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SUMMARY
Between March and May 2022, Cotswold Archaeology carried out an archaeological excavation on land at the A40 Science Transit Phase 2 - Park and Ride development off Cuckoo Lane, Eynsham, Oxfordshire. The earliest evidence of human activity comprised an Early Bronze Age cremation burial that contained a pyre good in the form of a worked phalanx of a probable golden eagle. The main focus of activity, however, was a Middle Iron Age settlement comprising roundhouses, small enclosures, post-built structures and clusters of pits and postholes. Following a hiatus in activity during the Late Iron Age, Roman and Anglo-Saxon periods part of a ridge-and-furrow cultivation system was established on the site during the medieval period.  

[bookmark: _Toc130544699]INTRODUCTION
[bookmark: _Toc465081219][bookmark: _Toc150243252][bookmark: _Toc179256293]Between March and May 2022, Cotswold Archaeology (CA) carried out an archaeological excavation of land at the junction of Cuckoo Lane and the A40 Oxford to Cheltenham road, to the north-west of Eynsham. This was undertaken as part of the A40 Science Transit Phase 2 - Park and Ride development (centred at NGR: 442300 210085; Fig. 1). The development site was situated in the Upper Thames Valley in an area of the second (Summertown-Radley) gravel terrace[footnoteRef:1], approximately 2.4 km to the north-west of the River Thames. Underlying the gravels in this area is Oxford Clay and West Walton Formations[footnoteRef:2]. The north-east boundary of the site was situated at approximately 80 m above Ordnance Datum (aOD) and the land sloped gradually downwards towards the Chil Brook, a tributary of the River Thames, situated approximately 250 m to the south-west (Fig. 1).  [1:  British Geological Survey Viewer - https://www.bgs.ac.uk/map-viewers/bgs-geology-viewer (2023)]  [2:  Ibid.] 


Insert near here: Figure 1	Comment by Joanne Barker: Insert Figure 1 near here

The development site was situated in a landscape rich in prehistoric monuments and burials, with numerous sites producing evidence for multi-period settlement and agricultural activity. An archaeological survey of the Upper Thames Valley gravels[footnoteRef:3] identified an extensive complex of cropmarks in the area of New Wintles Farm, approximately 700m to the north-east of the site (HER 5151, HER 15094, HER 29467, HER 15055 and HER 15056; Fig. 1), to the south of the Chil Brook (HER 16286; Fig. 1) and and on land at Foxley Farm, situated 1.4 km to the south (HER 15027; Fig. 1). Archaeological investigation of some of the cropmarks revealed evidence for Neolithic and Bronze Age monuments, Beaker burials and Neolithic to Saxon period settlement.[footnoteRef:4] The archaeological potential of the site was established by previous archaeological works within the development area, comprising a desk-based assessment[footnoteRef:5], geophysical survey[footnoteRef:6] and two stages of trial-trench evaluation[footnoteRef:7] (Fig. 2). The investigations identified remains pertaining to Iron Age settlement and medieval and post-medieval agricultural land-use in the eastern half of the development site and in light of this a 0.88 hectare area was subject to archaeological excavation. Evidence for four periods of activity were revealed: [3:  D. Benson and D. Miles, The Upper Thames Valley: An archaeological survey of the river gravels Oxford Archaeology Unit Survey, no. 2 (1974).]  [4:  See, for example, E.T. Leeds, ‘Beakers of the Upper Thames district’, Oxoniensia, 3, (1938), pp. 7–30; J.S.P. Bradford and J.M. Morris, ‘Archaeological notes’, Oxoniensia, 6, (1941), pp. 85–87; R. Kenward, ‘A Neolithic burial enclosure at New Wintles Farm, Eynsham’, in H.J. Case, and A.W.R. Whittle, Settlement patterns in the Oxford region: Excavations at the Abingdon causewayed enclosure and other sites Oxford, CBA Research Report, 44 (1982), pp. 51–55; ‘Oxfordshire Cotswold Garden Village, Eynsham, Oxfordshire: Geophysical survey’, unpublished West Yorkshire Archaeological Services report, no. 3262 (2019); S.C. Hawkes and M. Gray, ‘Preliminary note on the Early Anglo-Saxon settlement at New Wintles Farm, Eynsham’, Oxoniensia, 34, (1969), pp.1–4]  [5:  ‘A40 Park & Ride, Eynsham, Oxfordshire: Historic environment desk-based assessment’, unpublished AECOM report (2018)]  [6:  ‘Geophysical survey report: Eynsham, Oxfordshire’, unpublished SUMO Geophysics Ltd report, no. 12530 (2018)]  [7:  ‘A40 Park & Ride, Eynsham, Oxfordshire: Archaeological evaluation report’, unpublished Oxford Archaeology report, no. 7227 (2019); ‘A40 Science Transit Phase 2 – Park & Ride, Eynsham, Oxfordshire: Archaeological evaluation and excavation fieldwork summary’ unpublished Cotswold Archaeology report (2022).] 


· Period 1: Early Bronze Age (c. 2400–1500 BC)
· Period 2: Middle Iron Age (c. 400–100 BC)
· Period 3: medieval (c. 1066–1539)
· Period 4: post-medieval (c. 1540–1800)

The main phases of occupation occurred during the Early Bronze Age (Period 1) and Middle Iron Age (Period 2).
This report presents a summary of the discoveries at the A40 Science Transit Phase 2 – Park and Ride site; a detailed excavation report, with specialist finds and biological evidence reports, including details on methods using during analysis, is available online via the Cotswold Archaeology website[footnoteRef:8]. [8:  ‘A40 Science Transit Phase 2 – Park and ride, Eynsham, Oxfordshire: Archaeological excavation’, unpublished Cotswold Archaeology report, no. MK0756_1 - https://reports.cotswoldarchaeology.co.uk (2023).] 
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[bookmark: _Toc468867806][bookmark: _Toc468867808][bookmark: _Toc468867811][bookmark: _Toc130544703][bookmark: _Toc468867813][bookmark: _Toc465081221]EXCAVATION RESULTS
[bookmark: _Toc130544705]Period 1: Early Bronze Age (c. 2400–1500 BC; Figs 2 and 3)
The earliest firm evidence of human activity within the development site comprised a cremation burial of a child (10649; Fig. 2) that had been placed unurned in a pit (0.6 m long, 0.4 m wide and 0.1 m deep). The small quantity of cremated bone (68.3 g) was from a single individual, but only skull and lower limbs were represented.[footnoteRef:9] Charcoal from the pyre was mixed with the bone and was dominated by oak (Quercus spp.), consisting of almost equal amounts of heartwood and sapwood, and smaller quantities of hazel (Corylus avellana L.) and hawthorn group (Pomoideae). Radiocarbon analysis of a sample of cremated human bone returned an Early Bronze Age date of 1881–1693 cal. BC (SUERC-108039;95.4 per cent probability). [9:  S. Clough, ‘Human bone’, in ‘A40 Science Transit Phase 2 – Park and ride, Eynsham (2023), pp. 114–18.] 

