10256
10001 9

100

60

A*

A**

10273

9

35

70

A

A**

30

90

50

A*

A**

Hulled wheat + barley grain
frags, glume base + spikelet
fork frags inc. spelt

A**

Vicia faba/Pisum, Avena/Bromus, Vicia/Lathyrus,
Rumex, Bromus, Galium, Raphanus, Sparganium,
Fallopia, Chenopodium, Anthemis cotula,
Valerianella, Trifolium/Medicago, Odontites,
Poa/Phleum, Lolium/Festuca, Stellaria, Prunus
spinosa/Crataegus thorns, Tuber (not
Arrhenatherum)

1/5 ml

Hammer
scale

18

75

35

-

-

-

-

-

1/5 ml

Moll-t
(A**),
Moll-f (A*)

20

30

65

C

-

Indet. grain frags

-

-

1/2 ml

Moll-t (A)

15

15

60

C

-

Hulled wheat grain frags

C

Veronica

0/<1 ml

Moll-t (A),
Moll-f (C)

10257

10003

Romano-British Pit
10135 10147
10002

A*

Trench 10425
Romano-British Ditch
20831 20830
20000

Trench 10427
Romano-British Ditch
20836 20835
20001
Trench 10428
Romano-British Ditch
20353 20354
20003
Trench 10444
Romano-British Ditch
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Feature Context Sample Vol Flot Roots Grain Chaff Cereal Notes
(L) size %
20840 20843
20002 20 40
60
B
A
Hulled wheat + barley grain
frags, glume base + spikelet
fork frags

Charred
Other
A

Notes for Table
Avena/Bromus, Vicia/Lathyrus, Trifolium/Medicago,
Arrhenatherum tubers

Charcoal
> 4/2mm
1/2 ml

Other
Moll-t
(A*), Mollf (A)

Trench 10468
Romano-British Ditch
21234 21235
20004

18

30

65

C

-

Barley grain frag

C

Vicia/Lathyrus

0/1 ml

Moll-t (B)

20005
20006

8
9

15
15

65
60

C

-

Indet. grain frag

-

-

<1/<1 ml
<1/<1 ml

Moll-t (A)
Moll-t (C)

20009

20

25

50

-

-

-

-

Stem frag

0/<1 ml

Moll-t (C)

20007
20008

1.5 30
1.5 10

15
60

-

-

-

-

-

3/5 ml
0/1 ml

Moll-t (C)
Moll-t (C)

3

20

10

10

-

-

-

-

(uncharred seeds (A*) inc. Rubus, Ranunculus,
Aethusa, Carex, Alisma)

0/<1 ml

Moll-t
(A*), Mollf (A*)

2

10

25

30

-

-

-

-

(uncharred seeds (A) inc. Rubus)

-

-

Waterhole/Pond/Palaeochannel
30467 30471
1
14

10

10

C

-

Indet. grain frag

-

-

1/1 ml

-

Trench 10474
Ditches
21407 21408
21405 21406
Trench 10544
Ditch
21364

21365

Trench 10559
Post-holes
21703 21704
21705 21706
Trench 10785
Waterhole
30487 30496

Trench 10803
Ditch 30179
30179 30181
Trench 10813

Trench 10846
Romano-British Ditch
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Feature Context Sample Vol Flot Roots Grain Chaff Cereal Notes
Charred
(L) size %
Other
30081 30080
40501 18 25
15
A
A**
Hulled wheat grain frags A*
some germinated, glume base
+ spikelet fork frags inc. spelt,
rachis frags

Notes for Table

Charcoal
> 4/2mm
Arrhenatherum tubers, Corylus avellana shell frags, 1/3 ml
Crataegus, Raphanus, Avena, Bromus, Fallopia,
Vicia/Lathyrus, Rumex

Other
Moll-t (A)

Trench 10869
Hearth
30067

30068

40500

6

10

50

-

C

Glume base frag

-

-

0/<1 ml

-

20

40

35

A

C

Barley + hulled wheat grain
frags, rachis frag, glume base

C

Avena/Bromus, Vicia/Lathyrus, stems

1/1 ml

Moll-t (A)