A calcined first phalanx of a large bird, identified as possible golden eagle, was recovered from the cremation deposit and probably represents a pyre good. It had been pierced at one end and may have been utilised as a pin (Fig. 3). 
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[bookmark: _Toc130544706]Period 2: Middle Iron Age (400–100 BC; Figs 2–7)
Evidence of settlement-related activity occurred during the Middle Iron Age within the excavation area, consisting of at least three roundhouse buildings (A, B and C), a circular enclosure (4), three sub-rectangular enclosures (1–3), three post-built structures (1–3) and dispersed ditches, pits and postholes (Fig. 2). 

[bookmark: _Hlk120716255]Roundhouses A, B and C (Fig. 4) 	The location of three roundhouses (A, B and C) was indicated by short lengths of curved ditch (0.2–0.6 m wide) that appeared to have defined circular areas, approximately 12m in diameter (Fig. 4). The shallow depth (0.12–0.18 m) of the ditches and their gradual sloping profiles (Fig. 5, Section AA) suggested that they were not structural elements of a building but were probably associated drainage ditches, although due to the level of truncation in this part of the site this interpretation is not certain. A small number of pits and postholes were enclosed by the roundhouse ditches, which could represent structural elements of the roundhouse building, such as roof supports. A near complete triangular loomweight and fragments of a second one were recovered from two of the postholes (10327 and 10336) in the interiors of roundhouses B and A respectively (Fig. 4).
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The location of a further three roundhouses was tentatively implied by short, shallow, slightly curved ditches 4203, 10213 and 10737 (Fig. 2) that probably had the same drainage function as those defining roundhouses A, B and C.

Circular enclosure 4 (Figs 4 and 6) 		A circular enclosure with a similar internal diameter to the roundhouses (approximately 12 m) was situated immediately to the south-east of roundhouse B. Enclosure 4 was defined by two curved ditches and an associated recut, with an opening to the north-west (5 m wide) and south-east (at least 0.8 m wide). A short ditch (10396) had been dug across the south-east entrance but appeared to have only partially blocked it. 
Ditches defining enclosure 4 were predominantly wider (1 m) and deeper (0.3–0.4 m) than those defining the roundhouses and generally had asymmetrical, steeply sloping sides and flat bases (Fig. 6, Section BB). Pottery (188 sherds, 902 g) was recovered from both ditches but the majority was derived from the northern terminus of short ditch 10396 (148 sherds, 712 g; Fig. 4). The assemblage was dominated by sand and flint-tempered fabrics (145 sherds, 688 g), with examples of flat-topped, beaded and inverted rims identified. Radiocarbon analysis of a sample of oak charcoal (roundwood, immature timber/twig) recovered from short ditch 10396 produced a Middle Iron Age date range of 387–197 cal. BC, at 95.4 per cent probability (SUERC-108729; Fig. 4). 
A cluster of pits and postholes was observed within the enclosure’s interior. They were all shallow (0.1–0.2 m deep) and had gradual to moderately sloping concave profiles. A small assemblage of pottery (six sherds, 22 g) and animal bone (47 fragments, 30 g) was recovered from these features, as well as a fragment of daub.
A 0.5 m diameter pit (10391) truncated the northern side of enclosure 4 (Fig. 4). It had asymmetrical, moderately sloping sides and a concave base and was just 0.2 m deep. Its single fill did not produce any artefacts but radiocarbon dating of a sample of charcoal (hawthorn group) produced a date range of 359–60 cal. BC at 95.4% probability (SUERC-108728), in the Middle to Late Iron Age period. At 68.3% probability the radiocarbon date suggested that the date most likely fell in the Middle Iron Age at 351–163 cal BC (SUERC-108728).
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Enclosures 1 and 2 (Fig. 4)		Two enclosures were situated to the north (enclosure 2) and north-west (enclosure 1) of roundhouses A and B and were defined by roughly ‘L’-shaped arrangements of ditches (Fig. 4). No boundaries were identified to the north or west of the enclosures but two postholes (10394 and 10495) on the north and west sides of enclosure 1 could provide tentative evidence that it was defined on two sides by a fence. An entrance into enclosure 1 was indicated by a 4 m-wide gap on the south-east side and a posthole (10158) located on the north side of it could represent an associated entranceway structure, such as a gatepost. At some point a pit (10091) was dug in the centre of this entrance but it is unclear whether this was positioned to restrict access into the enclosure or was part of a later episode of activity after the enclosure had fallen out of use. 
Pottery (696 sherds, 5744 g) was recovered from all of the enclosure 1 ditches and pits and postholes situated in the interior and included examples of slack-shouldered, globular and round bodies jars with flat or simple rims that are indicative of an Early to Middle Iron Age date.[footnoteRef:10] The date of the enclosure was refined to the Middle Iron Age by radiocarbon analysis of a sample of oak charcoal (roundwood; immature timber/twig) recovered from the eastern enclosure ditch 10111 (398–208 cal. BC at 95.4 per cent probability, SUERC-108727; Fig. 4). Other artefacts comprised a fragment of daub and a possible stone weight. Animal bone (371 fragments, 1583 g) from the ditches included sheep/goat, cattle and bird remains. A small quantity of cereal grains contained examples of wheat (Triticum sp.) and barley (Hordeum vulgare L.) and probably represents dispersed domestic hearth material.[footnoteRef:11]  [10:  L. Pearson, ‘Late prehistoric and Roman pottery’, in ‘A40 Science Transit Phase 2 – Park and ride, Eynsham’ (2023), pp. 86–98.]  [11:  S. F. Wyles, and C.L. Molloy, ‘Palaeoenvironmental remains’, in ‘A40 Science Transit Phase 2 – Park and ride, Eynsham (2023), pp. 126–30.] 

Enclosure 3 (Fig. 7) A third enclosure was located in the south-west portion of the excavation area, approximately 39 m south of enclosures 1 and 2. It was defined on three sides (north, south and west) by a ditch (10514) that had been recut several times. No associated boundary was identified to the east but it could have been defined by features that have left no physical trace, such as a bank or hedge. Two associated postholes (10743 and 10745) could suggest that it had been bounded to the east by a fence, although no other postholes were identified. 
Within the enclosure’s interior, an oval pit (10009) and a north-west/south-east-aligned ditch (10005) were investigated. Ditch 10005 was similar in width (0.83 m) to the main enclosure ditches and could represent an internal division. 
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[bookmark: _Hlk122418856]Post-built structures 1 and 2 (Figs 4 and 7)	Two clusters of postholes were situated in the southern (post-built structure 1; Fig. 7) and northern (post-built structure 2; Fig. 7) parts of the excavation area, spaced 43m apart. They each formed broadly rectangular arrangements (approximately 3.5–4 m by 4–5 m) and have been interpreted as the remains of post-built structures. 

Semi-circular structure 1 (Fig. 4)	A semi-circular arrangement of six postholes were situated in-between roundhouse A and post-built structure 2. Four of them were spread approximately 3.2–4 m apart and appeared to form an arc, whilst two postholes defined a straight, southern side. The proposed structure had an internal diameter of approximately 6 m. Enclosed by the postholes were two intercutting pits (0.95–1.35 m in diameter and 0.14–0.18 m deep) with moderate to steeply sloping sides and concave bases. They contained single fills that produced 10 sherds (28 g) of sand and shell-tempered pottery was recovered from pits 10165 and 10241.

Pits and postholes (Figs 2 and 7)	Large numbers of pits and postholes were encountered across the excavation area, interspersed with tree-throw holes and patches of root disturbance. Most notable were those forming pit/posthole groups 2 and 3 in the south-eastern portion of the excavation area. It is possible that some of the features represented the remains of structures and the linear arrangements of postholes and pits in groups 2 and 3 possibly demarcated a series of enclosures or pens. 
A cluster of fifteen pits, generally oval or sub-circular in shape, was located immediately to the west of roundhouses A and B. They had moderately sloping sides and flat or concave bases that differed to the irregular and often imperceptible profiles of the numerous tree-throws and areas of root disturbance found on this site of the excavation area. The depths of the pits varied between 0.1 m and 0.4 m. The proximity of the pits to roundhouses A and B suggested that they might have had a domestic function but only seven sherds (24 g) of pottery was recovered from them. An alternative suggestion is that they were related to small-scale gravel extraction. 

Isolated ditches (Fig. 2)		A number of isolated ditches were spread across the excavation area. They varied in length (2.6–4.5 m) and alignment and unlike the curved roundhouse ditches they tended to be straight. They could not be related to any other features but could represent the surviving remains of boundary ditches or demarcate the location of further enclosures. The layout of ditches 10058 and 10062 in particular suggests that they could represent part of an enclosure. 
[bookmark: _Toc130544709]Summary of Artefacts 
Late prehistoric and Roman pottery by Laura Pearson
A total of 1020 sherds (7388 g) of pottery was recorded for the site. The majority comprises handmade Iron Age pottery (1017 sherds, 7380 g) although a small Roman group (3 sherds, 8 g) was also recorded. The Roman sherds all appeared to be re-deposited, occurring in Period 2 pits and an undated tree-throw hole.
The largest group of late prehistoric fabrics is those containing quartz sand but a significant proportion of the assemblage was also made in sand and shell-tempered fabrics. Sandy fabrics containing calcareous inclusions were also represented, along with sandy flint-tempered, shell-tempered, grog-tempered, flint and organic-tempered and shell/calcareous and organic-tempered fabric groups. 
Jars are the most common forms within the assemblage and include tall-necked vessels (Fig. 8, no. 1) commonly associated with Early Iron Age activity (c. 700–400 BC) in the Oxfordshire region and slack-shouldered forms (Fig. 8, nos 3, 5 and 6) that occur among both Early and Middle Iron Age assemblages. Three round bodied or ovoid bowls (Fig. 8, nos 2, 4 and 7) were also noted and are also likely to date to the Middle to Late Iron Age period. Flat-topped and simple upright rims are most common, although inverted, beaded and T-shaped rims were also recorded. Vessels featuring T-shaped rims can be dated to the Early Iron Age.
Evidence for decoration and surface treatment is rare and includes possible burnishing, decoration in the form of rim top fingernail impressions.
The fabric profile of the late prehistoric group is comparable with Early and Middle Iron Age groups seen at Cresswell Field and Yarnton, Oxfordshire[footnoteRef:12] and Gravelly Guy, Stanton Harcourt.[footnoteRef:13] Larger groups such as these comprise a mix of handmade shell-tempered and sandy fabrics, the latter seemingly more prominent over time. The single identified Early Iron Age vessel (V1) was residual from a Period 4 plough furrow. The majority of pottery from Period 2 deposits is consistent with late Early to Middle Iron Age traditions (c. 6th to 2nd century BC), this suggested by the combinations of forms and fabrics. The scarcity of angular vessel forms can also been seen in contemporary Middle Iron Age assemblages at other Oxfordshire sites such as Gravelly Guy.[footnoteRef:14] The dominance of utilitarian forms within the Iron Age assemblage, such as slack-shouldered and ovoid/round bodied jars and bowls, is typical for the majority of rural settlement sites from the region and beyond, reflecting the primary use of pottery for cooking/food preparation and storage. [12:  P. Booth, ‘The Iron Age and Roman pottery’, in G. Hey, P. Booth, J. and Timby, Yarnton: Iron Age and Romano-British Settlement and Landscape, Thames Valley Landscape Monograph, 35 (2011), pp. 345–417, table 14.8)]  [13:  D. Duncan et al., ‘Later Prehistoric and Roman Pottery: Final Bronze Age to Middle Iron Age pottery’, in G. Lambrick and T.G. Allen, Gravelly Guy, Stanton Harcourt, Oxfordshire: the development of a prehistoric and Romano-British community, Thames Valley Landscape Monograph, 21 (2004), pp. 259–303, table 7.4.]  [14:  Ibid. pp. 259–303, table 7.10.] 


Illustration catalogue (Fig. 8)
1.	Tall-necked jar with flaring rim. Form V1R1. Fabric Q2. Period 3 furrow 4205 (fill 4206).
2.	Round bodied jar with simple upright rim. Form V2R3. Fabric QVE3. Period 2 ditch enclosure 1 ditch 10111 (fill 10117).
3.	Slack shouldered jar with flat-topped upright rim. Form V3R2. Fabric Q3. Period 2 enclosure 1 ditch 10111 (fill 10117).
4.	Round bodied jar with flat-topped upright rim. Form V2R2. Fabric SH1. Period 2 enclosure 1 ditch 10320 (cut 10229, fill 10231).
5.	Slack shouldered jar with simple upright rim. Form V3R3. Fabric SH2. Period 2 enclosure 1 ditch 10320 (cut 10229, fill 10232).
6.	Slack shouldered jar with simple upright rim. Form V3R3. Fabric Q3. Period 2 enclosure 1 ditch 10320 (cut 10220, fill 10222).
7.	Round bodied bowl with simple upright rim. Form V5R3. Fabric QSH3. Period 2 enclosure 1 ditch 10270 (cut 10223, fill 10225).