Romano-British Ditches
40721 40723
40510

13

40

50

C

-

Hulled wheat grain frags

C

Vicia/Lathyrus

<1/2 ml

41102

41101

40502

14

25

50

A

A

Avena/Bromus, Sparganium, Vicia/Lathyrus

1/5 ml

40727

40728

40511

19

55

30

A*

A*

Hulled wheat + barley grain
A
frags, glume base + spikelet
fork frags inc. spelt
Hulled wheat grain frags B
some germinated, glume base
+ spikelet fork frags inc. spelt
+ emmer, coleoptile

Moll-t
(A**),
Moll-f (A*)
Moll-t (A)

Avena/Bromus, Vicia/Lathyrus

5/5 ml

Moll-t (C),
Moll-f (C)

4

40

35

A*

A*

Hulled wheat grain frags A
some germinated, glume base
+ spikelet fork frags inc. spelt
+ emmer

Avena/Bromus, Vicia/Lathyrus

<1/2 ml

Moll-t (A)

20

25

40

B

A

Hulled wheat grain frags,
glume base + spikelet fork
frags inc. spelt

Avena/Bromus, Anthemis cotula

2/1 ml

Moll-t (B),
Moll-f (C)

Trench 10954
Romano-British Ditch
40895 40894
40506
Trench 10958

Romano-British Pit
40724 40726
40509

Trench 10960
Romano-British Ditches
40709 40711
40503

C
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Feature Context Sample Vol Flot Roots Grain Chaff Cereal Notes
(L) size %
40712 40713
40504 20 25
50
C
A
Indet. grain frags, glume base
+ spikelet fork frags

Charred
Other
-

Notes for Table

Charcoal
> 4/2mm
1/3 ml

Other

Hulled wheat grain frags some germinated, barley grain
frags, glume base + spikelet
fork frags inc. spelt
Hulled wheat + barley grain
frags, glume base + spikelet
fork frags inc. spelt
Hulled wheat grain frags some germinated, glume base
+ spikelet fork frags inc. spelt
+ ?emmer, coleoptiles, Avena
awn, culm node
Hulled wheat and barley grain
frags, glume base and spikelet
fork frags inc. spelt + ?emmer,
Avena awns

A

Avena/Bromus, Raphanus, Corylus avellana shell
frag, Lolium/Festuca

0/1 ml

Moll-t
(A*), Mollf (A)

C

Avena/Bromus, Medicago/Trifolium

1/3 ml

Moll-t (A),
Moll-f (C)

A*

Avena, Bromus, Polygonum, Rumex,
Vicia/Lathyrus, Sherardia, Brassica, Chenopodium,
Trifolium/Medicago, triangular capsule frags

<1/2 ml

Moll-t (A*)

A

Avena/Bromus, Fallopia

0/1 ml

Moll-t (A*)

-

Moll-t (C)

Trench 10962
Romano-British Ditches
40940 40938
40508

9

25

50

A

A*

41151

41152

40505

19

30

40

A

A*

41204

41202

40513

19

60

20

A**

A***

41208

41206

40507

20

40

25

A*

A**

Romano-British Pit
40971 40972
40512

19

25

25

B

A*

Hulled wheat + barley grain
frags, glume base + spikelet
fork frags inc. spelt

B

Avena/Bromus, Vicia/Lathyrus

0/1 ml

Moll-t (A*,
Moll-f (A*)

20

150

75

C

-

Indet. grain frags

-

-

0/1 ml

Moll-t (A),
Moll-f (C)

28

80

50

A

C

Barley grain frags, glume base A
+ spikelet fork frags

Avena, Bromus, Trifolium/Medicago, Poa/Phleum,
Chenopodium, stem frags

10/10 ml

-

Trench 11128
Early Saxon Grave
60065 60066
62005
Trench 11131
Pit
60059

60060

62006

Trench 11245
Ditches
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A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon Improvement
Archaeological Evaluation Report – Volume 1: Site Narrative

Feature Context Sample Vol
(L)
22056 22057
20010 10
22058 22059
20011 10

Flot
size
25
40

Roots Grain Chaff Cereal Notes
%
65
C
Glume base frag
75
-

Charred
Other
-

Notes for Table

Other

Stem frags
Stem frags

Charcoal
> 4/2mm
0/<1 ml
<1/3 ml

Moll-t (C)
Moll-t (B)

Trench 11583
Iron Age Ditch
22240 22241

20013

11

55

75

-

-

-

-

-

0/<1 ml

Moll-t (A)

20012

19

40

75

C

C

Indet. grain frag, glume base
frags inc. emmer

-

-

0/1 ml

Moll-t (B)

Trench 11585
Ditch
22150

22151
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