Medieval pottery by Alejandra Gutiérrez
A small assemblage of 26 sherds (weighing 222g) of medieval pottery was recovered from medieval plough furrows, subsoil and as intrusive finds from Middle Iron Age features. All of the medieval pottery recovered are domestic wares. The vast majority are handmade limestone-tempered, which date to between the 12th and mid 13th century, with c. 1250 being the moment when these wares start being made on the wheel. Two fragments of Kennet Valley ware were also recorded and date to between the late 12th and mid 14th century. Although the assemblage is very small, the lack of any medieval lead-glazed wares, traditionally dated to the 13th century, would help to date the group in around the 12th century or early 13th century. Both the date and quantities make this small assemblage of pottery from Eynsham interesting. Minety-type material was a minor regional import in the county, which makes this assemblage from Eynsham all the more striking, as this type of ware is almost the only medieval pottery recovered here. 

Fired clay by Pete Banks
The fired clay assemblage comprises 131 fragments (2440 g). It included a near complete triangular object, perforated though its angles, which was recovered from Period 2 posthole 10327 (roundhouse B). These objects are usually interpreted as loomweights for use with vertical warp-weight looms and most commonly associated with Iron Age activity. Fragments of a probable second object of similar form were also recovered from posthole 10336 (roundhouse A). Four fragments of fired clay exhibit round-sectioned, probable wattle, impressions and may represent fragments of daub. 

Worked bone by Claire Collier-Jones
One item of worked bone (1 g) was recovered from Period 1 cremation burial 10649. It is fragmentary and missing sections of the point but has been identified as a calcined first phalanx from a large bird, probably a golden eagle (Fig. 3). The object has a slightly expanded, rounded head which has been perforated and may have been utilised as a pin. Bone points and pins are common across Britain and are known from Bronze Age cremations.[footnoteRef:15] The incorporation of this pin as a pyre good suggests personal significance and possible use for fastening clothing or styling hair.[footnoteRef:16] A similar burnt bone pin from a cremation burial at Raunds, Northamptonshire was interpreted as a hairpin due to its similarity with another recovered from beside the head in an inhumation burial at the same site.[footnoteRef:17] Other possible functions for the object include being worn as an amulet or talisman. A set of over 60 perforated bone points, recovered from a Bronze Age ‘shaman’ grave at Upton Lovell, Wiltshire, are thought to have been secured to a special garment.[footnoteRef:18]  [15:  A. Woodward and J. Hunter, Ritual in Early Bronze Age Grave Goods: An Examination of Ritual and Dress Equipment from Chalcolithic and Early Bronze Age Graves in England (2015), 97–109.]  [16:  F. Healy and J. Harding, 2011 The Raunds Area Project: A Neolithic and Bronze Age landscape in Northamptonshire, Volume 2 supplementary studies - https://archaeologydataservice.ac.uk/archiveDS/archiveDownload?t=arch-1416-1/dissemination/pdf/9781848021754.pdf (2011), pp. 402–3.]  [17:  J. Harding and F. Healy, The Raunds Area Project: A Neolithic and Bronze Age Landscape in Northamptonshire (2007), pp. 245–6.]  [18:  Woodward and Hunter, Ritual in Early Bronze Age Grave Goods, 97–109.] 


Worked stone by Pete Banks
A sub-circular fragment (21 g) of limestone was recovered from Period 2 enclosure 1 ditch 10320. It has two central perforations, each approximately 9 mm in diameter, which were presumably used for suspension. Comparanda for the object could not be found and the function of the object remains uncertain, however, it may have been used as a small weight, possibly related to the manufacture of textiles. Bone artefacts with a similar double perforation recovered from Colchester, Essex, are interpreted as weaving tablets used to guide the warp threads on a loom.[footnoteRef:19] Given the presence of other ceramic objects associated with textile manufacturing recovered from the site a similar association is considered possible for this artefact. [19:  N. Crummy, The Roman small finds from excavations in Colchester 1971–9, Colchester Archaeological Report, 2 (1983), 68–9.] 

[bookmark: _Toc130544710]Summary of biological evidence
Human bone by Sharon Clough
A single cremation burial was recovered from the development site. Based on the dimensions of the long bone and thin nature of the cranium it is likely to be a child rather than infant or adolescent; key indicators of age in child burials (teeth) were, however, absent. The total weight of the cremated bone from burial 10649 (68.3g) was very short of the suggested average quantity of a child (500g)[footnoteRef:20]and indicates that it is very likely that the feature has been vertically truncated removing some of the originally deposited amount. However, the entire cremated individual is rarely deposited in the ground, [footnoteRef:21] in this instance though it is likely to have been more than the quantity recovered. A total of 11.8 g of the bone could be confidently identified to skeletal element and cranial fragments (5.7 g) were found in almost equal quantity to the lower limb (6.1 g). The axial skeleton and upper limb had no elements identified and small bones, for example, from the hands (distal phalanges), and tooth roots were also absent. There were no repeated elements or different age/size parts to suggest more than one individual. [20:  M. Trotter and B.B. Hixon ‘Sequential changes in weight, density, and percentage ash weight of human skeletons from an early age fetal period through old age’, The Anatomical Record 179: 1 (1974), pp. 1–18]  [21:  J. McKinley, ‘The analysis of cremated bone’, in M. Cox and S. Mays (eds) Human Osteology in Archaeology and Forensic Science (2000), pp. 403–421] 


Animal bone by Matilda Holmes
The animal bone assemblage amounts to 471 hand-collected fragments (1744g). This comprises a total of 352 refitted fragments of animal bone and teeth, of which 77 could be identified to taxon. The majority was from Middle Iron Age Period 2 features, although the assemblage was too small to provide detailed or reliable analysis of the diet, economy or status of the inhabitants. However, all parts of the animal carcasses were represented, indicating that the animals were processed nearby, and butchery marks were observed on cattle and sheep/ goat bones reflecting carcass reduction in advance of consumption. Sheep/ goat remains were the most common species recovered from Iron Age features, followed by cattle, with occasional finds of pig and bird.
The most significant finding is a calcined first phalanx from the leg of an eagle sized bird recovered from the Early Bronze Age cremation burial (10649). The bone was identified as possible golden eagle using the bird reference collection held at the Natural History Museum at Tring, Hertfordshire. The bone fragment had been shaped and pierced at one end and may have been utilised as a pin. 

Palaeoenvironmental remains by Sarah F. Wyles and Charlotte L. Molloy
Generally, the charred plant remains were limited within the sampled fills and are likely to reflect dumped or dispersed domestic hearth material. The range of weed seeds and molluscs indicate an open, grassland environment, with indications of field margins and arable environments in the vicinity. There is also a small indication of the possible exploitation of local hedgerows/scrub/woodland edge environments as a wild food resource during this period. There is no evidence for crop-processing activity, therefore it is likely that this was only being conducted on a small scale at the site during the Early to Middle Iron Age.

Charcoal by Shelia Boardman
The samples from the development site came from features associated with the Early Bronze Age and Middle Iron Age. The majority of the samples were dominated by oak (Quercus spp.) timber remains, largely from sapwood. Most of the other taxa, including hazel (Corylus avellana L.), ash (Fraxinus excelsior L.), field maple (Acer campestre L.) and beech (Fagus sylvatica L.), also point to mixed deciduous woodland. Hawthorn group (Pomoideae) wood includes medium to large woodland/woodland edge trees, including hawthorn (Cratagus monogyna), crab apple (Malus sylvestris), wild service (Sorbus torminalis) and whitebeam (Sorbus aria), and smaller, spiny forms of hawthorn. Overall, the hedgerow/scrub component of the charcoal assemblage from the excavation area was small in comparison to timber remains from woodland trees. Willow and alder grow on damp, low lying and wet ground and poplar primarily on alluvial soils were absent from the assemblage.

Radiocarbon dating by the Scottish Universities Environmental Research Centre (SUERC), summarised by Emma Aitken
Radiocarbon dating was undertaken in order to confirm the date of cremation burial 10649, enclosure 1, enclosure 4 and pit 10391. The four samples were analysed during January and February 2023 at the SUERC Radiocarbon Laboratory.[footnoteRef:22] The methodology employed is outlined in Dunbar et al. [footnoteRef:23] [22:  Rankine Avenue, Scottish Enterprise Technology Park, East Kilbride, Glasgow, G75 0QF, Scotland]  [23:  E. Dunbar et al., ‘AMS 14C dating at the Scottish Universities Environmental Research Centre (SUERC)’, Radiocarbon, 58 (1) (2016), pp. 9–23.] 

The uncalibrated dates are conventional radiocarbon ages. The radiocarbon ages were calibrated using the University of Oxford Radiocarbon Accelerator Unit calibration programme OxCal v4.4.2[footnoteRef:24] using the IntCal20 curve.[footnoteRef:25]  [24:  C. Bronk Ramsey, ‘Bayesian analysis of radiocarbon dates’, Radiocarbon, 51 (1) (2009), pp. 337–360; C. Bronk Ramsey, University of Oxford Radiocarbon Accelerator Unit calibration programme OxCal v4.4.2: https://c14.arch.ox.ac.uk/oxcal.html (2020).]  [25:  P. Reimer et al., ‘The IntCal20 Northern Hemisphere radiocarbon ago calibration curve (0–55 cal, kBP)’, Radiocarbon, 62 (4) (2020), pp. 725–57.] 
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Early Bronze Age 
The earliest firm evidence for human activity comprised the cremation burial of a child (10649) situated towards the base of a gentle, south-east facing slope in the southern half of the excavation area. No evidence for a mound or enclosing ditch were identified and it appeared to be an isolated burial. In the Thames Valley human burials of this period have often been found in open settings, close to earlier monuments and round barrows,[footnoteRef:26] such as cremated human bone found in an Early Bronze Age pit at Yarnton site 4b, which had been placed close to a Neolithic enclosure[footnoteRef:27]. No monuments are known to lie in the immediate vicinity of the development area but it is possible that cremation burial 10649 was associated with the wider Neolithic and Bronze Age monumental landscape identified at New Wintles Farm to the north-east[footnoteRef:28] and Foxley Farm and Southfield Barn to the south. [footnoteRef:29]  [26:  P. Garwood, ‘Chapter 15: Making the dead’, in G. Hey, P. Garwood, M. Robinson, A. Barclay and P. Bradley, The archaeology of the gravel terraces of the Upper and Middle Thames: Early prehistory to 1500 BC, Part 2 — Mesolithic to Early Bronze Age, Thames Valley Landscapes Monograph, 32 (2011), pp. 383–432.]  [27:  G. Hey, ‘Chapter 3: Neolithic and Bronze Age society at Yarnton’, in G. Hey et al., Yarnton, pp. 51–92.]  [28:  N.B. Clayton, ‘New Wintles, Eynsham, Oxon’(1973), pp. 382–84; Kenward, ‘A Neolithic burial enclosure at New Wintles Farm, Eynsham’, in Case and Whittle, Settlement patterns in the Oxford region (1982), pp. 51–5; Oxford Archaeology, Digital archive from an archaeological evaluation at Eynsham Cotswold Garden Village, Oxfordshire, September 2019 to January 2020 - https://archaeologydataservice.ac.uk/archives/view/1005064/index.cfm (2023).]  [29:  Benson and Miles, The Upper Thames Valley: An archaeological survey of the river gravels (1974), pp. 42–45, map 20; Bradford and Morris, ‘Archaeological notes’, pp. 84–94.   ] 

The grave pit contained a small quantity of cremated bone (68.3 g) with only certain parts of the body represented, suggesting that it was a token deposit. This is a feature of prehistoric cremation burials where the internment of the entire body appears not to have been necessary.[footnoteRef:30] It has been suggested that the treatment of the body after death could have taken many forms, with deposition of part of the body being just one aspect of post-mortem social practices.[footnoteRef:31]  [30:  K. Rebay-Salisbury ‘Cremations: Fragmented bodies in the Bronze and iron Ages’, in K. Rebay-Salisbury, M.L.S. Sorensen and J. Hughes, Body parts and bodies whole; Changing relations and meanings (2010), pp. 64–7, 164–5.]  [31:  P. Garwood, ‘Chapter 15: Making the dead’, in G. Hey et al., The archaeology of the gravel terraces of the Upper and Middle Thames, pp. 383–432.  ] 

The grave produced a perforated bone pin that had been made from the first phalanx of a possible golden eagle. The pin was calcined, indicating that it had been on the pyre with the individual and probably represents a personal object, such as a fastener for clothing or a hairpin. Bone objects such as pins, points and awls are common objects found in prehistoric contexts across Britain and are known from both Neolithic and Bronze Age funerary contexts, particularly as grave goods in inhumation burials.[footnoteRef:32] The possible use of perforated pins as amulets or talisman is also suggested by an assemblage of 60 found in a Bronze Age grave at Upton Lovell, Wiltshire, where it was thought that they had been attached to a special garment.[footnoteRef:33]  [32:  A. Cooper, D. Garrow, C. Gibson, M. Giles and N. Wilkin, Grave goods: Objects and death in later prehistoric Britain (2022), pp. 120–1.]  [33:  C. Collier-Jones, ‘Worked bone’ in ‘A40 Science Transit Phase 2 – Park and Ride, Eynsham (2023), 110–11.] 

[bookmark: _Hlk132700646]The use of a golden eagle bone also makes this a significant object, as eagle bones in general (white-tailed and golden species) occurred in low numbers up to the Roman period.[footnoteRef:34] Only one example of golden eagle bone has been found in a Bronze Age context in Britain; comprising three phalanges in a cremation burial of a child from a site in Skilmafilly, Aberdenshire.[footnoteRef:35] The other eagle bones from this period comprised white-tailed eagle phalanges from the Isbister Chambered Cairn (known locally as Tomb of the Eagles) at South Ronaldsay, Orkney and from a pit at Potterne, Wiltshire.[footnoteRef:36] The phalanx from Potterne had also been perforated, leading to the suggestion that it had been worn.[footnoteRef:37] The use of eagle phalanges has led Holmes to suggest that they had some form of symbolic quality or were a mark of status.[footnoteRef:38]  [34:  M. Holmes, ‘King of the Birds! The changing role of white-tailed (Haliaeetus albicilla) and golden-eagles (Aquila chrysaetos) in Britain’s past’, Archaeofauna, 27 (2018), pp. 173–94.]  [35:  C. Smith, ‘Bird bone’, in M. Johnson and K. Cameron, An Early Bronze Age unenclosed cremation cemetery and Mesolithic pit at Skilmafilly, near Maud, Aberdeenshire, Scottish Archaeological Internet Report, 53 (2012).]  [36:  Holmes, ‘King of the Birds! pp. 178–94, table 1.]  [37:  A. Locker, ‘Animal bone’, in A.J. Lawson, Potterne 1982–5: Animal husbandry in later prehistoric Wiltshire, Wessex Archaeology Report, No. 17 (2000), pp. 101–18.]  [38:  Holmes, ‘King of the Birds! p. 181.] 


[bookmark: _Toc130544713]Middle Iron Age
The Middle Iron Age settlement covered most of the excavation area but appeared to decrease in density towards the east and west boundaries of the site and no Iron Age features were identified in the surrounding trial-trenches (Fig. 2).[footnoteRef:39]  [39:  ‘A40 Park & Ride, Eynsham, Oxfordshire: Archaeological evaluation’ (2019).] 

Settlement layout The Middle Iron Age settlement was unenclosed; with no evidence of a main boundary within the excavation area or adjacent trial-trenches. Open settlements are an enduring feature of settlement in the Thames Valley from the Bronze Age, with the earliest examples sometimes being dispersed over wide areas, such as at Latton Lands where clusters of roundhouses and 4-post structures were spread across an area of approximately 14ha.[footnoteRef:40] By the Middle Iron Age, settlement tended to become more concentrated and were often accompanied by more visible boundaries, such as roundhouse gullies and enclosures. Numerous examples of Middle Iron Age settlements have been identified in the Upper Thames valley, such as at Gravelly Guy, Stanton Harcourt,[footnoteRef:41] Gill Mill,[footnoteRef:42] Farmoor[footnoteRef:43] and Cassington and Yarnton.[footnoteRef:44] These have taken a variety of forms but the layout of the western settlement focus at Yarnton and the Area 3 settlement at Gill Mill appear very similar in form to the one within the development area, comprising loose clusters of roundhouses, as well as enclosures at Yarnton.[footnoteRef:45]  [40:  G. Lambrick and M. Robinson, The Thames through time: The archaeology of the gravel terraces of the Upper and Middle Thames, Thames Valley Landscapes Monograph, 29, (2009), p. 96, fig. 4.4.]  [41:  G. Lambrick and T. Allen, Gravelly Guy, Stanton Harcourt, Oxfordshire: The development of a prehistoric and Romano-British community, Thames Valley Landscapes Monograph, 21 (2004).]  [42:  P. Booth and A. Simmonds, Gill Mill: Later prehistoric landscape and a Roman nucleated settlement in the Lower Windrush Valley near Witney, Oxfordshire, Thames Valley Landscapes Monograph, 42 (2018).]  [43:  G. Lambrick and M. Robinson, Iron Age and Roman riverside settlements at Farmoor, Oxfordshire, CBA Research Report, 32 (1979).]  [44:  G. Hey et al., The archaeology of the gravel terraces of the Upper and Middle Thames: Early prehistory to 1500 BC, Part 2 — Mesolithic to Early Bronze Age, Thames Valley Landscapes Monograph, 32 (2011).]  [45:  M. Robinson and G. Hey, ‘Chapter 2: Settlement and landscape’, in G. Hey et al., The archaeology of the gravel terraces of the Upper and Middle Thames, pp. 21–46; Booth and Simmonds, Gill Mill, pp. 17–50.] 

Some evidence of internal organisation was suggested by the distribution of features associated with Eynsham A40 settlement, such as the clustering of pits (pit group 4) to the west of roundhouses A and B and the post-alignments (groups 2 and 3) situated in the south-east corner of the site. However, no clearly defined ditched boundaries were identified, other than short ditch lengths. This is consistent with settlement at Yarnton[footnoteRef:46] and to a lesser extent Gravelly Guy,[footnoteRef:47] where few physical internal boundaries were identified but spatial organisation was evident. It is possible that boundary features such as hedges or banks were utilised at the Eynsham A40 settlement, which have left no trace in the archaeological record.  [46:  D. Stansbie et al., ‘Chapter 3: Iron Age and Roman society at Yarnton’, in G. Hey et al., Yarnton (2011), pp. 47–69.]  [47:  G. Lambrick and A. Barclay, ‘Chapter 3: Early and Middle Iron Age occupation’, in Lambrick and Allen, Gravelly Guy, pp. 103–159.] 


Buildings/structures		 The truncated remains of curved drainage ditches marked the location of at least six roundhouses within the excavation area. The more complete examples, roundhouses A and B, were found to be similar in size (12 m) to contemporary examples identified across southern England, including the Middle Iron Age settlement at Yarnton.[footnoteRef:48] The few potential structural remains associated with these roundhouses comprised pits and postholes that could represent wall or roof supports. No clear evidence of entrances was identified in the circuits of the roundhouse ditches; the predominant orientation in the Upper Thames Valley and across southern Britain being north-east and south facing.[footnoteRef:49] It is surmised that east or south-east facing entrances were positioned to maximise sunlight in the building and to provide shelter from the prevailing wind.[footnoteRef:50] Alternative theories, however, centre on the potentially symbolic orientation of roundhouse entrances, with Oswald suggesting a link to sun-worship,[footnoteRef:51] but it is feasible that the positioning of roundhouse entrances encompassed both spiritual and practical considerations.  [48:  C. Bell and D. Stansbie, ‘Chapter 6: The Middle Iron Age’, in G. Hey et al., Yarnton (2011), pp. 141–188.]  [49:  Lambrick and Robinson, The Thames through time, pp. 142–3.]  [50:  R. Pope, ‘Ritual and the roundhouse: A critique of recent ideas on the use of domestic space in later British prehistory’, in CC. Haselgrove and R.E. Pope, Earlier Iron Age in Britain and the near Continent, (2007), pp. 204–28]  [51:  ibid. p. 205. ] 

The location of a further possible roundhouse was suggested by a semi-circular arrangement of postholes (semi-circular structure 1) situated immediately to the north-west of the main group of roundhouses. No evidence for an enclosing ditch was identified but at least one post-ring building at Yarnton wasn’t defined by a ditch (Bell et al. 2011, 156–157).[footnoteRef:52] It is also possible that it could represent a semi-circular workshop or windbreak, similar to examples identified at Farmoor[footnoteRef:53] and Yarnton.[footnoteRef:54] An Early Iron Age semi-circular post-ring found at Hartshill Copse [footnoteRef:55] was appended to a roundhouse and probably acted as an enclosure.  [52:  C. Bell and D. Stansbie, ‘Chapter 6: The Middle Iron Age’, in G. Hey et al., Yarnton (2011), pp. 141–188.]  [53:  Lambrick and Robinson, Iron Age and Roman riverside settlements at Farmoor, pp. 66–8, fig. 35.]  [54:  Bell and Stansbie, ‘Chapter 6: The Middle Iron Age’, in G. Hey et al., Yarnton, p. 144, fig. 107.]  [55:  Lambrick and Robinson, The Thames through time, p. 150, fig. 5.9.] 

Other types of structure comprised two broadly rectangular arrangements of postholes. Rectangular structures are uncommon on Middle Iron Age sites in the Upper Thames valley and like post-built structures 1 and 2, usually contain very little domestic material. Lambrick has suggested that they could represent workshops or animal pens. 

Enclosures 		Three small, possibly rectangular, enclosures (1–3) and a circular enclosure (4) were associated with the A40 Eynsham settlement. Enclosures 1 and 3 were not entirely enclosed by ditched boundaries on all sides but it has been tentatively suggested that enclosure 1 might have been partially defined by a fenceline on two sides. Similar enclosures, often only two sided, were associated with Middle Iron Age settlement at Heathrow Terminal 5.[footnoteRef:56] There it was suggested that they represented stock enclosures with the open sides being enclosed by wattle panels once the animals had been funnelled in. Those within the excavation area could have had a similar function although the shallow depth of some of the ditches suggested that they would have been reinforced in order for them to be livestock-proof, possibly by hedgerows.  [56:  L. Brown and A. Smith, ‘Chapter 4: The development of the agricultural landscape from the Middle Iron Age to the end of the Roman period (c. 400 BC–4th century AD)’, in J. Lewis et al., Landscape evolution in the Middle Thames Valley: Heathrow Terminal 5 excavations volume 2, Framework Archaeology Monograph, 3 (2010), pp. 213–312.] 

Enclosure 4 was similar in shape and size to the roundhouses but was defined by more substantial ditches that had been maintained. A larger assemblage of pottery and animal bone was also recovered from enclosure 4 in contrast to the roundhouse ditches. A similar enclosure found at Yarnton enclosed a building defined by a post-ring[footnoteRef:57] and the random scatter of postholes and small pits in the interior of enclosure 4 could relate to structural remains. Its close proximity to roundhouse B, however, also raises the possibility that it formed an annexe, with its north-west entrance opening onto the adjacent building. Similar arrangements were recorded at Farmoor and were interpreted as possible yards or livestock pens.[footnoteRef:58]  [57:  Bell and Stansbie, ‘Chapter 6: The Middle Iron Age’, in G. Hey et al., Yarnton, p. 148.]  [58:  Lambrick and Robinson, Iron Age and Roman riverside settlements at Farmoor, pp. 69–70.] 


Ritual activity		No formal burials or disarticulated human bone was identified on the site. Artefacts were also sparse, so the occurrence of a complete and a partial loomweight in two postholes associated with roundhouses A and B appears to be significant, particularly as there were no other occurrences of this type of object from the settlement. Assemblages of artefacts that don’t appear to follow a normal deposition pattern of domestic rubbish are a common find on Iron Age sites and are termed ‘unusual’ or ‘special’.[footnoteRef:59] Where ‘unusual’ deposits have been found associated with buildings, they have been interpreted as possible closure or foundation deposits, potentially marking specific events in the life of a building.[footnoteRef:60] At Mingies Ditch two saddle querns and their rubbers had been deposited in a pit inside a building,[footnoteRef:61] whereas loomweights and circular clay slabs were found in a pit associated with an Early Iron Age building at Gravelly Guy.[footnoteRef:62]  [59:  Smith, ‘Bird bone’, in Johnson and Cameron, An Early Bronze Age unenclosed cremation cemetery and Mesolithic pit at Skilmafilly, pp. 129–30.]  [60:  ibid., pp. 187–8.]  [61:  Lambrick and Robinson, The Thames through time, p. 149.]  [62:  ibid. p. 143, plate 3.2.] 


Economic basis and local environment 		Information on arable cultivation and landscape character was limited due to a sparse assemblage of palaeoenvironmental remains, including cereal grains, weed seeds and molluscs. 
Charred plant remains indicative of dumped or dispersed domestic hearth material was recovered from the settlement and contained evidence for the exploitation of barley (Hordeum vulgare) and hulled wheat (emmer or spelt (Triticum dicoccum/spelta)). Both spelt and hulled Hordeum vulgare were the major crop exploited during the Middle Iron Age at Yarnton[footnoteRef:63] and Gravelly Guy.[footnoteRef:64] The exploitation of wild food sources was tentatively implied by the presence of hazelnut shell fragments and a sloe stone fragment.[footnoteRef:65] There was no clear evidence that crop processing was undertaken within the settlement in the development area, and it is likely that any related activities were carried out on a small-scale basis and/or away from the main domestic areas. Four-post structures, often interpreted as raised granaries,[footnoteRef:66] and grain storage pits were noticeable absent from the settlement, whereas numerous storage pits have been found in associated with Iron Age settlement in the area of Foxley Farm and Southfield Barn, approximately 1.4km to the south,[footnoteRef:67] and at the contemporary but much larger settlements at Yarnton[footnoteRef:68] and Gravelly Guy.[footnoteRef:69] Four-post structures are generally underrepresented on Middle Iron Age settlement sites in the Thames Valley[footnoteRef:70] but were still found in small numbers at Gravelly Guy.[footnoteRef:71] An absence of these settlement features was noted at Heathrow Terminal 5 where it was suggested that intensive storage facilities may not have been required on smaller settlements where the population was low.[footnoteRef:72]  [63:  M. Robinson and G. Hey, ‘Chapter 2: Settlement and landscape’, in G. Hey et al., The archaeology of the gravel terraces of the Upper and Middle Thames, pp. 21–46.]  [64:  L. Moffett, ‘Chapter 10: Charred plant remains’, in Lambrick and Allen, Gravelly Guy, pp. 421–456.]  [65:  Wyles and Molloy, ‘Palaeoenvironmental remains’, pp. 126–30.]  [66:  L. Lodwick, 2017 ‘Chapter 2: Arable farming, plant foods and resources’, in M. Allen et al. New visions of the countryside of Roman Britain: The rural economy of Roman Britain, Britannia Monograph Series, 30 (2017), pp. 11–84.]  [67:  Bradford and Morris, ‘Archaeological notes’, pp. 85–7.]  [68:  Bell and Stansbie, ‘Chapter 6: The Middle Iron Age’, in G. Hey et al., Yarnton, pp. 141–188.]  [69:  Lambrick and Barclay, ‘Chapter 3: Early and Middle Iron Age occupation’, in Lambrick and Allen, Gravelly Guy, pp. 103–159.]  [70:  Lambrick and Robinson, The Thames through time, pp. 271–2.]  [71:  Lambrick and Barclay, ‘Chapter 3: Early and Middle Iron Age occupation’, in Lambrick and Allen, Gravelly Guy, pp. 144–6, fig. 3.16.]  [72:  Brown and Smith, ‘Chapter 4: The development of the agricultural landscape from the Middle Iron Age to the end of the Roman period (c. 400 BC–4th century AD)’, in J. Lewis et al., Landscape evolution in the Middle Thames Valley, pp. 213–312.] 

The small assemblage of fragmented animal bone and teeth provided only limited information on economy and diet of the site’s occupants but a dominance of sheep/goat over cattle was evident.[footnoteRef:73] This was also the trend at Yarnton[footnoteRef:74] and Gravelly Guy[footnoteRef:75] and has been suggested that the location of these settlements on the well-drained, gravel terrace was better suited to sheep/goat.  [73:  Holmes, ‘Animal bone’, pp. 120–5.]  [74:  J. Mulville, K. Ayres, P. and Smith, ‘Chapter 17: Animal bone’, in G. Hey et al., The archaeology of the gravel terraces of the Upper and Middle Thames, pp. 487–521.]  [75:  J. Mulville and B. Levitan, ‘The animal bone’, in Lambrick and Allen, Gravelly Guy, pp. 463–477.] 

The wood charcoal from the settlement was dominated by species characteristic of mixed deciduous woodland, such as oak (Quercus) and hazel (Corylus avellana L.), as well as woodland edges, such as crab apple (Malus sylvestris) and hawthorn (Cratagus monogyna). These species are found on the clay vales characteristic of this area of Oxfordshire and it is likely that the wood came from local sources. Wood charcoal, weed seeds and certain species of mollusc also imply a well-established open landscape in the vicinity of the settlement, with hedgerows and pockets of scrub. Species typical of damp areas, such as willow, alder and poplar, were absent from the site assemblage, suggesting that the floodplain of the Chill Brook (Fig. 1) was not a favoured source of wood. 

Chronology of the settlement 		Very few stratigraphic relationships were present within the A40 Eynsham settlement but the trajectories of several roundhouse ditches suggests that not all of the buildings were in use concurrently. The general character of the pottery assemblage implies a transitional, later Early Iron Age to Middle Iron Age date (6th to 2nd century BC),[footnoteRef:76] with the scarcity of Early Iron Age angular vessels suggesting that the settlement did not have Early Iron Age origins. Three radiocarbon samples were taken to help refine the chronology of the settlement. Two of these produced a Middle Iron Age date range of 398–197 cal. BC at 95.4 per cent probability (SUERC-108727 and SUERC-108729).[footnoteRef:77] Sherds of round bodied, slack-shouldered and globular jars in sandy fabrics, as well as undiagnostic shell-tempered pottery were recovered from the same contexts as these Middle Iron Age radiocarbon dates. The third sample (SUERC-108728) produced a slightly extended date range of 359–60 cal. BC (at 95.4% probability), suggesting that the settlement could have continued into the early part of the Late Iron Age, but at 63.3% probability, the date mostly likely range was more firmly in the Middle Iron Age (351–163 cal. BC). [76:  Pearson, ‘Late prehistoric and Roman pottery’, pp. 86–98.]  [77:  E. Aitken, ‘Radiocarbon dating’, in ‘A40 Science Transit Phase 2 – Park and Ride, Eynsham (2023), 140–1.] 


Medieval and post-medieval
No evidence of Late Iron Age or Roman land-use was identified within the excavation area; the pottery from these periods found during the trial-trench evaluation and excavation were deemed to be intrusive and presumably introduced to the site through medieval and post-medieval manuring. 
During the medieval period the development site became the focus of agricultural land-use, in the form of ridge-and-furrow cultivation. A predominant north-east/south-west alignment of plough furrows existed across the development site, which differed from the layout of the Middle Iron Age ditched enclosures. Agricultural use of the development site continued into the post-medieval period and by the late 19th century it had been divided into four fields. 

Summary
Archaeological excavation within the Eynsham A40 park and ride development site identified a small, unenclosed Middle Iron Age settlement that shared characteristics with contemporary sites identified along the Upper Thames Valley. Only small assemblages of artefacts and biological remains (animal bone and charred plant remains) were recovered from the excavation area and whilst this can be partly explained by poor preservation it also suggests that occupation of the site may not been intensive or long-lived. This has also been implied by the lack of features relating to long-term grain storage. The evidence from the excavation for the Middle Iron Age suggests that this was the final form of a settlement that had evolved gradually and was probably occupied by a small family unit.
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